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Y ou have avery noble god; however, it appears that you expect States to develop a program for public
education and encouragement on their opportunities for participation in permit issuance and revison.
Y our measure of success would be based on how many citizens drank after they were led to water
(what if they werent thirsty?).

After a quick look at title V and part 70, | can find only requirements that States provide adequate
public notice and opportunity for public review and public hearing [502(b)(6), 502(b)(8), 503(c),
70.7(h)]. Arethere any other provisonsthat | missed?

| expect that the only thing that will ever make this program work is the citizens getting involved, but
what rang my bl is your datement about "complying with pat 70 requirements for citizen
participation." From what | read, neither title V' or part 70 require anything beyond adequate notice and
opportunity. They do not require active encouragement or training. Making this some kind of program
requirement is fine, but ingnuating that it could be a regulatory requirement of part 70, for which we
have to have authority from title V, is (in my non-lawyer opinion) not gppropriate.

And findly (I am sure you are glad to hear), measuring success according to public action is not fair.
Successis holding training sessions or making information available. Failure of the public to get off ther
duffsis not ameasure of how wdll the State or Region tried.



