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1.
You asked, “What kinds of data are you collecting for this study (county-level health data, community-generated health surveys, anecdotal health information, more extensive well-water-quality tests, hair-test samples for heavy metals, or any other biometric information)?”

WVU Response
For reasons relating to epidemiology, mission, and the nature of county-level data, we will not be looking at county-level data during this contract. We have examined and will host a community survey which was sent to us. We do not have IRB clearance to host identified human-health data, and will not do so. (We can listen to anecdotes, but can share the information in only the most general way.) Public summary health data can be hosted and reviewed with the permission of the publisher or owner provided it is summarized clearly, its methods described, and its population fully de-identified.

2.
You asked, “What, if any, new data will you collect?”

WVU Response
Our contract does not call for and is not funded to collect new original data. 
3.
You asked, “To what degree do you plan to incorporate previous research on water quality and health in the coalfields, such as the work of Dr. Ben Stout and Dr. Michael Hendryx?”
WVU Response
We do intend to evaluate relevant water-quality data from those who provide such data. You mentioned Dr. Ben Stout; he is an example of a scientist who has expressed willingness to provide data. We appreciate our colleague Dr. Michael Hendryx’s work. He has drawn ecologic correlations between proximity to coal mining and health outcomes; however, his work was not specific to coal slurry. Therefore, we do not anticipate that we will use it to make inferences about coal slurry injection.

4.
You asked, “Will you speak directly with residents in affected communities about their health concerns?”

WVU Response
We are funded to hold public meetings; these are now over. We are not funded to hold additional personal communications with citizens, except to the extent that they have water quality or other useful summary data to provide. As you know, we have written to West Virginia newspapers in an attempt to encourage submission of water-quality data.
5.
You asked, “What are your criteria for including a community in the health study? Which communities are you planning to include in the study at this point? Will you include communities that are not near the sites studied by the DEP?”
WVU Response
We have searched and will continue to search the national and international peer-reviewed literature and federal/state data for summary health information about populations affected by coal slurry injection. Where and if such data exists, we will use it. And, we will evaluate any other summary, de-identified data that we may find or receive for potential use.
6.
You asked, “How will the information in the DEP study be used in your report?”

WVU Response
The report will be a risk assessment-style report, based on available data, including the data in the DEP Phase I report.

7.
You asked, “Will you try to generate information on the possible relationships between specific contaminants and specific health problems?”

WVU Response
This question can be interpreted in several ways. If we find summary coal slurry injection exposure data and related information linking it to specific health outcomes, we would use that data. In the absence of such data, a health-risk assessment may still discuss “chemicals of concern” and their known health hazards, in the context of “potential pathways” as well as “data gaps.”
8.
You asked, “Will you examine health impacts on children and adults, including potential impacts on pregnancy, or just look at potential impacts on healthy, full-grown adults (males)?”

WVU Response
We appreciate this timely reminder about the broad population to be considered in a risk assessment.

9.
You asked, “What will the study use as a baseline for comparing differential health outcomes?”

WVU Response
The question about population comparisons implies to scientists the presence of peer-review-quality health outcome data. WVU researchers are seeking peer-review-quality data concerning health outcomes of populations who have been exposed to measured or modeled coal slurry. We have not identified data for this purpose so far. If such data exist, it is unclear whether they will include methodologically sound comparisons to an appropriate control population. As you know, risk assessments can be vehicles for enumerating what is available and what is missing from the literature concerning exposure-outcome relationships.

10.
You asked, “Will the study consider cumulative health impacts?”

WVU Response
This question could have many meanings. We think you are asking about mixtures, but you could also be asking about long-term exposures or the etiology of chronic disease in general. We are aware of these complex issues.
11.
You asked, “The study proposal states that it will compare potential health impacts of coal slurry stored underground and stored in above-ground impoundments. Will it also compare the health impacts of coal processed through wet and dry cleaning processes, as dry cleaning processes may have significantly fewer potential health impacts than traditional cleaning processes?”
WVU Response
The study proposal provides the WVU team with the capability to make comparisons, should it have appropriate information to do so. You asked about one specific approach—“dry cleaning.”  There has been a resurgence in the development of dry coal-cleaning technology, driven by the need to clean coal in arid environments. Dry cleaning was more common in the past, but scalability problems, air emissions, respirable dust, and explosion hazards caused it to fall out of favor.
12.
You asked, “When can we expect the final report to be complete?  When can we expect to see interim results?”

WVU Response
The contract dates and milestones are a matter of public record and are on our website.

13.
You asked, “Are you willing to request additional funding if it is necessary to adequately complete the mandate of SCR-15?”

WVU Response
No, we are not planning to ask for more funding. We have a discrete contract for specific deliverables supported by an agreed-upon budget. We also understood the likely good will behind this question, which essentially asks academic researchers whether they will ask the state funders to support additional academic work. We would be pleased to learn but do not have enough information to predict that the legislature or any state agency will request additional work. Proposals to federal agencies are alternative considerations. They generally require substantial preliminary data and testable hypotheses if they are to be competitive.

14.
You asked, “Will you be issuing policy recommendations as well as analyzing data?”

WVU Response
No, the goal of risk assessment is to illuminate available data in order to characterize risk. A secondary goal is to describe data gaps, should they exist. We hope these efforts will be useful to readers. We are aware that readers with different perspectives use risk-assessment data for a variety of purposes, and that data can be used by many interested parties (with varying needs) to influence policy. 
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