According to the reading passage, the author of the passage states that the representatives of power companies take the view that the new regulation of the coal ash is unnecessary. However the professor in the listening material disagrees with the opinion in the reading passage and she presents three reasons to prove her opinion.

Firstly, the professor in the lecture says that the liner is not sufficient to prevent the coal ash, and the old ponds will be damaged. Then some harmful chemicals will leak to water and get into the water that people drink. The new regulation can prevent the leaking of the harmful chemicals better than the old regulation did. However the reading passage believes that the old regulation exists and prevents the coal ash. The professor refutes the reading passage.

Secondly, although the reading passage argues that the new regulation creates some very strict rules for storing and handling coal ash, the professor rebuts that under the new regulation, people still stores and handles the coal ash and still recycle the coal ash into other products. The professor show the using history of the mercury, although there are a strict regulation for the usage of the mercury, people still stores and uses the mercury for fifty years and people are less likely to afraid of it. The professor contradicts the reading passage very well

[bookmark: _GoBack]Thirdly, although the writer of the reading passage asserts that the strict new regulations would result in a significant increase in disposal and handling costs for the power companies, the professor in the lecture claims that the new regulation is still well worthy, because the cost for the companies like the electricity bills are much smaller than the benefit that it brings to the whole environment. Actually, the cost for the companies is only one percent of the positive impact to the environment.
