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B e oy

Rennaker, Joanne (DEQ) v

From: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ) ,

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2015 3:34 PM

To: Cook, Pat (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ)
Subject: FW: FOR REVIEW: MDEQ - Flint Call Notes
Attachments: MDEQ Call on July 21_call notes v4.docx

Just received the attached. Haven’t reviewed it yet.

From: Hyde, Tinka [mailto:hyde.tinka@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2015 3:31 PM
To: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ)
‘Cc: Poy, Thomas; Bair, Rita
Subject: FOR REVIEW: /MDEQ - Flint Call Notes
-
Hi Liane — Attached are our notes from our call on 7/21 regarding Flint Drinking Water System. Please take a
look and let me know if you have any questions or comments. Thanks
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Rennaker, Joanne (DEQ)

From: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ)

Sent: ' Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:52 AM

To: Hyde, Tinka

Cc: . Poy, Thomas; Bair, Rita; Damato, Nicholas; Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Cook, Pat (DEQ);
Benzie, Richard (DEQ)

Subject: RE: AGENDA for Today's Call on Flint

Thanks Tinka.

During discussion issue #1, we would like to discuss our (hopefully, mutu_aﬂl) understanding of the timeline for next steps.

Also, while we understand your concerns with the everall implementation of the tead and cobper rule(s); we think it is
appropriate for EPA to indicate in writing (an e-mail wouid be sufficient) your concurrence that the city is in compliance
with the lead and copper rule as implemented in Michigan. This would help distinguish between our goals to address
important public health issues separately from the compliance requirements of the actual rule which we believe have
been and continue to be met in the city of Flint. N
And finally, we would also like to discuss our concern that the draft report was released by EPA and that we (DEQ)
obtained a copy of the report from an outside (ACLU) website.

Liane J. Shekter Smith, P.E., Chief

Office of Drinking Water and Municipal Assistance
- Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
517-284-6543

From: Hyde, Tinka [mailto:hyde.tinka@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 9:07 AM

To: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ)

Cc: Poy, Thomas; Bair, Rita; Damato, Nicholas
Subject: AGENDA for Today's Call on Flint

Hi Liane —~ In preparation for our call today we’ve prepared an agenda (attached) with some background and discussion
points. Please let me know if you have other items you wish to discuss. Thanks

Tinka G. Hyde

Water Division Director
USEPA W-15) ‘
77 W. Jackson Blvd
Chicago, IL 60604

Office: 312-886-9296

cel: I
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Notes on Call with MDEQ on July 21, 2015

MDEQ Implementation of LCR Rule and Flint Issues

Issue #1: Is there a public health concern regarding lead in Flint or other regulatory requirements?

e The 90™ percentile results of the 2" round of ho-nitoring was 11 ppb.

e The population has dropped to under 100,000 and therefore the 1* round of 6-month momtormg was
done for 100 samples, but the 2" round only needed 60 sample

» Customer-requested samples were included, but MDEQ did n

e Tinka asked about the timeline for Flint to switch over to th
pipeline is under construction and scheduled to be-comg
and thinks a more realistic timeframe is October 2

specifics on how many there were.
k& Huron water source. MDEQ said the
Euly 2016, MDEQ expects some delays

ter that'they would
zany adjustments to the

then need to complete 2 more rounds of 6-mon ;@- nltorlr}g%
corrosion control treatment was ne_ged

based on results they are not optimized. .the tlmlng 6 pleting a corrosion control study and
: E@@MII have%&snons with Flint and request that they

Issue #2: Discuss optimal corrosion control requirements

Discussion Items:

¢

e MDEQ explained that they did not treat the switch to Flint River water as a “new system”, but as a new
source. It is their understanding that 2 rounds of 6-month monitoring is still needed to characterize the
water quality. They don’t know what is optimized until these 2 rounds of 6-month monitoring are
completed.
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* Region 5 noted that under 141.81(b)(3)(iii) that any system that has been deemed optimized must notify
the State of any long-term change in treatment or the addition of a new source. The State must review
and approve the change and may require any such system to conduct additional monitoring or other
action to ensure that the system maintains minimal levels of corresion in the distribution system. The.
State’s requirement for 2 additional rounds of 6-month monitoring would fall under the “additional
monitoring” prescribed by the State and not the initial 2 rounds of 6-month monitoring for new systems.

e Region 5 explained that they have talked to HQ about the interpretation of regulations and believes that
systems that have been deemed optimized need to “maintain” corrosion control. The Region agreed to
provide supportirig regulatory citations for the language about maintaining corrosion control. Ed
Moriarty in OGWDW: is also consulting OGC on this topic and IGC opinion will also be shared.

e MDEQ mentioned that there are other communities that ave the Detroit system or connect to the
new Lake Huron pipeline, but many of those either don ). treat for corrosion control or will be

e Lead compliance sampling procedures 251 comply with Federal SDWA
requirements which calls for a minimem.o s i iich.there is no water used from the tap
the sample is taken from, - -

e MDEQis not intere changing i ySiti n pi ew regulations come out. They
also pointed out : : ing inst t regiitements, but suggestions.

e MDEQ will* | tregarding the 2 rounds of 6-month monitoring results that exceed 5
ppb and the need ontrol study. They will have discussions with Flint to request that
they start corro
study that can take I8

e MDEQ and the Region =in agreement that it is important to get phosphate addition going in Flint
as soon as possible. MDEEL mentioned tapping Mike Shock for help with this in the interim.

* Region 5 commented that we now have a path forward for Flint despite a difference of opinion on
whéther the regulations required Flint to “maintain” corrosion control treatment when they started
serving treated water from the Flint River. _

e MDEQ and Region 5 agreed that after Flint implements corrosion control treatment, when they switch
back to Lake Huron water, they will need to.continue the corrosion control treatment while
conducting monitoring to determine if this treatment is optimized with the new Lake Huron water
quality.
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. Region 5 will get back to MDEQ once it gets HQ/OGC's opinion on the need to “maintain” corrosion
control treatment once a system is. deemed optimized.

¢ MDEQ and Region 5 agreed that other communities currently implementing corrosion control
treatment and change sources will need to continue to provide.corrosion control treatment and
conduct monitoring to determine whether the treatment is optimized with the new source water
quality. ) ' .

e Region 5 will research and get back to MDEQ on the 141.81 (3)(b)(5) citation and the ability to waive a
CCT study. ‘




