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| was supposad fo finalize these in mid-uly, but| didr't receive any changes from anyone so these notes are final now. Thank vouall again for participating.
Jennifer

Frem: Crooks, Jennifer

Sent: W ednesday, July 01, 2015 5:31PM

Te: Shekter Smith, Liane (DNRE); Richard Bende; kris philip; Monosmith, Carrie [DNRE); DeBruyn, Dana (DEQ); Dettweiler, Dan (DEC); Busch, Stephen (DECQY); 'Prysby, Mike (DEQ)'; 'cookp®@michigan.gov';
Holdwick, Kevin (DEQ)

Ce: Thomas Poy; Bair, Rita; Damato, Nicholas; Shoven, Heather; Kuefler, Janet; Murphy, Thomas; Porter, Andrea; Deltoral, Miguel

Subject: Draft Notes from Michigan semi-annual call on 610

All—Below are my draft notes from our call last week, June 10, 2015. Thank you all for participating | apologize for the delay in getting these outindraft toyou all for review—| was hoping to get a couple of
items ironed out that were fuzzy during our discussions, but hasn't happened yet. Several ACTION items below. So, please review to make sure | documented our discussion/agresments correctly, and feel
free to editas needed. |vou could get back to me by July 13, that would be great. Thankyou!

Jennifer

Attendees:
IMDEC Liane Shekter-Smith, Richard Benzie, Carrie Monosmith, Kris Philip, Dan Dettweiler, Marjorie Rodriguez (Student), Kevin Holdwick, Mike Prysby, Dana DeBruyn, Steve Busch
EPARegonS: Tom Poy, Rita Bair, Mick Damato, Janet Kuefier, Michele Palmer, Tom Murphy, Heather Shoven, Cary McElhinney, Andrea Porter, Migud Deltoral, Mostafa Noureldin

Summary;

1.Changes in Lead Disirvestrents and Commitments for FY 2016 ARDP —for discussion: Due to our extreme focus on lead in drinking water, thisis the consensus here
a. Consumer notification of tap results at M TH CWSs:
(Suggested wording) The NCWS program commits to full implementation of the lead consumer notification of tap results regquirement, to beginin CY 2016, Region 5 will assist in a notification
outreach effortin late FY 2015 to remaining 638 NTHNCW Ss that are not schools/daycares, to begin providing lead consurmer notice in CY 2016. N CWS program commits to include information on
providing lead consumer notice in the annual monitoring |letter sent to all NTNCWSs for CY 2016

STATE: The Sate found this change in the wording acceptable
b Collection of Lead samples at NTHNCWSs during June — September 2016 timeframe

(Suggested wording) NCW Sprogram commits to including information in the applicable NTHCWS annual monitoring letters of the requirement to collect their annual/triennial lead sample
between June and September only, during CY 2016 The MDEQ NCWS program currently does nothave the capability to easly track lead sampling compliance within this specific imeframe.

STATE: The Sate found this dhange in the wording acceptable

jion A ne
[From 5/5/15 call notes w/EPA) MDEQ commits to providing Region Swith all CY 2015 lead (and copper?) sample data for all NTNCWSs by March 2016 so that EPA cananalyze how mary PWSs
monitored outside the June through October timeframe. EPA commits to follow-up with MDECQ to disouss follow-up actions.

STATE: The S@ate agreed to providing EPARS theraw lead and copper data for all CY 2015 for all NTNCWSs. The WaterTrack database does have data, butitcan't generateviolations. MDEC does't
commit to enforcing against 2016 viclators in FY 2016. The State said, it is planning on disinvesting in enforcing against theseviolators due tolimited capability of WaterTrad:; however, if the State's
nencommunity data management capabilities improve during FY 2016, implementation of this disinvestment may become a reality. The State has not designated an alternate timeframe, or done
system specific documentation as to why the systemn qualifies for a different imeframe.

d Submi i ing f
(Suggested wording) MDEC, commits to reguiring CWSs and N TH CWSs to submit the lead and copper reporting form via the annual monitoring letters to each system, tracking CWSs and
N T CWSs submittal of the lead and copper reporting form, and commits to issuing violations for failure to submit the lead and copper reporting form. The reporting form provides the address of
the sample site, designates ampling site selection aiteria, and explanation|s) for any changesin smpling sites.

STATE: Dan Dettweiler stated that the NCW Sprogram was notina position to do this for the N TN CWSs at this ime. Torn Murphy asked how does WaterTrack handle/track high lead results? Tom I
said there is a truncation issue on the sample location name field. Dan acknowledged th at this problem has been identified, and the Department of Technology Management and Budget (DTMB) has
been trying to fix this problem, butitis a challenging problem. Dan stated that sample sites for N TNCWSs are actually identified by LHDs during the sanitary survey and are documented in the sanitary
survey. The LHDs check the pdf of the laboratory results that clearly states where the sample was taken, and calculates the 20 percentile. However, Dan stated that the requirement to send in the
lead and copper reporting form is not currently in the LHD annual monitoring |etter sent to each sy stern. The NTNCWSs do not couple this form to the Lead Consurmer M ofice, as does the CWSs. Kris
Philip pointed out that the LHDs select the sample sites thus when they are calculating the S0 percentile, they are actually double checking the sites with the results

From our discussion, the Region conduded thatat this time, the LHDs are actively reviewing the lead and copper results and the sample locations when they @lculate the 90° percentiles to ensure
proper LCR monitoring is conducted by ALLN TN CWSs at the proper sample sites. After our call, | asked for verification of this statement, and Dan Dettweiler responded, “Just as with an exceeding
value of anMCL, WaterTrack alerts the LHD when atleast one sample for a water system exceeds the AL A 90 percentile calaulationis made only when an exceeding result alerts the LHD. For cases
where there are no excesding results, private lab samples are reviewed at the time LHDs hand-enter them into WaterTrack. State lab ssmples, which flow electronically via nightly downloads from
the state lab database, are reviewed when pdfs of the analysis reports are routinely, emailed by the state lab to LHDs Beyond that, MDED s annual evaluation of the LHDs provides another
opportunity for us to oversee the proper assigning and use of designated sampling locations”

ACTION: The R egion will discuss Darf's response internally, and get bade to the State with any issues/concerns.
Kris Philip said that the CWS program is requiring that the systems submit the form, but they are not enforcing whether or not the system submits the form. Often, the CWS will submit the Lead
Consumer Notice and the Lead and Copper reporting form together. Kris saidif 90%+ are already submitting the forms, then the S@ate will agree to follow-up and enforce this requirement But, if less
than that, will probably be too much of a burden. Kris said they may change the way DEClis racking in SDWIS during FY 2016. But, the Region said SDWISPrime probably won't be available until 2017

at th e earliest.

ACTION: Kris Philip will ressarch with the District Offices to determine the current submittal rate of the lead and copper reporting form from CWSs and report back to the Region.

ra

Enforcement U pdate with Heather

MNCWSs under Botded \Water agresments due fo Arsenic hCL viclations:

Per discussions with Region Sand the February 2014 EPA/CECA memo, MDEQ has closad the old Arsenic open-ended MCLviclations however, no further quarterly monitoring is being conducted at
the (+27) systemns that are still under bottled water agreements. Thus no more arsenic MCL violations will be reported for these systems and these systems will not become priority systems (ETT
score of 11 or more) since only one arsenic MCL violation will be reported (S points) even though they have a longstanding issue with arsenic noncompliance. The Region would like to discuss the
pros and cons of placing these PWSs with arsenic MCL violations on quarterly monitoring as required under 40 CFR Section 141.23(g)(7); and brainstorm possible solutions.

Heather provided an update on how the State is doing in returning ETT systems to compliance; the State is doing very well inachieving its commitrent for FY 2015 Heather said the Regionis glad to
see the State and LHD pricritization of implementation of th e drinking water program and NTHCWS sch ools and daycares.

Referring to the N TH CWSs under BW agreements that arein violation of the Arsenic MCL, Heather said that since there are no more operrended MCL violations in SDWIS, that no MEL violations can
be reported to SDWIS unless there is monitoring to show the systemis in nor-compliance. Even though the LHD has indicated that these systemns are drinking bottled water for public health
protection, the use of bottled water cannot be a permanent solution to the fact that the system’s drinking water at the tap continues to exceed the MCL for arsenic. Dan said there are 22 systems
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where 8are schools, that should be conducting guarterly monitoring Dana said that letters have been sent (OR drafted?) to thess 22 systems to require quarterly ssmpling for arsenic; these 22
systemsare in 10 different counties so the message from the State is consistent. A secondary effect of this new requirement for the systems may be that they transition to anoth er water source or
install treatment sooner.

The State voiced a concern that multiple quarterly violations could potentially affect the State’s relationship with the LHDs financially. Genesee and Oakland Counties have quite a number of
nencommunity water systems Multiple quarterly violations could affect the Dept of Community Health's determination as to whether the LHDs are meeting their minimum program reguirements;
thus receive full funding for their work with the noncommunity systerns for the drinking water program. The LHDs cannot have more than 20% of their systemns with violations. The Region wonders
how much funding would be cut from a LHD contract if it exceeds the 20% noncompliance level setin the contract?

Status of Flint
a JIH.M.LE!LELS_T.O.LM.EI —Due to MDEQ district englneer]une 10-RECEIVED; s=e link to results

AII samples below the TTHM MCL; one site still has anLRAA above the MCL but decreased from 105 ppb in Feb o 93.5 ppb in May.

IMike Pryshy said heis getting ready toissue the construction permit to the City of Flint to install a GAC filter inJuly, that will remove more TOC to further reduce the potential of developing
TTHMs. Mike said he has already issued a construction permit for a transmission line within the City that will help reduce water age

b i Fi
Our discussions with MDEQ indicate that no phosphates/corrosion control has been added to the systemn since April 2014 when the source of drinking water changed to the Flint River. We understand
that the City is just finishing up its second set of &-month initial monitoring for lead; where the results will probably warrant a Corrosion Control Study to be conducted. Since Flint has lead service
lines, we understand some citizer-requested lead sampling is exceeding the Action Level, and the source of drinking water will be changing againin 2016, so to start a Corrosion Control Study now
does't make sense. Theidea to ask Flint to simply add phosphate may be premature; there are many other issues and factors that must be taken into account which would require a comprehensive
look at the water quality and the system before any treatment recommendations cany/should be made. Miguel is recommending MDEQ and EPA? approach Flint about formally requesting EPA's
Office of Research and Development in Cincinnat support on the lead in Flint drinking water issue, and reguest that Mike Schock, ORD, and possibly Darren Lytle, ORD, to participate in Flint's drinking
water advisory committee so thata comprehensive evaluation on how to proceed can be discussed.

IMiguel provided a brief surmmary of the high lead results found at the residence of Ms Leeanne Walters in Flint. Miguel will follow up with a written summary of the work conducted, sample results,
and conclusions.

IMiguel believes thatlead levelsinFlint are being affected by the lack of Corrosion Control being conducted by the City, since the LCR reguires 2 &month initial monitoring for a new source Steve
Busch stated that in the Lead ssmpling pool, almost all of the lead sample sites are lead service lines, and the State is not sesing large increases in lead levels at the tap. Miguel suggested that EPA
epertsinLead, Mike Schods; andin distribution sy sterns, Darren Lytle be added to the Flint drinking water advisory committee to assist the City/State in determining the best way to proceed to
minimize lead in the City's drinking water during the interim use of the Flint River, and subssquent use of Lake Huron water.

IMiguel sid he will sznd Mike Schock and Darren Lytle's contact information to Steve and Mike. Steve pointed out that the City is following the LCR requirements, and completing the requirementsin
a timely manner. Miguel's pointis that since the LCR was promulgated 20+years ago, that research and different stuations, like Washington D.C., have educated sdentists, experts, and regulators
that the existing requirementsin the LCR may not be as protective as previously thought. Thus, he @n only mak e recommendations as to how to revise smpling protocols. And Miguel acknowledges
thatit may be another year before these regulation changes are promulgated in the Long Term Lead and Copper Rule. In December 2015, the NDWAC recommendation is expected.

The Region asked the State if the Flint River will be a permanent supplemental source of drinking water, once the City of Flint connects with the Karegdodi pipeline from Lake Huron. Mike Pry sby said
that the City is aurrently pumping 22MED, but the City has 40-50 MG of storage. The City is currently working on reducing its unaccounted for water losses, and these water losses are dropping. The
State, through the Governor's office provided disadvantaged system funding, 20 which includes $800K for lead detection, and pipe inspection.

U pdate on WaterTrack to SDVWIS-State: The migration of WaterTrack data to SDWISState was number 39 on the Dept of Technology Management and Budget's (DTVB) project list last year; thisyear
itis
nurmber 30 1t does't appear this project has a high priority. Does the State have any new information on the progress of this project?

Dansaid that the migration of WaterTrack data to SDWIS State has moved to a priority of 26 with DTMB so far thisyear. But Dan ssid they are going to take this project out of the que, since R onda
Page has returned to the drinking water program from DTVEB. Ronda said she re-estimated D TMB s involvernent in this project to be far less than originally thought, so thereis no need for any
program developers or the tech team. This project will only need the Data Team and the web designers only. Ronda said they can set-up on a new server and migrate the data from WaterTrack to
SDWI5S State themselves inchouse. Kris Philip remembers migrating the CWS data to SDWI5 State, so she canbe a resource for this project. The parts that are needed to be completed by DTVE could
be contracted out. Cary McElhinney said that there isa process of withholding PWSSgrant funds and re-directing the funds to a HO contract with SAC. Richard Benzie said the process worked well
last year when I used PWSS funds to contract with a HO contractor to conduct NEEDS survey training.

ACTION: Jen will follow up with State and Tribal Programs Branch about the process and timing of holding back funds from th e PWSS grant for the purpose of contracting with SAIC.

Jennifer had a discussion with Richard Benzle re-rdlng the posmbllmr of the Mlchlgan State Legislature looking to have justa minimal drinking water program, meaning only a program with activities
thatare required by the Federal SDWA. Jennifer ultimately discussed this internally with Tom Poy. The minimal program suggested would cut out Operator Certification, Capadty Development Plan
Review, Cross Connection Control, Source Water Protection, among other programs that are State required. Operator Certification and Capacity Development, while not required by the Federal
regulations, do have financial strings attached. And Plan review/construction permits are required by the SRF program for a loan. Any recent communication with the State Legislature that they might
proceed and make this possibility a reality?

Richard and Liane said there is no current threat from the S@te Legislature to out the State-funded PWSS program activiies But thereis a State-wide impetus to delete old programs and regulations,
so this could lead to questioning the purpose of State-funded PWSS program activities. Richard is just being proactive in preparing a justification. Richard remembers a discussion mary years ago
about what constitutes a “comprehensive drinking water program”. Tom Poy and Jennifer commented in a previous communication with Richard that the EPA PWSS primacy program and th e State-
funded activities in the drinking water program were meant to complement each other. To support this statement, Jennifer sent Richard some PWSSPriority guidance from the 80's some preamble
language from the 1976 SDWA found by our attorney, and language from Section 142 of the SDWA regulations from 1976 that might assist him in his justification.

From the 2014 analysis of Shared Goals 2013 data, which is compliance data, for noncommunity systems, there are increasing trends of nitrate M,/R violations for both N TN CWSs and TN CWSs. We
discussed this on the last semiannual call. Analysis of the 2015 Shared Goals 2014 data [April 2015) shows an improvement—that of decreasing numbers of bacti/nitrate M/R violations.

However, in light of the upcoming implementation of RTCR in 2016, the guestion raised here in the Region is:
Does the State have a planwith the LHDs as to what activities must be prioritized, and what will fall off the plate? Mot all LHDs will need to disinvest based upon each LHDY s resources, but some poorly
funded LHDs may have to disirvest in some activities/drop activities that have no risk to public health.

Carrie Monosmith said thatshe metwith the RTCR workgroup, comprised of LHD Directors/sanitarians last fall to identify activities that the state can disinvestin during the next several years as the
LHDs beginimplementation of RTCR. They could not identify any activity that could be dropped. The main thing that will help the LHDs save iime is to get the electronic DWR (eDWR ) going or the
CMD portal, which will drastically reduce the LHDs time in inputting laboratory data into WaterTrack/SDWI5 State. From there they can develop electronic data forms (CROMEER compliant) that the
systems can submit.

Thank you!

Jennifer
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