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Rennaker, Joanne (DEQ)

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

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

From: Hyde, Tinka [mailto:hyde tinka@epa.gov]

Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ)

Monday, August 03, 2015 3:34 PM

Cook, Pat (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ)
FW: FOR REVIEW: MDEQ - Flint Call Notes
MDEQ Call on July 21 call notes vd.docx

Sent: Monday, August 03, 2015 3:31 PM

To: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ)

Cc: Poy, Thomas; Bair, Rifa

Subject: FOR REVIEW: MDEQ - Flint Call Notes

Hi Liane — Attached are our notes from our cail on 7/21 regarding Flint Drinking
look and let me know if you have any questions or comments. Thanks

Water System. Please take a
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Notes on Call with MDEQ on July 21, 2015

MDEQ Implementation of LCR Rule and Flint I1ssues

Jssue #1: is there a public heaith concern regarding lead in Flint or other regulatory requirements?

The 90" percentile results of the 2™ round of monitoring was 11 ppb

The population has dropped to under 100,000 and therefore the 1% round of 6- month monitoring was

done for 100 samples, but the 2™ round only needed 60 samples, -

Customer-requested samples were included, but MDEQ, did ng_iﬁ_gte specifics on how many there were.

Tinka asked about the timeline for Flint to switch over to E}_E;;L Huron water source. MDEQ said the

pipeline is under construction and scheduled to be comEietes —,_l; ty 5016, MDEQ expects some delays
and thinks a more realistic timeframe is October 2016 = .E

MDEQ explained that Flint would have 18 monthsEgcomplete the o caprgsion control study and the

complicating factor of switching over to Lakeéﬁs_'r,n;f; Shouid the corros@h‘x:ontrol study be based on the

Lake Huron source? MDEQ also explained thaﬁ%E_e Flint is using Lake Hd‘ertwater that they would

then need to complete 2 more rounds of 6- monﬁ“ﬁomtormg{yssess wheﬁ?‘ﬁny adjustments to the

corrosion control treatment was negded. % .ﬁ*‘—* %

MDEQ will be sending a letter to Ff&_ ing them theys E’to complete a corrosion control study =

pased on results they are not optlmlmﬁ “‘Gweﬂ.the timin T@@mpletmg a corrosion control study and

the anticipated switch to Lake Huron \Eer, Mi‘z‘f il have Esm5|ons with Elint and request that they

Eq;_:m
start corrosion control treatment as smoﬁ:aa ossiblEs
%—nﬁ = P

r the .IlowTor the study reguirement for Flint
to be waived if M@has Flint st =nd ad je=bhosphates. Region > will ook into this
EéEwith an anf’s er. All ackig ledged that if Flint initiated corrosion control
treatment and contmué‘ﬁj_ valﬁaie;’t_ﬁsystem% ensure optimization that these efforts would
essentﬁﬂv;aé it a co r“‘ré:”mé'ﬁ%’ﬁt’ﬁmst oy =

Thg;B; Fon ramed"@mem ata_:g;;__tt looking a@&’atment mare comprehensively to ensure problems
witheEBPs didn’t occur=BREQ, statEtdthat Flint Ts on the brink of DBP compliance and that
bacter’ﬁmcal issuaes havet@ccufré%ﬁnce last year, Any adjustments for corrosion control treatment

wouid ne make sure th@,@her |ssuessweren 't exacerbated.
;red the aséﬁance of ORD staff, Darren Lytle and Mike Schock which MDEQ said they

== ﬂﬁg{

= == ==

=
=

jssue #2: Discuss optimal corrosion control requirements

Discussion 1tems:

MDEQ explained that they did not treat the switch to Flint River water as a "new system”, but as a new

- source. Itis 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 those 2 raunds of 6-month monitoring are
completed.




