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From: Thelen, Mary Beth (DEQ)

Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:20 PM

To: Sygo, Jim (DEQ)

Cc: Thelen, Mary Beth (DEQ)

Subject: FW: DAN WYANT: STOP SCREWING AROUND. WAS THE MDEQ EMAIL TO LEE-ANNE
WALTERS EVER SENT? YES OR NO7?

Attachments: LeeAnne email.docx

For Jim's review.

From: Marc Edwards [mailto:edwardsm@vt.edu]

Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:07 PM

To: Andrew Leavitt; Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Dickinson, Jordan

Subject: DAN WYANT: STOP SCREWING AROUND. WAS THE MDEQ EMAIL TO LEE-ANNE WALTERS EVER SENT? YES
OR NO?

Daar Dan,

Months back my FOIA of MDEQ revealed a surprising lettar that vour employess supposadiy mailed to Lee-Anne
Walters,

| brrnediately had a syspicion that this s-mall was & fraud,

It fact, on Octeber 15" and 167, Himmediately and point dank (URGENT REQUEST) asked you whsther that e-madl was
evar sent,

Dan, you refused to answer my urgant direct question about the e-mail.

S0 then submitted a FOIA and paid sevaral hundred dollare, asking for the MBPEQ a-mails that would prove the e-mail to
Lee-Anne was actuaily sent, In the e-mail {see attached), not ondy 5 Lae-Anne Walter's co’d, but othar MDEQ ermpioyees
are also oc'd. Would you agres that if the e-majl was ACTUALLY sent frown Shekior-Smith to Lee-Anne, that it also had to
appear in the malibox of the other MUPEG smplovees, Yet, in the new FOIA, there is no e-mail from your employees
that shows they received the e-mail. Even though this is what | explicitly asked for.

DOES THIG MEAN THE EMAIL WAS NEVER SENTT  on, wiy i5 an EMAIL that was naver sent, in my FOIA?
iT it was sent; where {5 my proof via FOI4, that another MDEQG employes actually received it? Lee-Anpe says that she
nevar received it

Dan, what your employees did here was truly diabetlical and pathelogical.
if vou will not answer my direct gquastion, vou are part of it

Mars
From: Marc Edwards [mailic:edwardem@ivi.edu]

Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 3:06 PM
To: WyaniD@michigan.goy; walters3 1 3@amail com; Andrew Leavitt (ALsavitl@senate michigan.qgov); Melissa Mays

Subject: RE: Urgent Request for Clarification: Letter to Lee-Anne Walters and justification for invalidating her samples.

{lear Dan,
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| spoke with Lee-Anne, and It was Harvey Hollins that ordered MDEG to respond to Leg-Anne in writing, sbout the
reason for invalidating her samples, not the deputy chisf of staff.
http/ feeww anichisan.goy/snyder /BAGEE, 7-277-57577 57657 59871-268098--.00. hitrnd

Also, | askad Lee-Anne what she woulid have dons, IF she had received that e-mail from MDEQ about her invalidated
samples. Shie said one of the last things Migusl told her, was to be sure that MDEQ did not invalidate her samples. S if
that e-mail had been received, which it was not, she would have screamed from the roof-top. How conveniant it was
not received,

Your employee’s also told Lee-Anne and Melissa, at the August 4% meeting, that they had no idea why her samples
were invalidated. And that the City of Flint invalidated her samples. This is alsa a lie. Tha g-maiic have alraady shown
that MDEG employees led the invalidation of the samples, Thare s not e wiord from the Gty of Fint asking to invalidats
Leec-Anne's samplas,

Wiy point is that if all of thase shenanigans are not “wrong-doing,” then what on sarth 57 i two of Lee-Anne’s high lead
sarnplac are counted, Fint fails to maet the LCR, sven with Flint just “throwing bottles out thers,” rs sampling pool, 8 5
rinute pracflush, and <ampling in many homes like Malises without any lead plumbing at ail. Peopls would have been
protectad. Corrosion control would havae bean reguired. Nobody would be running around, 1o thic day, daiming in s city
of fead poisoned chifdran, that FLNT 5 mesting ail Federal regulations, and that Flint is mesting the LCR. That false
statement bean a staple of slmost every MUEQ press conference in tha last few months. Your empioyse’s mads that
happen.

Marc

From: Marc Edwards [maillo:adwardsm@vtedy]

Sent: Thursday, October 15, 2015 10:44 AM

To: WyaniDidmichican.qov; walters3 3damail.com; Andrew Leavitt (ALeavittiisanate michican.qov); Melissa Mays
(indigracei@gmail.com); Dickinson, Jordan (Jordan. Dickinson@mail house.goy)

Subject: Urgent Request for Clarification: Letter to Lee-Anne Walters and justification for invalidating her samples.

Hi Dan,

Thank you for your help (if any) with the MDEQ FOIA. | received the documents last night. | was hoping you could help
me with something ASAP.

One of the things creating distrust between Flint residents and MDEQ, is a long list of miscommunications and false
statements by your employees. | want you to help us understand one of those miscommunications as soon as possible.

On August 4" your employee’s Wurfel, Busch and Shekter Smith met with Melissa and Lee-Anne. According to Melissa
and Lee-Anne, in a meeting with the governor’s Chief of Staff, your employee’s could not explain to them, why Lee-
Anne’s samples were invalidated (i.e., thrown out of the samples used to calculate the 90%'ile lead).

For your information, on the basis of records from the City, Lee-Anne’s home is the ONLY home in the 2015 sampling
pool that is proven to have a lead pipe. | have compared the sample sites that the city used to the database that Flint
has put together, and of 11 samples in the database that the city claims had a lead pipe, ZERO actually had a lead
pipe. Michigan and Federal law further states that if a sample is taken from a home with a lead pipe, even if it has a
point of use device like a filter or softener, once that sample is collected it cannot be invalidated (see below). EPA R5
staff explicitly told your employee’s in writing, that Lee-Anne’s samples had to be counted for compliance

purposes. Your employee’s nonetheless, over R5’s written instructions and the law, threw out the only Flint LCR
samples known to be legitimate in the 2015 sampling round. They also double counted Melissa’s samples for LCR
compliance purposes, even though her house does not have a lead pipe, and has no lead plumbing. So | hope you can
see the “adding insult to injury” dimension of your employee’s actions. The irony-—- using samples from the chief critics
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