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From: Cook, Pat (DEQ)

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 1:08 PM

To: Prysby, Mike (DEQ)

Cc: Gotham, Daryl (DEQ);Busch, Stephen (DEQ);Bloemker, Jon (DEQ)

Subject: RE: Contract S-4002 100% and S-4003 90% Submittals - MDEQ comments

I EVHEG

An it mantioned earliay loday during our phone conversation, | have w0 ogga“*:c:'w with )OAS wanting to use &

vative leskage formula for the pipeling rather than whal s i AVAYVA 804, I they want 1o hold their

TROPE G0
s T d Dighver oriteria, Proonot going o stop sm.

ERORIR TS

Ragarding the welded juints, | dor’t think they need 1o inciuded them i the formuia as long as the welds are
t2sied by some other acceptable means such 3s radiography, SonSgrams, o magnetic particle testing. Alsg,
by not including the welded joints in the below formula, i will resuit in an even lower allowable lsakage than
they used them.

pat

From: Prysby, Mike (DEQ)

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2014 8:33 AM

To: Cock, Pat (DEQ)

Cc: Gotham, Daryl (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Bloemker, Jon (DEQ)

Subject: FW: Contract 54002 100% and $-4003 50% Submittals - MDEQ comments

Pat,

The leakage calculation has surfaced again with respect 1o the KWA pipeline project. Initially,
Genssee Dounty was agreeable to using the AWWA -804 leaskaps Tormulz; howsver, after
mabing further caloulations they fesl that the formuis which uses the number of joints (L
edher = J0 2gr iR/ 7400% s Tar more conservatbees than the allowabls feaking from C-604 and
they wish 1o hold their contractors to that, On the surfanes, the odnt formula appears more
conservative: however, they base it on the assurngtion that the welded joints do not count, if
veinciude all of the welded joints, the allowable leakags s rather close between each formula
— depending on pipe length, Dwill verity the allowabile lsakage based on actual pipe length and
~-3§§g=sz- {v‘w”?'%{*( and appurtenances) Tor comparison. Darvt and  would like to confirm the

vaidity of thelr assumption.

BMichae! Pryshy, P.E

District Dngineey

Oftice of Drinking Water and Municipal Assistancs

517 290-8217

N

Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 6:05 PM
To: Gotham, Daryl (DEQ); Prysby, Mike (DEQ)
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Cc: Bloemker, Jon (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Osborn, Larry( SSEORNGwadsinm.com); John O'Malia; Elgar Brown
(chrowabearEhicadsiripe.nsl), Mike Winegard; Ed Tharp (Ed. T harp@agomm.onm)
Subject: RE: Contract 54002 100% and 5-4003 S0% Submttals MDEQ comments

Pavouicd Hle to revis tt we conversation this morsing regarding the pressurs tesh er; gvw ieakage method based on
AWOWA G411 the 587 pipe would allow 55 galfmile leakage § Fhous -\;';-"'--“5 P current specified method i section
D22 woubd allow rou “"li\,f .2 galfmile leakage ina 2 howr peaud vt o the gressure {150 10 350 psi} and the(d)
rivbrerr oof Babots 1o enile to 17 per mile (welded joints do not count so onby the valvaes count on the S67 line, but if you
C'Gamt the %wssrf ribe, and alr release valves, which are not nopmathy courded, It ooubd be 812 per mile depending on the
sectiond,  Mote that vou would have 10 have about 265 fodrts per mitle Jan average of 1 lsint evary 22 feet} @& 350 psi o

wopial the 5% gal per ¥ hours allowed by the new formula, For 150 g, Bwoul i brave to have the eguivalent of 252 joints
g reile to get the 55 gal leakage in 2 hours that s allowed by the new ’ surrent specification indicatss 1o
teoh ab b presiure egual o the pressure class listed on the drawings & new warsinn woldd say test at no more

Feoworking pressured, The warking pressurs is nod s
pe, o the pressure within the pipe that is expected during operation?

than 1788 nywhere oy is that the pressure class of the

A

The &0 would be somawhal similar to the 687, except the pressures would be lower on the 607 pipe.

With that being said will the MDEQ allow the current specifications 1o remain o do we nead to still reference AWWA
534-11 for testing even though the allowable leakage is well above what we are sliowing.

From: Gotham, Daryl (DEQ) [mailto:GOTHAMD@ michigan.aov]

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2014 3:34 PM

To: Prysby, Mike (DEQ); Osborn, Larry (LOSBORN@wadetrim.com); John O'Malia; Elgar Brown
(chrownbsar@broadsinga.net); Matt Raysin

Cc: Bloemker, Jon (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ)

Subject: Contract 5-4002 100% and 5-4003 90% Submttals - MDEQ comments

wWe'ya complared the roview of both projects and the ondy sigrificant issues that resulted were the Leakage Test

fr;rr:n.' 5 that Mike Pryshy identified in his review of S5-4005, When the correctad specs ara raceived, | am prapared to

{ i 54002, 1T have them by early afternocon on BMonday, une 2371 can oring the permitted plans and
Hoations b the June 247 mes ting. P owilling to replace the sarrectad saction of the spec into the previously
subrrittad snecs i that & easier. Errailing tham to me woulsd e fine

.,.-‘af‘j,- 4 s ih’as L

sment o Environmental wluatity
Water & Municipal Assistance
Saghnes By Distrisd Office

401 Ketohum Street, Sulte B

Bay City, Mi 48708

$55-450-83148 (Phons)

$E53-891-3213 (Fa




