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Tirn & Tinka,

figuet forwarded the email below from Mare Edwards. Miguet then called because he wanted
Tinka to have a heads up especiaily on the info in the ACLU videa and didn't want her blindsided
with the content ~ it should be reviewed carefully. Tom, Rita, Heather, lennifer, Miguel & | will
ke having a call with ORC & GECA this morning on Mard’s email.

Nick

From: Deltoral, Miguel

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2015 &52 AM
To: Damato, Nicholas

Subject: Fw: Flint MI: LCR Enforcement Issuss
impaortance: High

Just noticed you weren't copied on this...

Miguel A, Del Toral

Regulations Manager

PLS EPA RS GWDWE

77 West Jacison Bivd, {WG-150)
Chicago, W 60604

Phone: (312} 886-5253

From: Marc Edwards <edwardsm@viedu>

Sant: Sunday, September 20, 201503525 PM

To: Schock, Michael; Lytle, Darren; kempic.ieffrev@epa.gove; Burneson, Erig;
demarco. carol@epa.gov; Murphy, Thomas; Shoven, Heather; Dehoral, Migusl
Sublect: Flint M LCR Enforcement Issues

Mike, Darren, Jeff, Eric, Carol and Miguel and B5 Mi/Enfarcement personnet {as listed on the B85
webpage},

i this e-mail, | am making vou aware of what we know regarding the Flind lead sliuation.

1) They do not have an approved lead sampling pool. Only 13 of the lowest lead sampled homss
from 2014, were resampled in 2015,

The homes sampling high in 2014, were not asked to be resampled,

At best, their program is sending out sampling bottles a1 random across the city,

2} This message exemplifies the type of site selection, that they are doing to satisfy their high
risk LCR magnitoring pool site.

That is, none. They are not even hiding it

hitp:f fwwew flintneighborhoodsunitad.org/drinking-water-testing/.

3} Furtharmore, in a video now on the ACLU website, at the end of the interview, Mike Slasgow
{Flint LCR program] notes what is perfectly obvious from looking at the MDEQ FOIA materials.
“we throw aut botiles sverywhere just to collect gs many o3 we can, fust to kit our number,
gnd we just turn in every result we get in.”
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Moreover, they do not have the records to show the homes have lead pipe. “we ore still
fooking for the recards”

See video here. Start at 4 minutes and 13 seconds to see the

admission. httes: fvimeo.com/ 138883023

41 Ontop of that, according to my count, MDEG coverad up no fewer than 5 viclations in the
2015 sample round. These include:

3} Technical violation in that what they now stamp as the “draft” report {attached) is late {the
signed date is 7/28/2015).

it was due 7/10/2015. The final "revised” report is dated 8/20/2015 {also attached), which is 40
days late.

b} Although 87 sites from 2014 were not resampled, no written justification for the site changes
was provided in the FOIA materials, and this is required by law.

The statement given today by Flint, that residents were not resampled because they did not
want to participate, s contradicted by my conversations with residents.

¢} in the ariginal 71 samples Flint submitted late, the lead 90%ile action level was

exceeded. MDEQ took the initiative to invalidate 2 samples, dropping Flint below the Action
Level,

Fint never requested in writing that any of the samples be invalidated {ses the comments
written in the hox of page 1, FOIA 15-585).

Mike Glasgow says that the 2 high samples were deleted based on the conference call. Only the
high samples were scrutinized for meeting the sample pool criteria.

No low samples were Investigated. | have the e-mails.

4} The “Draft 7/28/2015" and “revised §/20/2015" LCR reports, on page 1, check baxes that
note Tier 1 sites are pot ysed, MDEQ asks no guestions about that. In video Mike admits he has
no knowledge of what sites actuaily have lead pipe ornot.

5} Flint did not achieve the minimum number of samples as determined before the sampling
round. In his e-mail Mike Glasgow {see below, and see FLINT LCR FOR FOIA . pdf} acknowledgas
this will be a technical viclatien. The draft LCR dlearly indicates that the minimum was nat
achieved. MDEQ responds “we are discussing options” to handie this technical vislation, in the
August 20" revised final report, even this technical violation magically disappears {see
comments box on page 1.}



