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Krizsztian, Georg

From: Crooks, Jennifer <crooksjenniter@epa.gov>
Seni: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 547 AM
Ta: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQY; Benzie, Richard {DECQY; Philip, kris (DEQY Meonosmith, Carrie

{DEQY; DeBruyn, Dana (DEQ); Dettweller, Dan (DEQ), Busch, Stephen (REQ); Pryshy, Mike
fDEQY Cook, Pat (DEQY Holdwick, Kevin {DEQ)

Lo ' Poy, Thomas; Bair, Rita; Damato, Nicholas; Shoven, Heather; Kuefler, Janet; Murphy,
_ Thormas, Porter, Andraa; Qeltm‘ai, Miguel
Subject: Final Notes from Michigan semi-annual cali on 6/10

i was supposed to finalize these in mid-july, but | didn’t receive any changes from anyone, sa these notes are final

now. Thank you ail again for participating. F;‘n'w”’kuﬁsf’? ‘;‘;Jﬂ N oronS MRt platee D DRAET
Jgnnifer I

From: Crooks, fennifer

Sant: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 5:31 PM

To: Shektar Smith, Liane {DNRE}; Richard Benzie; keis philip; Monosmith, Carrie (DNRE); DeBruyn, Dana {DEQ),
Dettweiler, Dan {DEQY; Busch, Stephen {DEQ); Prysby, Mike {DEGQY; 'cookp@michigan.gov’; Haldwick, Kevin {(DEQ}
{c: Thomas Foy; Bair, Rita; Damato, Nicholas; Shoven, Heather; Kuefler, lanet; Murphy, Thamas; Porter, Andrea;
Deltoral, Migue '
Sublect: Draft Notes from Michigan semi-annual call on 6710

Alb—Below are my draft notes from our call last week, June 10, 2015, Thank you all for participating. | apclogize for the
delay in getting these out in draft to vou all for review—I was hoping to get a couple of items iraned out that were fuzzy
during cur discussions, but hasn’t happened yet. Several ACTION items below. So, please review (o make sure |
documented our discussion/agreements corractly, and feel free to edit as needed. { you could get back to me by July 13,
that would be great. Thank yout

lennifaer

Atiandees:

MDEQ: Liane Shekter-Smith, Richard Benzie, Carrie Monasiith, Kris Philip, Dan Dettweiler, Marjorie Rodriguer
{Student}, Kevin Holdwick, Mike Prysby, Dana DeBruyn, Steve Busch

EPA Region 5 Tom Poy, Rita Bawr, Nick Damato, lanet Kuefler, Michele Palmer, Tam Murphy, Heather Shoven, Cary
dMetlhinney, Andrea Porter, Miguel Deltoral, Mostafa Noureldin

1.Changes in Lead Disinvestments angd Commitments for FY 20168 ARDP—for discussion: Due to our extrame focus on
lead in drinking water, this is the consensus here,

Consumer notification of tap results gt NTNCWSs:

{Suggested wording} The NCWS program commits to full implementation of the lead consumer notification of tap resuits
requirement, to begin in CY 2016, Region 5 will assist in a notification outreach effort in fate FY 2015 to remalning 698
NTNCWSs that are not schoois/daycares, to begin providing lead consumer notice in CY 2016, NCWS program comimits
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i includa information on providing lead consumer notice in the annual monitering letter sent to all NTNOWSs for CY
2016,

STATE: The State found this change in the wording acceptable.

Callection of Lead samples at NTNCWSs during June — September 2016 timeframe

{Suggested wording) NCWS program commits to including information in the applicable NTNCWS annual monitoring
tetters of the reguirement to collect their annual/triennial lead sample between lune and September onty, during CY
2016, The MDEQ NCWS program currently does not have the capability to easily track lead sampling compliance within
this specific timeframe,

STATE: The State found this change in the wording acceptabie.

Follow-up Actians for NTNCWSs that sample outside of lune-September 2015 timeframe

{From 5/5/15 calf notes w/EPA} MDEQ commits to providing Region 5 with all €Y 2015 lead {and copper?} sample data
for all NTNCWSs by March 2016 so that EPA can analyze how many PWSs monitorad outside the June through Qctober
timeframe. EPA commits 1o follow-up with MDEQ to discuss follow-up actions,

STATE: The State agreed to providing EPA RS the raw lead and copper data for all CY 2015 for all NTNCWSs. The
Waterirack database does have data, bhut it can't generate violations, MDEQ doesn’t commit to enforcing against 2016
violators in FY 2016, The State said, it is planning an m‘vesting in enforcing against these violators due to limited
capability of WaterTrack; however, if the State's nesfiommunity data management capabilities improve during FY 2018, ¢
implementation of this disinvestment may become § realfty. The State has not designated an alternate timeframe, or
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done system specific documentation as to why the Bystem qualifies for g different timeframe. A ze 5 *
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Subrmittal of the lead and copper reporting form S s
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{Suggested wording} MDEQ commits to requiring CWSs and NTNCWSs to submit the lead and copper reporting form via
the annuat monitoring letters to each system, tracking CWSs and NTNCWSs submittal of the lead and copper reporting
form, and commits to issuing violations for failure to submit the lead and capper reporting form. The reporting form
provides the address of the sample site, designates sampling site selection criteria, and explanation{s} for any changes in
sampling sites.

STATE: Dan Dettweller stated that the NCWS program was not in a position 1o do this for the NTNCWSs at this time. Tom
Murphy asked how does WaterTrack handle/irack high lead results? Tom M sald there is a fruncation Issue ontha
sample focation name fleld. Dan acknowladged that this problem has been identified, and the Depariment of
Yechnology Management and Budget (DTMB} has been trying to fix this problem, but itis a challenging problem. Dan
stated that sample sites for NTNCWSs 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 sarmple was taken, and
calculates the 90* percentile. However, Dan stated that the requirement to send in the lead and copper reporting form
is not currently in the LHD annual monitaring letier sent to each system. The NTNCWSs do not couple this form to the
Lead Consumer Notice, as does the CWSs, Kris Philip pointed out that the LHDs select the samiple sites, thus when they
are calculating the 80" percentile, they are actuaily double checking the sites with the resulis,

From our discussion, the Region concluded that at this time, the LHDs are actively reviewing the lead and copper resuits
and the sample locations when they calcuiate the 90" percentiles 1o ensure proper LCR monitoring is conducted by ALL
NTNCWSs at the proper sample sites, After our call, | asked for verification of this statement, and Dan Dettweller
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