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Prysby, Mike (DE(

From: Donaldson, Kristing (DEQ)

Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 3:12 PM

Teo: Shekter Smith, Liane (DEQ); Pryshy, Mike (DEQ)

Lo Bloemker, fon (DEQ); Benzie, Richard (DEQ), Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Butler, Sonya (DEQ),
Willard, Veronica {DEQ)

Subject: RE: Flint Scenarios

Here are my cornments on the attached documents:

- Currently Fint receives water from DWSD and uses their water treatment plant as a back-up. Fintis currently in
compliance with the SDWA as they stand with regard 1o reliability/redundancy. There is no regulatory reason
for leaving the DW3SD system. The issue of KWA vs. DWSD is mainty a question of cost.

- The February 2013 TYIT report indicates that thare are economically viable options that would allow Flint to
continue to receive water from DWSD. There is conflicting information on costs depending on the source, and |
really don’t know which cost estimates are rnost correct. If there is a cost effective option for Fint to stay on the
DWSE system, it should be pursued.

¢ i Flint leaves the DWSD systern, there will be ~30 miles of unused water infrastructure,
The cost of maintaining excess water infrastructure and capacity in the DWSED system will be the burden
of the customers that remain on the DWSD systerm,

O The DWSD system has already undergone a significant reduction in water demand that continues to
hurt their bottom line. The loss of an additional customer will only exacerbate the probfem,

- Small water sysiems that receive water from the DWSD on the Imlay to Flint transmission line will fikely be left
1o build their own water system Umlay, MayTield, Greater Lapeer Utiities Authority).

With regard to Flint's reprasentation/decision making authority:

- For the last 10 yvears, DWSD has implemented a customer cutreach program open to all customers known as
the Technical Adviscry Cominittee {TAC), TAC has developed Partnaring agreements 1o work together on
decisions regarding the DWSD system. The TAC has worked with DWSD to develop the latest rate structure,
capital improvemaents program, etc. Historically, Fint has chosen not to participate on the TAC, but couid da so
going forward to make sure they have a say in the decisions relating 1o the DWSD system,

- DWSE is currently working on converting to a water authority. This new structure could aliow for a2 seat on the
Roard of Water Commissioners.

From; Shelder Smith, Uane (DEQ)

Sent: Friday, March 22, 2013 8:41 AM

To: Donaldson, Kristing {DEQY; Pryshy, Mike (DEQ)

Ce: Bioemker, Jon (DEQ); Benzie, Richard (DEQ); Busch, Stephen (DEQ); Butler, Sonya (DEQ); Willard, Veronica (DEQ)
Subiect: FW; Flint Scenarios

Emporiance: High

Kris and Mike —

Mote the assignment below, due next Wednesday morning at the latest.
1
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1.

City of Flint Water Supply Assessment
Tucker, Young, Jackson, Tull Inc.
February 2013

MDEQ - LDO Comments

DWSD’s most cost-effective option of 8 MGD maximum day from either the
Imlay Station or from FL-1 in Tabile &-1 clearly causes the Flint WTP to
exceed the 2:1 DWSD - Flint River blending ratio during maximumn day
demand and the high usage months in the summer. The need to soften
during higher usage from the Flint River will increase capital improvement
costs and on-going operationimaintenance costs at the Flint WP,

Additional capital improvement include:

* Repairs to lime slakers ani lime storage silos

o Disposal of lime sludge residuals ~ on site de-watering/ilter press
system

« Potential for higher Cryptesporidium Bin classification from the Flint
River which will require more advanced treatment (UV disinfection, eic}).

o Flint WTP is rated at 36 MGD. Existing components {pumps, {reatment
basins, chemical feed systems} may not be suitable for treating at very
low rates (8.0 MGD or less}.

Additional operational costs inciude:

Additional treatment chemical cost ~ lime-soda ash for softening

Additional electrical usage for increased ozone generation and
softening

+ Additional system monitoring for increased levels of disinfection by-
products

The TYJT report does not addrass these additional costs.

2. The Average Unit Cost of purchased water from DWSD presentad in Table 4-

2is mislesad ince the annual change was based on a hypothetical rate

i sen offered had they signed a new purchase contract
with DWSD. The actual annual change {average) of water purchased from
DWSD by Flint is approximately 18.5% based on a rate analysis conducted
by Flint and their consultant.




