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LIPS cannot on iis own assess an actis! dodlar valus 1o any reglons! banefit for the Cly of Fliat o remain a full
sustorper of WS, but the following should be included in any-edditional analysis
- Theosst esinates provided in the TYIT report show 3 tost difference betwasn Tull OWS and full WSD
mﬁéaﬁﬁaﬁan o $1§"2 rﬁﬁi’imn owier 3{3‘ yem

made n the @gsém\%mm m’ t’he ? et W’f"? Th@sa mnsﬁer&tsmg will hme: #n ampa{?& o f:h& cast estsmates %‘ar !Wﬁf.?

options.

We ook forwerd to further discussion oF these comments duding our mestings tomorrow, snd please let uskoow Fyvou
have any additions] guestions for g between now and then.
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fwtl] provdide adodiions! followe up by tomorrtwe (Wed ) alainoon o wry previous sosll beltw based on our discassion
and the donference el with Sy Dillon sarlier voday.
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Dirgcior Wesntg,

inpreparation for bur call today with Treasurey Diilon's oifies, COWMA basdeveloped the following Tor
sonsideration. We gan provide any additional o vou reguire during the mssling.
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A ynder the full KWA proposal. Please note some portions of the overall project are being financed
independertly by the Genesee County Drain Commission.

There are significant differences in contract language between KWA and Detroit Water and Sewerage
Department {DWSD] with respect to the contracted maximum day demand capacity.
a. Undera KWA contract, 2 “maximum day” capacity of 18 million gailons per day {MGD) would fully satisfy
current demands of the City of Flint, without the need o supplement raw water capacity using the Flint
River. {18 MGD, average over a 30 day pericd).
b. Under a DWSD model contract, 2 “maximum day” capacity, even at 18 MGD, would not satisfy the
current demands for the City of Flint, (18 MGD, over any 24 hour period}.

Restrictions in contracted capacity that would prevent the City of Flint from meeting peak demand requirements
present potential fimits to economic development within the City of Flint, including possible connection bans
and water system extension bans, This information was previously conveyed o the City of Flint by ODWMA
staff,

All contract options with DWSD that are considered semi-competitive with the KWA contract do not fully supply
the City of Flint, and wouid require the Ciiy of Flint to meet a significant, if not majority, of its water demands by
treating watey from the Flint River. Continuous use of tha Fint River at such damand rates would:

a. Pose an increased microbial risk to public health {Flint River vs. Lake Huron scurce water)

b, Pose an increased risk of disinfection by-product {carcinegen) expasure to public heaith {Flint River vs.
Lake Huron source water}
Trigger additional reguiatory requirements under the Michigan Safe Drinking Water Act {LT2ESWTR}
Require significant ez‘ihancements io treaiment at the Fiini WTP, bevond those identified in the TYIT
report {sea’ i
@, Water Resourde Division {5 evaluating potentea% ;mpacts to NPDES wastewater d;scharge permzts in
dnwnstream segments of the Flint River,; ; aHny -

The TYIT report does not adeguately address increased reguirements and costs associated with using the Flint
River as a significant source for the Flint WTP, which are not necessary under a Lake Huron sgurce water
scenarin. This includes:

a. The need to provide softening treatment

b, Limitations on disposal options for ime softening studge

¢. increased ozohe capacity, UV disinfection

d. Additional backup power, more power required for Flint River operation

The Flint WTP must operate at some minimum level and within a range of flow rates to maintain treatment
effectiveness. Currently that minimom level is 9 MGD. This level may be reduced with additional capital costs to
madify the WTP, not addressed in the TYT report,

Allowing Flint WTP to blend water with DWSD sets a new precedent that could pose future consequences with
pther DWSD customers.

Costs impacts to remaining DWSD customers would be similar under the proposed scenarios, only retaining 8
MGD of 30+ MGD total Flint/Genesee Co. demands, based on the following:
a. Genesee County distribution system demands are pulling out of DWSD regardless of the decisions by
Flint WTP
b. Fint's nead to utilize the Flint River as a source



