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From Pesler, Mancy (DICH)

Sent: Wednesday, September 23, 2015 5:33 PM

Toy Fravis, Rashmi {DHMSY); Rebinson, Mikelle (DHHS); Lasher, Geraiyn {DHES); Hertel,
Elizabeth (BHHS)

Cex Fin! ertda {DHHS}'

Subject; Chi

Attachmenis: Flint Testmg amﬁ &BLLS updated 092315. Wlt__ notes pdi‘ Ped:atr;c Lead Exposure Flint
Waterdrom Hudey pdf

Impertance: High

The firstdocument attached to this email is- our CLPRP updated analysis of the blood lead testing date we have for
children aged 0-16'in Flint. This is st update Trom what we sent o the Directar'soffice earlierin the year, In that we
added an additional year (2010-2011), and added data for May-August 2015 {per Geralyn’s reguast in an email late last
waek).

Regarding this data:

o We dre using the timetrame of May ~aprit for this chart, because the water source change in Flint happaned
in: April 2014, So, we started by locking at the 12 roenth time period from: May 2014 ~april 2015, Then we
went back and compared that same time frame to the 4 previous years, to see if the pattern was similar,
-sigwifitaﬁﬂy dfiffer-e-nt e‘tc

s We oniy mciuded ﬂrst tfme biood. iead Ieveis af > 5 mcg/dL not all subsequent tests 3 Chtid may have
raceived.

& ‘We included all types of blood sémples — vénous blood draws, capillary samples, or anknawn {e.g. ot
i'a‘béled' asvena US or {:'ar}i'i la ry) Typi{':a i%y‘ Wa wauid ﬂoiht to ve’na us 5 m'pljes as the best, most reliable, but

Looking at the charts, you can definitely see the séasonal impact associated with lead poisoning.

We do NOT see a different pattern of results for the 2014-2015 year, right after the change in water sturte. That vear
leoks more like the data: from 10-11, and 11-12,

Fot the full 5 ygars worth of date, testing rates were pretty consistent, so we don’t think that s driving the data.
However, note that testing levels for May-August 2015 appear to be lower than inthe. previous 5 years.

The second dogument | have attached is a presentation sent to us this morning by Dr. Mona Hanna-Attisha, frorm Hugley
Medical Center. She sharéd this related to her dats request that she sent to our program. In seansing W, wé hoted that
she s using different dava than we did (by age, by zip code, time frames, which years she inciided, etc], so comparing
og gata chart to. Her results Is like comparing apples and oranges. We have net run any analyses dsitig her paranieters,
W did note some slides intier document that we might disagreés with, for example her statemeant thatwaterts the
primaty seurce of fead {in Michigan, it remains lead paint that is our primary source of load exposure),
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