000257

From: Wells, Eden (DHHS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 11:04 AM

To: Lyon, Nick (DHHS);Becker, Timothy (DHHS);Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS);Hertel, Elizabeth
(DHHS)

Cc: Grijalva, Nancy (DHHS)

Subject: Fw: DRAFT DELIBERATIVE; NOT SUBJECT TO FQIA - drinking water lead level

Attachments: draft deliberative TSG Subcommittee drinking water lead levels 10-16-2015.pdf

Importance: High

This is the school-based modelling report of the TSG, the Toxic Subgroup comittee---and lists themembers

From: Dykema, Linda D. {DHHS}

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2015 4:21 PM

To: Wells, Eden {DHHS)

Subject: FW: DRAFT DELIBERATIVE; NOT SUBJECT TO FOIA - drinking water lead level

Sending again

From: Gray, Jennifer (DHHS)

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 6:21 PM

To: Dykema, Linda D. (DHHS); Wells, Eden {DHHS)

Cc: Groetsch, Kory 1. (DHHS)

Subject: Fw: DRAFT DELIBERATIVE; NOT SUBJECT TO FOIA - drinking water lead level
Importance: High

Linda and Eden,
Here is the document describing the recommendations for lead levels in school and daycare drinking water.

Jennifer

Jennifer Gray, Ph.D.

Toxicologist

Toxicology and Response Section

Division of Environmental Health

Michigan Department of Health and Human Services
201 Townsend St, 4th Floor

Lansing, MI 48913

Phone: (517) 373-7672

Email; gravii@michican. gov

From: Dykema, Linda D. {DHHS}
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 11:48:31 AM
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To: Wells, Eden {DHHS); Moran, Susan (DHHS)

Ce: Groetsch, Kory ). {DHHS); Gray, Jennifer (DHHS); Priem, Wesley F. {DHHS); Miller, Corinne (DHHS); Miller, Mark
{DHHS); Robinson, Mikelle {DHHS)

Subject: FW: DRAFT DELIBERATIVE; NOT SUBJECT TQO FOIA - drinking water lead level

Folor and Sus

T

Thae attached provides the dratfy justification for sereening values to e used to evaluate the resulis of drinking
water sampling efforss a1t Flint schouls,

% Hs D vision of Envircnmental Heahth toxicologist Jennifer Gray conducted the modeling and drafted the

: abong with Toxicology and Response Secton managsy ¥ory Groetsch. They met with 3 select group
cologisis, incorporated their comments and s 3 the abtainsd concurrence on the
z p_,,mpr;azehess f}f:he inputs and the conclusions. DEG Dept. Dir, j;m Svgo has ziso been provided with the
draft ustification,

A risk management decision is now needed and there are 2 options: a single screening value of 2 ppb that
would apply 1o all schools including dayrares and elemantary schools OR a 2-tisr approach in which 2 ppb
would apply only where children 0-12 months are present, but a3 higher concentration of 11 ppb would be
used fo protect children up to 7 vears.

Linda



