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From: Scott, Robert L. (DCH)

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 2:28 PM
To: Peeler, Nancy (DCH)

Subject: RE: Flint Testing and EBLLs.xlsx

Mo, sorry, Pdsiabeled the top one, Should say “luly-Sephember 20347
From: Peeler, Nancy (DCH)

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 2:26 PM

To: Scott, Robert L. (DCH)

Subject: RE: Flint Testing and EBLLs.xIsx

S this s 2010 data, rather than 2014 data?

From: Scott, Robert L. (DCH)

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 1:48 PM
To: Peeler, Nancy (DCH)

Subject: FW: Flint Testing and EBLLs.xlsx

hanoy,

Fagid this morning Pd fook to see if the distribution of EBLLs in the luly-Sepiember 2004 "spike” was any different from
the typical distribution of EBLLs in Flint. | comparad totals by 7ip code vs toials by zip coda from 2010 {BLLs >=5). Tha
patrern i vary simiiar and s further evidence, 1 think, that the watesr wias not g major Taotor here.,
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Cristin is redoing her analysis with the axtra two vears of datz. | assume T3 38 1o et her g0 ahead with that.

From: Larder, Cristin (DCH)

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 11:00 AM

To: Scott, Robert L. (DCH); Peeler, Nancy (DCH); McKane, Patricia {DCH)
Subject: RE: Flint Testing and EBLLs.xlsx

{aay, thanks, Bob Vi incorporaie the pravious years and gt Bhe new rasults inta 2 pebilisher docurment with some
description of wihst's gong on in the chart,

wielit fred ot o this changes the results!

From: Scott, Robert L. (DCH)

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 10:15 AM

To: Larder, Cristin (DCH); Peeler, Nancy (DCH); McKane, Patricia (DCH)
Subject: RE: Flint Testing and EBLLs.xlsx

{risiin,
i ran safely say | don't understand it without some explanation,

However, Lats yesterday Nancy and | decided to take 2 ook two years fariher back to see how they fit with the
recent years, Please see attached, which | just finished this morning. Sorry § didn’t have this for you yesterday

hafore vou did the analysis. Would this new information change the analysis?
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