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Pelosi, Laura

From: Moffatt, Sharon [SMoffat@vdh state vt us]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2008 11:55 AM

To: Pelosi, Laura

Cc:  Erickson, Nancy, Warner, JoEllen

Laura,

As | recall you are away the first part of this coming week.

First, can you give us who you want to be the contact person for DEC related to water treatment and regulations
questions....as we get our 211 line up and 1-800 info line set up we will need a person or place to refer questions
that fall in your domain. Nancy Erickson is our communication director and Joellen Warner is our public health
policy person, they have already been working with your communications expert.

Secondly, Just wanted to give you a heads up on a person that may contact you re water regulations..Virgina
Turner. | spoke to her for over 30 min on Friday. She has several questions and also some miss information | tried
to correct re health concerns. The primary questions you may get for her are as follow:

Why did VDH or DEC aliow CWD to be certified?

Did CWD follow the process and what is it?

Why can't CWD use a non chemical solution for disinfection?

Why does Fish and Wildlife need to transport fish in water that has chloramines removed?

Reports Canada has stopped using choloromines?

Concerned about the effect of choloromines on the environment

Fears the real estate disclosure act will greatly effect the property values in Chittenden Co.

We are working on getting Q &A on our web and also to have an information manual for call handlers at 211 and
1- 800..anything to the above your staff can add would be greatly helpful. We are also pulling from the San
Fransciso water treatment dept web site to add to the information.

Thank you, Sharon
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Pelosi, Laura

From: Pelosi, Laura
Sent:  Sunday, January 27, 2008 4:46 PM

To: Schultz, Gary
Cc: Haskell, Sabina
Subject: FW.

Gary,

Would you be so kind as to give me some answers to the questions below. | plan to call Ms. Turner back when |
return from CT.

Laura

Sawra Q. Pofosi. Commissianer

Temont Gqeneny of Matural Resonrces
Department of Gasironmental Conservation
108 South Mlain Slreel. 1 Douth
Waterbury. Vemont 05671-0401
802-241-3808

From: Moffatt, Sharon [mailto: SMoffat@vdh.state.vt.us]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2008 11:55 AM

To: Pelosi, Laura

Cc: Erickson, Nancy; Warner, JoEllen

Subject:

Laura,

As | recall you are away the first part of this coming week.

First, can you give us who you want to be the contact person for DEC related to water treatment and regulations
questions....as we get our 211 line up and 1-800 info line set up we will need a person or place to refer questions
that fall in your domain. Nancy Erickson is our communication director and Joellen Warner is our public health
policy person, they have already been working with your communications expert.

Secondly, Just wanted to give you a heads up on a person that may contact you re water regulations..Virgina
Turner. | spoke to her for over 30 min on Friday. She has several questions and also some miss information | tried
to correct re health concerns. The primary questions you may get for her are as follow:

Why did VDH or DEC allow CWD to be certified?

Did CWD follow the process and what is it?

Why can't CWD use a non chemical solution for disinfection?

Why does Fish and Wildlife need to transport fish in water that has chloramines removed?

Reports Canada has stopped using choloromines?

Concerned about the effect of choloromines on the environment

Fears the real estate disclosure act will greatly effect the property values in Chittenden Co.

We are working on getting Q &A on our web and also to have an information manual for call handlers at 211 and
1- 800..anything to the above your staff can add would be greatly helpful. We are also pulling from the San
Fransciso water treatment dept web site to add to the information.

Thank you, Sharon

2/11/2008
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Blatt, Eric ‘-‘

From: Schultz, Gary
Sent:  Monday, January 28, 2008 8:39 AM

To: Pelosi, Laura
Cc: Blatt, Eric .
Subject: RE:

Here you go Laura,

Why did we permit CWD? EPA sets drinking water.standards for disinfection byproducts. CWD had been
disinfecting with free chlorine and the DBP levels didn't meet the new EPA limits. CWD investigated proven
technologies to meet those new limits and chose chloramine as the secondary disinfectant to use in their
distribution system. Their treatment process as a whole has lowered the DBPs to very low levels and the
chloramine concentration in the distribution system is about half the concentration allowed by EPA.

We approved it because it was a proven technology that is in wide use across the country and has been since
about 1917, It is recognized as an acceptable treatment by EPA, the American Water Works Association, the
National Science Foundation. Basically, we approved it because it met every known standard. Health agencies
set the standards and we approve treatment systems that meet those standards.

Did CWD follow he process and what is it? CWD investigated secondary disinfection options and based on the

success of chloramine across the country chose it. They did some piloting work in their engineering study and
found it would work well in meeting all known limits set by EPA.

Why can't CWD use a non-chemical for disinfection? Distribution systems are miles long and bacterial regrowth
occurs in the pipes. It may take hours or even days for a molecule of water to travel from the plant to the user at

the end of the line. Some disinfectant chemical has to be present in the to hold down the growth of bacteria and
protect the population from disease.

Why does F&W have to transport fish in water that has had the chloramine removed? | don't think F&W
transports fish in anything but hatchery water. You can't put fish in chlorinated water either. Both chemicals
affect the gills. But that doesn't really mean anything. Humans can drink muddy water that would suffocate trout.

Canada has stopped using chloramines? | don't know anything about that.

Concerned about the effects of chloramine on the environment. | don't know of any adverse environmental
effects. We're talking about a chlorine/ammonia molecule that is present in the part per million range. It

degrades fairly rapidly. Not a problem. This is not dioxin that Iasts forever. It will break down into chlorine and
ammonia gas at super low concentrations in the environment.

Property value concern. This is absolutely true. Any day now, | expect that people will leave Chittenden County
in droves and resettle in Kabul, Afghanistan where it's safe, the mortgage crisis hasn't hit yet and you're happy if
you can just find water.

Actually, | can't see this affecting property values in any way unless the anti- chloramine people create the
perception in the real estate market that there is a problem when none has been scientifically documented. The
CWD plant is nationally recognized and has won national awards for its operation and water quality. |f anything, |
would think property values should go up because the drinking water quality is so good.

Is this enough? By the time you get back, we should have a draft of the chloramine Ietlen'wh:te paper. That's
going to fill in even more details.

From: Pelosi, Laura
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2008 4:46 PM



















