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suez Re: Comments on the proposed l)isinteciion Requirements Rule (2) PA.
4211 East Park Czct CODE CII. 1 09)Harrisburg PA 17111-0151
Phone: 717-901-6324

T he National Assoeiauon ol Water companiLs (\ \\\ ( ) PA (hapiLr
represents all aspects of the private water service industry including ownership

James Sheridan of regulated drinkino water and wastewatcr utilities and the many forms of800 West Hershey Park Drhe .

Hershey, PA 17033-2400 public-private partnerships and management contract arrangements. The PA
P one 717 i i 33O Chapici consists ol 7 mmhr companies that pro ide safe and rdiable

drinking

water service to over 3.1 million Pennsylvanians in 492 communities
Treasurer over 39 counties. In addition, four of our member companies provideKathy M. Mier . .

The York Water Company wastewater service to over 195000 Pennsylvanians in 34 communities over 9
130 East Market Street counties
‘fork, PA 17401
Phon€ 717-845-3601

The Chapter and its member companies have worked with the Department of
Past Chair Environmental Protection (DEP); the Small Water Systems Technical
JT Ham Assistance Center (TAC): and the Disinfection Requirements Rule

Stakeholder Workgroup (DRRSW) on this proposed rulemaking. Therefore,
York, PA 17401 the presentations that are referenced below can be found on either thePhone 717.8a5.3601 -

-

i rkt . rrr b1L or the )1P% Jp IL c c’t P jri Ii I) r t l\ L it

Rule1’and are part of the public record..ovemmenta1 Relatiorrs
Ethic A Ross
GmkC-ovemrneniRahioris. tic The Chapter does not support the proposed Disinfection Requirements Rule212tocustStreet
Suite 300 and respecttully submits the following comments:
Harburg. PA 17101
Cet 717-574-3963

-

I There i no d ie public ha’t ssu ben addresed h the
I II rtproposea ruie.

Counsel
Michaef 0 Kin
Cozen 0 Connor 2. Although the Chapter agrees with the stated goal of the Department17 North SOcond St Sutt 110

-

Harrisburg, p to address the minimum detectable residual and low chlorine
Phone: 717-703-5903 distribution disinfectant residuals, we do not agree that theCe! 71739-2 . - -

minimum residual should be set at 0.2 mg/L
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3. The Chapter agrees that the current minimum distribution system detectable residual of
0.02 mg/h is not valid. instead, we believe the minimum residual should he set at 0.1
mg/L The ci rrent regulatory language. should only change the 0.02 mg/L to 0.1 rng/L
and keep all other existing language.’ VII 4w

4. Increasing the minimum disinfectant level in the distribution system from the existing
0.02 mg/I. to 0.1 mg/h (for both free & total chlorine) is a 5-fold increase from the
current level. A minimum value ofO.l mg/I? is a responsible level given the
Department’s concerns regarding a detectable level. The 0.2 mg!L does not provide any
additional health benefits to our customers. hut ii. does require additional capital
improvements & operating costs.

5, The Chapter agrees with the proposed rule that the compliance calculation for systems
serving greater than 33,000 people is 95% in 2 consecutive months and the compliance
calculation for systems serving 33.000 or fewer people is 75% in 2 consecutive months.
lIowever. we are concerned that the increased residual monitoring (Irom once/month to
once/week) will increase small system operating costs.

6. The stated compliance benefits in the proposed rule are unfounded and the associated
compliance costs are dramatically undcrestimated. x xui xlv xv XYIII XIX

7. [)isinfeetion byproducts (DBPs) are likely to increase at some utilities as a result of
increasing the distribution disinfection residual to 0.2 mg!L. Setting the minimum
residual at 0.1 mg/L will allow time for utilities to assess impacts to DBPs.x

8. Taste & odor complaints will likely increase if the minimum distribution disinfection
residual is set at 0.2 mgL.

9. The option for Ileteronophic Plate Count (HPC) should be retained as an alternative
compliance criteria for surface wiiter systems when the distribution disinfectant residual
is below the minimum required level. This is still allowed under the federal regulation
and will reduce the number of instances where Public Notice (PN) is required.XX

10. Because no known health risks have been identified in this proposed rulemaking,
requiring watcr utilities to issue Ttr 2 F”, for failing to mcd 0 2 mg I will unnccessarth
erode public conlidenec in water quality. This is another justification for setting the
minimum distribution disinfection residual at 0.1 mg/I. and continuing, to allow IIPC as
an alternative compliance method.

‘fhe NAWC, PA Chapter appreciates the opportunity to present these comments on this proposed
rulemaking and respectfully requests the EQB’s consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

C.
Erik A. Ross
(io em mental Relations
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“‘Comments on I egionella & I egionnawcs Disease and Microhiolog cat ater Quahu in the Disuihution System
and Premise Plumbina I egionnaires’ Disease Dr Jennifer Cane’ Corona Env. C onu1tng. March 9, 2016
Stakehoider Group Meeting
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Estimated Costs of Compliance sith the Proposed Disinfection Requirement’ Rule tetflttns, The York Water
Co. pri1 lz, 2016 Stakcholder Group Meeting (Not yet posted)

Drafi Minimum Distribution System Disinfectant Residu us. Chlorine Residual Value Reported from Co
Drinking Water Di. trihuuon System - Colorado Dept. Public Health & the hns ironme it. March 30 2016
Stakeholder Group Me ‘ting (Not yet posted

\qua PA Di infection Residual Measurements Presentation - Dr. Charles lIert7 ‘\qua PA. March 9 2016
Stakehoider Group Meeting
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The Meaning and Quantification of a Detectanle Residual - Tim Baruand, Coiona t-ns. Consulting. March aO.
2016 Stakehelder Group M’.ting (Nut yet posted)

An Alt mauve Approach to Settin< an lntenn Chk’rtne Residual Requitement - .Jetf Rosen. Corona Env.
Consulting. Consulting. March 30. 2016 Suakeholder Group Meeting iNot set posted)

1 Costs & Benefits for the Disnlection Requirements Rule- Philadelphia Water Dept. March .20l6 Stakeholder
Group Meetine
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Cost Analysis ot Increased Disinfection Residual — lhe York Water Co, April 15. 2016 Stakeholder Gioup
Meet:ng (Notyet po;ted)

The RTCR and chlorine Resmdual Standard and Its Opetatinnal Impacts on Lehigh County Authority Vater
S’stenv -Autel Arndt Lelngh Counts Authority May 26,2015 I-SC \Teetin’
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Impact ol the Proposed (‘hapter 109 L pdate to Dis’ntectant Residual Requmrcment — Mar) Neutz. Sue7tt ntedf
Water May 26. 2015 IAC Meeting
ttp i,i’<. ‘-‘5 .“‘ .1, ‘1 - - .. c V ,. . ‘<.1 ‘i Qo<< 0<1 ited 550cr 1
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I lie R 1 C R and Chlot inc Residual Snndard and its Operational In pacts in the c tilits Gary l3urlingame.
Phiadelpaia Water Dcpartment. May 26. 2015 [AC Meet<ng
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Impact of Pre-Draft Chapter 109 Revisions: The impacts are Complex and Require Proper Vetting David
Lewis. Columbia Water Company. May 26. 2015 TAC Meeting

Chlorine Residual and Compliance Samples in Disuibunon Systems Charles Hertz. Aqua PA Mat 26 2015
TAC Meeting
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‘Western t3erks Water Authority Presentation — Matthew Walborn, Western iterks Water Authority. May 26. 2015
TAC Meeting
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Pre-Drafi Chapter 109 Revisions. One Water Utility’s Perspective Dan Preston/Heidi Palmer, North Penn
Water Authority. May jg, 2015 TAC Meeting
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Chapter 109 Update. Water Supplier Challenges and Unintended Consequences — Jeff Hines, The York Water
Company. May 1 8. 2015 TAC Meeting

4 1 I lit

j,_Ol

tuS P t \lO’lI,1’LHII Itt \o.t._tiNtatt
UC°l Inn nsjI’tesennttn odE

‘““ K ICR and Chlorine Residuals Overall Look From A Utility Perspeetise Sharon Fillmann, Chester Water
Authority4May 18. 2015 TAC Meeting
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“Reference: DBPs, KPCs and a shared goal of Optimized Distrihutiun Systems - Tim Bartrand/JeYf Rosen, Corona
Env. Consulting, April 15, 2016 Stakehoider Group Meeting (Not yet posted)

Reference: D13Ps, IIPCs and a shared goal of Optimized Distribution Systems - Tint Banrandieff Rosen. Corona
Env ( onsuti n pril 1’ 2016 S akeho’&r iinep MJng ‘No’ J ,sLd)


