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Water Works Operators’ Association of 1ennsylvania(WWOAP)

April 19,2016

Environmental Quality Board
P. 0. Box 8477
Harrisburo, PA 17105-8477

Re: Comments on the proposed Disinfection Requirements Rule (25 PA. CODE CII.
1093

Originally established and organized in 1927 to improve and advance the public water supply
mdutr across th commonwealth of Pcnnsy kania the Water Works Opciaiors Association of
Pennsylvania (WWOAP) remains faithfui to that creed and objective today. The WWOAP has
become the central forum in Pennsylvania lbr all those involved with and concerned about the
standards and quality of the treatment and delivery of water for use by the general public.
Through numerous progrims and comnuttee activities the WV OAP d&iently communicates
and disperses technological information to the Commonwealths entire public water supply
industry. Whether municipally-operated or investor-owned, this information can mean a better.
safer product for all consumers.

The WWOA.P has worked with the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP): the Small
Waler Systems Technical Assisiance Center (TAC); and the Disinfection Requirements Rule
Stakeholder Workgroup (DRRSW) on this proposed rulemaking. lherefbre. the presentations
that are referenced below can b found on either the I \i. or the )l P \bpiLL lol

Rqu minis RuteH and are part of the public record.

The WWOAP does not support the proposed Disinliction Requirements Rule and respectfully
submits the following com:ments:

I. There is no direct public health issue being addressed by the proposed ruic.

2. Although the WWOAP agrees with the stated goal of the Department to address the
minimum detectable residual low c.J.ilorine distribution disinfectant residuais. we do
not agree that the minimum residual should be set at 0.2 mg/L.

3. The WWOAP agrees that the current minimum distribution system detectable residual of
0.02 mg/L is not valid. Instead, we believe the minimum residuai should be set at 0.1
mgi I hi current regulators language should onl change the (1 02 mg’L to 0 1 mg/I
and keep all other existing. language.
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4. lnereasin.g the n’uniniunn disinfectant level in the distribution, system from the existing
0 02 mg I to 0 1 mg 1 (for both fret & tofll chlorincl is a 5—fold increase born the
current level. A minimum value ofO. 1 tnglL 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, but it does require additional capital
improvements & operating costs.

5. The WWOAP agrees with the proposed rule that the compliance calculation for systems
serving greater than 33,00() 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.
However, we are concerned that the increased residual monitoring (from once/month to
once/week) will increase small system operating costs.

6 Fh stated t.uinjiiance henents in mc proposed rule arc untoundcd and the associated
compliance costs are dramatically undcrestimatcdiX x xni xn xv xii XVII

7. Disinfection byproducts (DI3Ps) are likely to increase at sonic utilities as a result of
increasing the distribution disinfection residual to 0.2 mgfL, Setting the minimum
residual at 0.1 mg/I. will allow time for utilities to assess impacts to DBP5.

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

9 The option for lkterotrophic Plate Count (llPC) should be retained as alternative
compliance criteria br surface water 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.Xt

10. Because no known health risks have been identified in this proposed rulemaking.
requiring water utilities to issue Tier 2 PN thr failing to meet 0.2 mg/L will unnecessarily
erode public confidence in water quality. This is another justification for setting the
minimum distribution disinfection residual at 0.1 mg/I. and conttnulngto allow HPC as
an alternative compliance method.

WWOAP thanks the Environmental Quality Board for the opportunity to present these comments
on this proposed rulemaking and respectfully requests the EQB’s consideration.

Very truly yours.

i.ti

Serena A. DiMag’no
Vt Vt 041’ 1 egislatne and Regulatory Affairs (hanman
Chair. Small Systems Technical Assistance Center flAc) Advisory Board [WWOAP Member)
514 Hockersville Road
Hershey. PA 1 7033
sadmaunonao! .com
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Frik A. Ross
Senior Lobbyist
(imerek Goernrnent Relations. Inc.
‘12 Locus Street. Suite 300
lIarnshurg. PA I’lOl
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Commons on I egionela & egionnatres Disease and Microbiological Water Quality in the Distribution Ssstem
and Premise Plumbing: I e&ionnaires Disc se Dr Jennt Icr Chines. C orona Env Consultin ‘. March 9 2016
Stakeholder Gioun Meeting
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Estimated Costs of Compliance with the Proposed Disinfection Rcs,mumrements Rule - Jell Hines. I he York Skater
(‘a., April 1’, 2016 Stakeholder Group M ‘tOny (Not yet posted t

Draft Minimum Distribt tion Ss stem Disinfectant Residuals: Chlorine Residual Values Reported from Co
Drinking Water Dutrihution Ssstems Cole ado Deoi. Public Health &the I nsirenment. March 30. 2(116
Siakcholde Group Meeting (Nom yet posted)

Aqua PA Disinfection Residual Measurements Presentation - Dr. C harks Hertz Aqua PA. Marel 9, 0l6
Stakeholder (iroup Meeting
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he Meaning and Quantification of a Detectable Residual - [im Bartrand. Corona Env. Consulting, March 0
2Olo Stakchulder Group Meeting (Not set posted)

n Alternatise Approach for Scuing an interim Chlorine Residual Requnetrient JefRosen Corona Ens
fonsuitinc. Consulun”. Match 30. ‘016 Stakeholder Group Meeting mNot yet posted I

Cost & ltcnettts for the Disnte tion Requirements Rule - Philadelphia Water DepI. Match 9 2016 Stakehokkr
Group ‘vie tinj
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Co t Anals sic of Increased Disinfection Residual The York Water Co. April 15. 21)16 Stakeholder Group
Meeting (\or’ et posted)
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The RiCK and Chlorine Residual Standard and Its Operational Impacts on Lehigh Count3 Authorjty Water
Sstcms Auiel \rndt Lhigh Counts Autnonts M’n 26 201’ f&C Meeting
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Impact of the Proposed Chapter 109 Update to Disinfectant Residual Requirements Mary Neutz, Suez (tinited)
Water, May 26. 2015 ‘LkC Meeting
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“ The ltlCR and Chlorine Residual Standard and its Operational Impacts on the Utility Gary Burl ingarne.
Philadelphia Water Department. May 26, 2015 TAC Neeting
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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 ( ompliance Samplcs in Distribution 5’ stems Charles I lerti \qua PA Mas 26 2015
TAC Meeting
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Western Berks Water Authority Presentation - Matthew Walborn. Western Berks Water Authiiritv. May 26, 2015
‘IAC Meeting
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Pre-Draft Chapter 109 Revisions: One Water Utility’s Perspective - Dan Prestontteidi Palmer, North Penn
Water Authority, May 18,2015 TAC Meeting
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Chapter 109 Update. Water Supplier Challenges and Unintended Consequences Jeff Hines, The York Water
Company, May 18, 2015 TAC Meeting
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‘ RTCR and Chlorine Residuals Overall Look From A Utility Perspective Sharon Fiihnann, Chester Water
Authority. May 18, 2015 [AC Meeting

4 I ci, ii’ ‘ 4 ‘ II’S ( 1 Il,tt,.. i r Ofl \t, I) ti’ i t k l( ‘& Ii “

Jticvre_N)Re,idnni:.z1ltc’:,enHI:,ir tILt

‘ Reference: DBPs, HPCs and a shared goal ot Optimized Distribution Systems - Titn Bartrandiieff Rosen, Corona
Ens. Consulting. April 15, 2016 Stakeholder Group Meeting (Not yet posted)

Rctcrcnct DBP HR and a shad goal of Optimized Distribution ‘nstems I tin Barnand Jell Rosen Corona
Ens. Consulting, April 15, 2016 Stakeholder Group Meeting (Not yet posted)
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