
Patricia HalUDC/USEPA/US 

10/23/2009 0302 PM 

To Joeslyn Keehner 

ec JesnneBriskfn 

bee 

Subject Ctm FOIA: desk statement 

- Forwarded by Patricia Halt/DC/USEP#US on 10/23/2009 0331 PM - 
From: Jeanne Bnstdn/DC/USEWUS 
To: Bruce Macler/RWUSEPA/US@EPA 
Cc Corine U/R9/USEPA/US@EPA, Patricia Hall/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 02/24/200903:15 PM 
Subiect Re: Monochtoramine desk statement? 

- 

Attached is a desk statement drawn from the forthcoming message maps. Hope it is useful. 

Jeanne 

Bruce Mader ~eanne, R9 has been asked bythe San Franckc... 
- 

02/19/2009 01:07:11 P M  

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 
Subject 

Bruce Macler/RSi/USEPA/US 
Jeanne BrisMn/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cortne LdR9/USEPA/US@EPA 
021 1 912009 01 :07 PM 
Monocftloramine desk statement? 

Jeanne, 
R9 has been asked by the San Francisco PUC to attend a public meeting on the safety of 
monochtoramlne in drinking water. This meeting will be held February 24th. We have attended similar 
meetings in the past The commission would like infonnation on ERA'S position on this. Does OGWDW 
have a desk statement on monochloramhe that we can use? 
Thanks for tiro help, 

Bruce Macler 
41 5 972-3569 

- Forwarded by Patricia Hall/DC/USEPA/US on 10/23R009 03101 PM - 
From: Pamela Barr/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Jeanne B&kIn/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Patricia Hall/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Phil Oshida/DC/USEPAAJS@EPA 
Date: 02/24/2009 07:11 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Monochtoramine desk statement? 

I think this works quite well. Did Veronica have any input? Thanks 

Pamela S. Ban- 



Director, Standards and Risk Management Division 
Of f i ce  of Groundwater and Drinking Water 
Room 2331A EPA East 
US. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, DC 20460 

phone: 564-3752 fax: 564-3758 
barr.pamela@epa.gov 



-hloramines in Drinking Water 

Chloramines are disinfectants used to treat drinking water. Chloramines are most commonly 

formed when ammonia is added to chlorine to treat drinking water. The typical purpose of 

chloramines is to provide longer-lasting water treatment as the water moves through pipes to 

consumers. This type of disinfection Is known as secondary disinfection. There are several 

different types of chforamines but when chloramines are used to disinfect drinking water, 

monochloramlne is  the most common form. 

Monochlommine have been used by water utilities for almost 90 years, and their use is closely 

regulated. More than one in five Americans uses drinking water treated with monochloramine. 
Water that contains rnanochloramine and meets EPA regulatory standards is safe to use for 
drinking, cooking, bathing and other household uses. Decades of use in the US., Canada, and 

Great Britain shows monochlorarnlne Is a safe end effective secondary drinking water 

disinfectant, 

Many utilities use cnionne as their secondary disinfectant; however, in recent years, some of 

them changed their secondary disinfectant to monochloranrrfne to meet disinfection byproduct 

regulations. Drinking water research Indicates that certain byproducts of water disfnfectfon 

have the potential to be harmful. Water utilities must test water regularly to make sure 

regulated disinfection byproducts are within EFA Ilmlts. â‚¬ does not require water utilities to 

use monochbramine or any specific treatment process. Each water utility chooses the most 
effective approach for disinfecting water and meeting regulations. 



Jocelyn To Jeanne Briskin 

ec 

bcc 
Subject Deliberative CCL3 comments FOIA 4 4  

Hi Jeanne, 
here Is the DBP response to comments with Carrie's minor edits, i think all the edits are fine 
Jerry wants to upload them into the database, so if you have any changes please let me know 

- Forwarded by Jocelyn Keehner/DC/USEPA/US on 03/23S009 0953 AM - 
From: Jerry Ellfe/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Carrie Wehtlng/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Jocelyn Keehner/DC/USEP#US@EPA, Meredith Benedict/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 03/23/2009 0952 AM 
Subfect; Re: Comment code 71 30 DBPs not on CCL 3. ready for OGC review 

Jocelyn, 
Let me know if this is the final version of the responses and if they are ready to be uploaded Into the 

database, I presume that it is. I will probably have to insert a note to Cadmus about updating the 
chloramine website info. Cadmus is doing the QA on responses that are uploaded Into the database. 
===e==============c=========-=======e 

Jerry L. Ellis, Jr. 
Environmental Scientist 
US. Environmental Prowlion Agency 
Standards and Risk Management Division 
Office of Water, Ground Water & Drinking Water 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW (4607M) 
Washington, DC 20460 
(202) 564-2766 
~ = = ~ ~ s ~ = = = : = ~ = - = = ~ = ~ = = ~ & ~  

From: Carrie Wehlina/DC/USEPAAJS 
To: Jerry Eliis/DWSEPA/US@EPA 
Cc Jocaiy n Keehner/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Meredith Bene(!icl/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 03/20/2009 03:24 PM 
Subject: Re: Comment code 71 30 DBPs not on CCL 3, ready for OGC review 

Coincidentally, I'm just finding out today about chforamines so it was helpful to review this today. 

[attachment "CCL 3.CC 71 30 DBPs not on CCL 3.doca deleted by Jerry Etliis/DC/USEPA/US] 

Caroline (Came) Weh ling 
SDWA team leader 
Office of General Counsel, Water Law Office 
U.S. EPA, Washington, D.C. 



Mail Code 2355A 
ernail: wehlihg.carrie@epa.gov 
phone: 202-564-5492 
fax; 202-564-5477 

Jerry Ellis 
1 

~ ^ Q S f t i & ,  Wa have another set of ... M/18!2009 oS:44:17 'AM 



Coinmento and Responses by Comment Code 

Search Terms; 
Starting BPA Cornment Code: 7 130 
Ending EPA Comment Code: 7 1 30 

. . 

EPACommeOtCto(fc; 7130DBPsnoton CCL3 
EPA Team Member: 
Dnft Sftm: 
DÃ§t Uploaded: August 08,2008 
N o t e s : .  

mnse to Comment Code; 

IndMdual Comments 

Commentor Name: E. Greenfield 
Cornenter Orgiuizatlon: 
EPA Letter ID; OQ70 
EPA Comment ID: 18981 

Comment: In a recent phone call I mentioned the effects I have had from 
&loramhated water; they began in summer 2006. It was not 
until January 8th of2007 that I became aware of Chloramine in 
our water and made the connection between my health issues and 
the water supply. 
On that day I ceased using tap water... completely. This caused 
immeasurable inconvenience and aggmvation, not to mention 
excessive cost My energy level returned in 2-3 days and in a 
week my symptoms had totally disappeared. This was all the 
proof 1 needed to know chloramine is harmful. An expensive 
whole house filtration system had to be installed in eider to 
return to using tap water. [t is expensive to maintain and, to 
this day, I continue to buy expensive spring water for drinking 

-king. 
1 am gravely concerned about the long term effects of  
ch1OTBrninc on the general population. This is a substance that 
has NEVER been studied, tested, or proven safe for human 
consumption- 1 am aware that Ihere are no dermal, respiratory, 
or epidemiological d i e s  on chloraminated wafer. 
Piease get cblormine (chlorine + ammonia) out of our water, 
NOW. 

R e s i ~ i i ~ s ,  
Chloramine is regulated under the Safe Drinking Water Act (SI3WA);th.w it is not ft candidate . - A. a 

disinfectant and is in the <recess updating the 1994 criteria h & t  to include recent literature 



on health effects. The 1994 document is available on the EPA website at 
EPAwillreviewtheupdated .. 

I - No . . . . . . . . . - - - . 
water supply i s  required to use chioramine. Water suppliers may choose effective disinfection - - . , 
treatment to meet federal standards based on local water qualify and cost considerations. 

EPA Team Member; Jocdyn Keehner 
Draft Status: 

Date Uploaded: 24-JUN-08 
Notes: 

Conmuenter Name; E. Greenfield 
Commentor OrgMKEatfon: 
EPA kmr m: rn 
EPA Comment IIk l@@ 

Comment: In a recent email message I related to you how adversely I was 
aQccted by chloral-nine in our tap water, causing me to install 
a whole house filtration system, and, prior to that deal with 
die expense of bottled water, doctor's visits, laundry and 
showers out of town. 
Enclosed is only the first installment of my filtration system 
bill which will end up costing @ $2000. Added to this are other 
costs averaging @ $70 per month (doctors, bottled water, 
showers and laundry) 
As a tax payer in South Burlington, I really object to the fact 
that I have been forced into this situation by the Champlain 
Water District. I wa paying a premium for potable water in 
addition to what I must pay the city of Sb. Burlington for 
water supplied by the CWD. (see enclosed bil I) 
I firmly believe there should be some manner of compensation 
available to people negatively impacted by the water supply. 

. * 1wdua1 Resmnse: See comment I 898 1 for mpm 
EPA Team Member: Jocelyn Keehner 
Draft Status: 
Date Uploaded: 24-JUN-08 
Notes: 

Commenter Name: Joseph Cotruvo 
Coaunenter Otfaiiizatlon: WateRcuse Foundation 
EPALetterrnQWl 
&PA Cornmat Ilk 

Comment: However it is notable by the absence of disinfection by- 
piwfaicts. except for 5 N - n i t n i d m .  We find this to be 
remarkable and baffling considering that disinfection by- 
products are virtually unique to drinking water supplies and 



they may resuh in airnost universal exposures to consumei-s 
based upon the lype of disinfection and t rea tma system being 
utilized in their water supply. The dossiers include 
substantial information on disinfection by-products that have 
not received sufficient investigation with regard to risk. One 
(DBP- 1 ) is a general review of the cheniiStay of major drinking 
water disinfectants and iddfies several a&gmies of by- 
productg that have a high probability of being relatively toxic 
compounds. These include compoufids that have been *iduitified 
andothersthathaveahighpoteaHfdtobepresent.They 
include: N-chiorinated mines aid other N-ehlotmr@c 
nitrogen compounds, haioquioones, other nitresamiaes and 
haioutriles, hdoaldehydcs, balopropaiKHies. The additional DBF 
dossiers provide more specific information on die categories of 
substances and identify specific research that is needed to 
allow risk assessments to be d u e t e d  on the chcmicais. The 
latter is important to help EPA develop research Btrategies to 
prepare for decisions to be made in future CCL determinations. 

EPA T Ã ‘  Member: Joeelyo Keebncr 
Draft Statut: 
Date Uploaded: 25-JUN-08 
Notes: 

Commenter Name: Joseph Cotruvo 
Coouneater OreÃ§oiutfaHi WateRease Foundation 
EPALettmrn 
EFA Commut Slk 

Comment: DBP-3 Developmental Neurotoxic Effects of Bromate 
DBP-4 Halonitrlles: 
DBP-5 Haioaldthydcs 
DBP-6 Haiopropanones 
DBP-7 Organic N-Chlommcs 
DBP-8 Halofiiranoncs, hafoquhones, and related compounds [See 
PDF for Attachments] 

Individual Resnonse: The CCL3 process evaluated 8 haioacetonitriles, 7 baionitriles, 3 
haloaldehydes, 1 1 halopropanones, 2 haiopicrins, 2 hatoacetic acids, 2 halonitromethanes, 8 N- 
nitrosamines and 8 halo-ftiranoncs {Mx-like compounds) in the p u p $  identified by the 
conwienter. (Others, including the haloquinones, and N-chforoamincs were neither m the 
Universe data compilation nor nominated during the nominations period.) Among the DBPs in 
the universe benzoic acid, bromochlommethane, dibromomethane, N-nitroso-N-dibuiy !antine and 



chloropiarin advanced to die PCCL but did not initially advance to the CCL based on die outcome 
of the classification models and their attribute scores. 

1 The drinking water monitoring data submitted by the coimneinter were thema 2006.. -. 
end Weinberg 2002 studies. BPA used the Krasner 2006 study, which is an intensive summary of 
the Weinberg 2002 data, as a supplemental data set as part of the CCL process. Reevaluation of 
the univeise chemicals using the DBP ICR or Krasner occuirence data moved 
Bromochloroacctonitrile and Dichloroacetonitrile from the universe to the PCCL, 3-Chloro-4- 
(tKffln~chl(~'~~iea)yI >-5-hy(lroxy-2(5ffi-fliranone, BMX- 1 ; 3-ChIoiw4-(dibromotn^yl)4- 
hydr<~ty-2(5H)-fiiranone, BMX-2; and 3-Bmrno-4-(dibrommcthy l>-S-hydroxy-2(5H)-ftÃ§ranor 
BMX-3 will all now pass the screen to the PCCL based on their carciiiogemcity probability. 
KccvaluatKKi dlho chenucals using W^ percentile water data for the HRL/water d o ,  as 
opposed to die median, moved Bromochlmmethane onto the final CCL ftom the PC- but the 
other compounds remained on the PCCL. In addition Chiorate was moved onto the final CCL as a 
result of a recent risk assessment by die office of pesticide programs (OPP). EPA has published 
several documents describing and outlining the screening process. These documents are available 
online â‚¬ pubk p m d  at & ~ l m . e m - .  

Occiarence information for NOMA was submitted as a reference to the Valentine et a1 
Â ¥ ~  I - 2005 rtudy. NDMA is on CCL3 and included in the chemicals selected for monitoring under 
- - UCMK2. Bromate is a regulated chemical and is accordingly not part of the CCL3 process. 

1 R& weds for bmmte and m y  of the h a b d c  acids will be m u s i d d  when EFA 

The commenter provided some data in the form of concentrations in wastewalcr. 
Wastewater data is not used as part of the CCL process under cymnt protocols, However, the 
CCL process will be adapted based on the lessons learned in CCL3 and EPA would welcome 
discussion of whether or not it would be justified to use peer reviewed wastewater data as a 
reflection of the potential for drinking water contamination during the development of future 
CCLs. 

EPA solicits specific suggestions for the adaptive improvement of the CCL process as 
well as Dominations to the CCL universe. Nominations should include faotii health effects and 
monitoring data when available. The CCL3 is intended a^a list of potential candidates for 
regulation and future research, not a place where EPA addresses specific research needs or 
changes to research priorities. The CCL process is intended only to identify unregulated 
containniBBts for future drinking water regulations. 

EPA Team Member; Jocelyn Keehner 
DraftStafoi; 
Date Uploaded: 25-JUN-08 
Note: 

Commenter Name: Thomas W. Curds 
Cowenter Oqanbattem: American Water Works Association (AWWA) 
EPALetterrn0100 
EPA Comment lD: 

Comment: * EPA must critically assess the suitability of the 
current CCL process for identifying potential regulatory needs 



for Disinfection By-products (DBPs); 

m v i d u d  Rxmmwz EPA wiI1 review suggestions for revision of tk CCL p m ~ m ~  work 
on CCLA begins. EPA has published several documents describing and outtimng the selection 
process used for CCL3. These documents arc available online for public perusal at 
k Q W /  v ccl/d3.html See the response to Comment 19379 for more 

I an-mnriza 
information. EPA also plans to conduct a comprehensive review ofregulatoty needs for DBPs fit 

time as oart oflfâ .r-year.eview.process-. . . . . . . . - DdetedfAM 1 
ERA Teun Member: Joedyn Keeboer 
Dnft Status: 
Date Uploaded; 26-JUN-08 
Notes: 

Commenter Name: Thomas W. Curtt's 
Commenter Organization: American Water Works Associaam (AWWA) 
W A m i e r m m  
EF'A ~~t m 
Comment: Disinfection By-Products @BPS) 
AWWA recommends that EPA critically assess the suitability of 
the current CCL process for identifying potential regulatory 
needs for Disinfection By-Products (DBPs). DBPs clearly have 
the potential for significant exposure, as disinfection is 
required by all sur&ce water systems (serving 191 million + 
people) and by a significant portion ofgroundwater systems 
(serving over 89 million people). With respect to the wide 
range of known unregulated DBPs, the draft CCL3 includes only 4 
nitrosamines (one of die listed nitmamines has not been 
identified as a DBF), and even excludes 2 of the nitrosamines 
that are required to be monitored under the 2007 second 
Unwated Contaminant Monitoring Rule (UCMR2). Further 
comments on the relationship between Ihe CCL and UCMR pmcesses 
fellow in the research section below. 

Some OBI% have been recognized fin- a long time already. Several 
new DBPs have bcca identified more recently by researchers soch 
as Stuart Krasner of Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California (MWDSC), Susan Richardson of EPA, and others. The 
list is expected to grow further with increased research focus 
and improved analytical methods. 
Many classes of unregulated hdogenate<i DBPs that commonly 
occur are not represented in fte CCL3. These include 
haloacetBtdehydes {di-and tri-), hatopicxius (mono-, di-, and 
tri-), haiofunmones (MX and analogues), brominated 
tnhaloacedc acids, and haloacetonitriles (di-and tri-1. 

It is difficult to follow the logic for inolusion/exclusion of these 
contaminants in the universe or PCCL. The Federal Register 
notice stsSss Oat DBPs and treatment additives were 



automatically added to the universe based on a default 
occurrence assumption and moved to the PCCL even if limited 
health or occurrence data were available. However, while the 
CCL3 "universeu included a number of the above-listed 
compounds, it skipped many others, and only one of these DBPs 
(chloropicrin) moved to the PCCL. If s very difficult to 
evaluate the C g  process with respect to the appropriateness of 
listing outcomes for DBPs because data gaps for contaminants 
that do not pass from the universe to the PCCL are not 
documented. This also presents a lost opportunity for 
identifying research needs. Does this indicate s gap in the process? The CCL process, as 
derived ftom the recommendations of the NRC and the NDWAC, does 
not appear, in AWWA's opinion, to be abie to accommodate the 
evaluation of unregulated DBPs. Would significant modifications 
to the existing process make sense, or is a different process 

' 

(an alternate regulatory pathway) needed for this contaminant 
class? Under the current framework, when research "happens", DBPs will 
come into the universe &nd pass to the PCCL and CCL, if the 
data so indicate. The problem with this scenario is the 
apparent disconnect between research and the listing process. 
There seems to be a considerable amount ofresearch planned, or 
in place, according to the; multi-year research plan. But no 
reference is made to these efforts, or how they dovetail with 
the OCL process. The relationship of the six year review cycle to this question 
needs clarification. Bromoform was excluded from the universe 
because of its implicit coverage by review of the Stage 2 DBP 
rule. Is EPA assuming that the existing DBF regulations (i.e., 
TTHM and HAA5 MCLs and Total Organic Carbon (TOG') removal 
requirements) control all halogenated DBPs? The validity of 
such an assumption has not been addressed. 

A WWA recommends that a research plan be developed as soon as 
possible to evaluate whether or not EPA1s current regulatory 
approach is adequate for DBPs. More research is needed to 
assess the adequacy of the current regulations with respect to 
halogenated DBPs. The Agency needs to more clearly trace the 
decision making process employed for DBPs in the current CCL - 

AWWA is concerned that EPA appears to be "done" with re- 
evaluating or refining its regulatory approach towards DBPs and 
recommends that a research plan be developed as soon as 
possible to answer the question "Is the current regulatory 
a~ptoaeh fer DBPs adequate?" At this time, AWWA is NOT 
recommending revisions to the DBP regulations, and we want to 
make that point perfectly clear. However, AWWA believes that 
more research is needed in a timely manner to answer the 
question on the adequacy ofthe current DBF regulatory approach 
The appropriate research should be identified, prioritized, and 
then implemented, given the increasing body of knowledge on 
DBFs and their unique status among drinking water contaminants. 

IT. 



TheCtKBrncnIeridentifiesseveralcancansi^^ingtheCCUprocessmanyrdatedto 
the tackofDBPson CCL3. Aneed forclarilyregsrdhigthereiafionsil~ between the CCLand 
the &-year review of regulations was also expressed 

The major dalabast that introduced the DBPs into the CCL3 Universe was the DSS-T&x 
dn&bE rnWp*phh* . ofthetmmipnkpotentialfora 
large n u m b  of DBPs based on WAR projections and expert jwfgmcirt. The date from the DSS- . 
Tox d m  base are categorical and were screened based on the <iescription of a cfaemical's 
probability to cause cancer. AH chemicals with a high and h i i i u m  probability for the 
cancer endpoint should have screened to the PCCL regardless of ttieu monitoring data. There 
were three chemicals that should have passed to the PCCL becssse of their high-medium cancer 
probability, but did not; they are: 3<liloro-+-(bTonTOChIoroniÂ£liliyl)-5-hydroxy-2(5H>-fiiranoRe 
BMX- I; 3 - C h l o ~ d i b r o m 0 n t e & y l ) - S - h y ~ - 2 ( 5 H ) - ~  BMX-2; n̂d 3-Bromo-4- 
(d1TiremoinetfiyI)-S-bydmxy-2(5H)-fiiranonet BMX-3, They will be included on the POOL. In 
responsetopiAiicooii^entsEPAreevalual^the~chcnw^ffil^wtoavailableoc^^ 
infonnalion airi found thtf lhe avMî ic date did not support Ibeir inclusion on CCL3. 

I EPA assumed h! known DBPs owur in d r h b g  *fm, $hy&h,@kcp , , . -{ I 1 
date were available DBPs woe automatically added to the universe from the compilation data set. 
The CCL3 process evaluated 8 haloacctonifliles, 3 haloaldehyites, 1 1 hatopropanones, 2 
haloplcnoB, 2 batoacetic acids, 2 batonitromethanes, 8 - and 8halo-furanones 
w ~ ~ ~ m ~ . A p ~ D B p ~ m s ~ ~ a  p- t ,Aw-  
benzoie acid, bmnochloromefhanc, diferomoniethane and Isf-nilroso-N-dibutylanune initially 
advanced to the PCCL but not the CCLJ, Evaluation of new occuirence infonnation was 
adequate to support the inclusion of bromochlomroethane on the final CCL 3. New health effects 
infomiation became availabie for dibromoacetonitrik and chlotate. When evaluated against the 
avaiî Ie occnin îce data chfoiate met &e criteria for incteioit en the fmaf CCL3. 

EPA has published several documents describingand outlining tireselection process. 
These documents are available dm for public p d  at 
a . h M m m A m l * b e - e h  
adaptive improvement of the CCL process. The CCL3 is intended as a list of potential candidates 
for regulation, not a place where EPA addresses research needs or changes to research priorities. 
The CCL process is intended only to identify unregulated contaminants fin- future regulations. It 
is not an appropriate mechanism to review existing regulations. 



EPA Team Member; Jocelyn Keehner 
Draft Status: 
Date Uploaded: 26-JUN-08 
Notes: 

Commeater Name: Michael S. Huteheson 
Conunenter Organization: Air & Water Toxics, Massachusetts Department of Environmental 
Protection (MADEP) 
EPA Letter IB(: 0142 
E P A C m m e n i I t k m  #.. 

Comment: Nitrogen-containing disinfection by-producis are another class 
ofemetgmft unregulated contamiitatits that should be part of 
the CCL; for example, haloaeetonitriles a d  bal- nitro- 
rnelhanes[FNl: Zwiener, C. et al. 2007, Water, Env. Sci. 
Technol., 41(2) 363-372, and Muellner, KO. et d,, 2007, Env. 
Sc?. Techno!., 41(2) 645-65 1 .I. 

'^ ,i- 

: .m .FL@!,9% . ~ ! ! ! W : ~ b # ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s :  ~~WWP@!M!%. . . . . - . 
bromochloroacetonilrile, bromodichtoroacetonitrile, d ~ r o a ~ e t o ~ t r i l e ,  
dibromocbloroacetonitrile, dichloroaoetoaitrije, tribromoacetonitrile and trichloroitcetomtrile. The 
first 7 did not initially pass to the PCCL because of a lack of sufficient occurrence All seven 
were re-screened using the DBP Information Collection Rule fICR) (tea and noae of them met 
tile critera for i@pion on CCL3 

8 . .  

The CCL prt%essevaluated three halogenated nimmethanes. Two: bmmodichIoronitromefhai?% 
and dibromonilmmethane were included in the universe, but did not pass to the PCCL because of 
a lack of sufficient occurrence data, Bromonitromethane lacked both health effects and 

. - occurrence data. Chloronitromethaiie, dibromochloromtromethane, and dichloronitmmethane 
-. .,. - -,- were not part of the DBP-database that was the main source of information on DBPs and were not 

nominated to t& universe. For additional information on DBPs in the universe see the respoase to 
wmmt 19342. 

EPA encourages the nomination of chemicals to be included in the universe for the next 
CCL process. Bofli health effects information and occurrence inibnnation on any chemical being 
nominated should be submitted dong with the nomination. EPA has published several documents,- 
describing and outlining die screening process. Thesedocuments are~y&t>k--finSv~s,~f~~ public 
perusal at hto://www.em.aov/OGWDW/ccl/ecl3.html. 

8 8 ,,-.. ". - - 

EPA Team Member: Jocelyn Keehner 
Draft States: 
Date Uploaded: 25-JUN-08 
Nates: 

- Field CodeOuuiaed 1 

' 
~fwmatted: ~nglish U.S. J 



To Jerry Elite, Thomas Carpenter 
eC JeanneBriskln 

bcc 

Sum D ĵberattve CCLS comments FOIA 114 

Hello 
here is die latest version of the comments, 1 answered Carrie's comment so they should be ready a 
- Forwarded by Jocelyn KeehnedDCiUSEPMJS on 05/15/2009 08:03 AM - 
From: Carrie Wehttng/D&USEPA/US 
To: Jocetyn Keehner/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 05/14/2009 07:44 PM 
Sublect: Re: CCL 3: Comment code 2460 Ready for OGC review 

fine. thanks. 
Carrie 

Caroline (Carrie) Wehling 
SDWA team leader 
Office of General Counsel, Water Law Office 
US, EPA, Washington, D.C. 
Mail Code 2355A 
email: wehling.carrie@epa.gov 
phone: 202-564-5492 
fax: 202-564-5477 

From: Jocefyn Keehner/DC/USEFA/US 
To: Carrie Weht)ng/DC/USEPA/US@E?A 
Cc: Jerry EIIIs/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 05/14/2009 03:24 PM 
Subject: Re: CCL 3: Comment code 2460 Ready for OGC review 

Hi Carrie, I've tried to answer your comment (copied below and the document with the changes), please 
let me know if you find it acceptable 

In die first attachment (DBP-I), the cornenter mentioned N-chloramines as frequent disinfection by 
products that should be considered when evaluating frequent water contaminants. However, 
N-chloroamines were neither in the Universe data compilation nor nominated during the nominations 
period, and the conunenter did not submit data values to support their assertion that N-chloramines should 
be included on the CCL. 

see below for context: 

[attachment "2460 DBP comments w_ responses 051409V4-Ready for OGC Review.docn deleted by 












































































































