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I. STATEMNT 

The Health Department claims its action over the Victory Motel is 

to protect public from the risk of the motel's water system. Respondent's 

Brief at 22, 23. But, in this case, there is no risks to protect from. Based 

on the Department's own record, Victory Motel has conducted over 

hundred sampling tests over the last 7 or 8 years. All passed flawlessly. 

Victory Motel has been complying with all the rules and laws until the 

current dispute over a law occurs and continues to comply with all laws 

pending resolution of the new law. The motel's tiny 18-unit system, by 

record, surpasses some of the largest municipality water systems in water 

quality. 

Despite the Department's effort to portray this case as a public risk 

case, this is not a traditional case in which the government battles an 

unscrupulous, evil person whose only living-motto is to exploit the public. 

This case arises from an intergovernmental conflict in the implementation 

of a new environment law. It arises from a dispute over the interpretation 

of the law. This case is about the health department's negligence/errors, 

and about the department's senseless and violent defense of those 

negligent errors. 

Over the course of this dispute, the Department unleashed all of its 

plenary power against the Plaintiff. Voltaire once said: "it is dangerous to 



be right when the government is wrong." The department assessed an 

usurpary penalty on the Plaintiff for his disagreement over the 

interpretation of a law. While this case was pending review, the health 

department took further actions. It shut down the Plaintiffs business, 

deprived him of his livelihood. On top of all the actions it had taken 

against the Plaintiff, the Department further initiated and took an active 

role in comdeming the Plaintiffs property and forcing him and his family 

out of their home, a home in which they lived over 10 years. 

The government, in the wrong hands, violently crushes anyone in 

its way. Plaintiff in this case only pointed out a department's error. He 

committed no "crime" that deserves this level of punishment. The Health 

Department's action is heinous. 

Equally abhorrent but also manipulative is the Department's 

handling of the legal aspect and its administering of adjudication. 

Evidence not in written forms do not count, written documents lacking 

signatures considered false, phone conversations all denied, department's 

errors require Plaintiffs convincing proof, but the department's accusation 

of Plaintiff requires Plaintiffs own proof that "he is in no error". 

For adjudicative hearing, critical witnesses are excluded, evidences 

above certain threshold are hinted not acceptable. During adjudicative 

proceeding, ex parte documents exchanged hands in courtroom, ex parte 

conversations took place outside courtroom, and verbatim report edited 



and altered and evidence destroyed. 

Plaintiff respectfully requests that the court take a close look at the 

Health Department's conduct, carefully exam evidence and return justice 

to the Plaintiff. The Administrative Record submitted by the Department 

is highly selective and incomplete, and where necessary in deciding the 

merit of the case, allow new evidence to be added as permitted under 

RCW 34.05.562(1) and RCW 34.05.566(7). 

Respondent in its brief and in its previous arguments repeatedly 

objected that Plaintiff cited the evidence that was not in the Administrative 

Record. Respondent's Brief at 3fn, 24. Such objections should raise the 

issue why these evidences are not in the record in the first place. 

Respondent also repeatedly pointed out in the Brief that Plaintiff 

has "no evidence" or "the record does not conform.. ." Respondent Brief 

at 2, 5, 6. Respondent apparently was trying to lead the court to believe 

that written documents submitted by the Health Department are the only 

evidence. Such tactics of the Respondent together with its deliberate 

construction of a highly selective and incomplete record should not be 

unnoted by the court. 

11. ISSUES OF THE LAW 

A. The Health Department Argues that the Plaintiffs Water System Is a 
Group A System. The Health Department Is Wrong 



In Plaintiffs Opening Brief, Plaintiff established that Plaintiffs 

water system is a Group B water system. It is a Group B water system 

because WAC 246-291-010 clearly classifies it as a Group B system. 

WAC 246-291 is a chapter devoted wholely for Group B regulations. 

WAC 246-291-010 is a section that defines Group B water system. 

Further, the table(calledTable1) in WAC246-290-020 specifically 

excludes Plaintiffs system from the Group A box and put it into the 

Group B classification box. 

And all the educational and informational materials on the topic 

of system classification distributed by the Health department, including 

the most widely used and authentic Bluebook published October 2003 

(DOH PUB), also defines Plaintiffs water system as a Group B water 

system. 

Plaintiff not only affirmatively established his water system is a 

Group B water system, but also established it is NOT a Group A water 

system. It is not a Group A water system because WAC 246-290-020 

explicitly says it's not. Plaintiffs water system does not provide fifteen or 

more service connections used by year-round residents and it does not 

regularly serve twenty-five people. 

Plaintiff further established that his system is NOT a public water 



system under the federal rules and regulations.' Plaintiffs water system is 

not a public water system for basically the same reasons provided above 

because it does not serve at least 15 connections used by year-round 

residents nor does it regularly serve at least 25 people. And, even if the 

Health department forces the Plaintiffs system into the public water 

system, it does not fit into any of its categories. 

The facts are irrefutable that the Plaintiffs water system is a 

Group B waier system and not a Group A water system. Nevertheless, the 

Health Department insists the Plaintiffs system is a Group A system. The 

Department basically argues that WAC Table 1 contains error, shouldn't 

count, but the U.S.C should be used. 

Plaintiff will now turn to the analysis of Respondent's argument. 

1. Neither WAC Table 1 Nor Other Parts of the WAC Contain Any 
Error. Plaintiffs System Is not a Group A 

Plaintiff has established in his Opening Brief that WAC Table 1 

contains no error. The language "residential connections" is consistent 

with the language: "year round resident.. ." used both in the state WAC 

246-290-020 and federal 40 CFR 141.2. Moreover the same languages 

appear in multiple places in the WAC including WAC 246-291-01 0, the 

chapter for Group B water system, as well as in numerous state distributed 

documents. Legislature means what they mean. In statury construction, 

1 Respondent argues if Plaintiffs water system is a public water system under federal 



courts must look into the plain meaning of the stature. State v. Cromwell. 

157 Wn. 2d. 529. 

Further, Plaintiffs argument that his system is not a Group A 

system is based not solely on Table 1 but on multiple statures both state 

and federal as shown in the Opening Brief. ~ r i e f  22-37.2 Therefore it 

shall not be necessary to further delve on this issue. It is sufficient to say 

that even if Table 1 contains error, it will not affect the Plaintiffs water 

system. Plaintiffs system would not be a Group A water system because it 

does not provide fifteen or more service connections to year round 

residents and does not serve 25 or more people a day as defined in both 

WAC 246-290-020 and 40 CFR 141.2 and under the entire reading of the 

relevant statures. 

2. Health Department misinterpreted the law. Plaintiffs water 
system is not a transient non-community water system. 

The Health Department quoted the following sections from the 

Code of Federal Regulations, 40CFR 14 1.2 

A public water system is either a "community 
water system" or a " noncommunity water system." 

The term "Community water system" means a public 
water system that (A) serves at least 15 service 
connections used by year-round residents of the area 

regulations, then it is automatically considered a Group A system under the state scheme. 
Ironically Respondent repeatedly states in Response Brief and in previous proceedings 

that Plaintiff based his argument on Table 1. RE3 2, 18. It gives a misleading impression 
that Plaintiffs argument is based on only one shaky ground and nothing else. 



served by the system; or (B) regularly serves at least 
25 year-round residents. 

Th term "Non-community water system" means a 
public water system that is not a community water 
system. A "non-community water system" is further 
defined as either a "transient non-community water 
system" or a "non-transient non-community water 
system." 

"Transient non-community water system" or TWS 
means a non-community water system that does not 
regularly serve at least 25 of the same persons over 
six months per year. 

"Non-transient non-community water system" or 
NTNCWS means a public water system that is not a 
community water system and that regularly serves at 
least 25 of the same persons over 6 months per year. 

Citations ~ m i t t e d . ~  These are verbatim quotes from the Respondent's 

Brief. RB at 16. Respondent then concludes: 

Victory Motel is classified as a Group A transient non- 

community water system and a pubic water system under the Federal Safe 

Drinking Water Act since it serves at least 15 service connections (he 

serves 18 connections), is a "non-community" water system, since it does 

not serve year round residents, and is "transient" since it does not 

regularly serve the same 25 people over six months per year. 

Respondent erred in interpreting the above law(s). Respondent 

Respondent's citations are somewhat inaccurate. These paragraphs are cited part from 
42 USC 300(f) and part from 40 CFR141.2. The are not from WAC. WAC contains 
some different clauses and slightly different languages, therefore omitted. 



argued Victory motel is "transient" (i.e. transient non-community water 

system) since it does not regularly serve the same 25 people over six 

months per year. See last part of Respondent's conclusion. Underline 

added. 

But this is not what the above "transient non-community water 

system" says about itself. See above quote again. The "transient non- 

community water system" means a non-community water system that does 

not regularly serve at least 25 of the same persons over six months per 

year. Here Respondent dropped out a critical phrase "at least" and 

changed the order of the words from "25 of the same people" to "same 25 

people". The effect of these two acts is dramatic change of the meaning of 

the law.4 

The "transient non-community water system" under its original 

construction means a system that serves at least 25 people but not same 

people. A system that serves less than 25 people is not a "transient non- 

community water system"; a system that serves at least 25 people but 

serves same people is a non-transient non-community water system, not a 

"transient non-community water system". A system that serves at least 25 

people and serves different people (i.e. not the same people) is a transient 

non-community water system. 

This correct interpretation of the "transient non-community water 



system" can be discerned from reading the entire body of the relevant 

laws. (Plaintiff will save the quotes here). The quotes are in the Plaintiffs 

Opening Brief. Brief at 27-29, 32-33. 

Reading the entire body of the relevant laws on public water system 

classification, it is clear that federal defines three categories or levels of 

water systems: community water system, non-transient non-community 

water system and transient non-community water system. The state 

defines four adding Group B water system.' 

The order of the types of water system is important. The first order 

is the community water system. The community water system is the most 

highly regulated due to its intense use by same people year round. 

Second highly regulated is the non-transient non-community water 

system because these systems provide services to people who use the 

water between six months to a year. 

The last is the transient non-community water system. By nature, 

these systems serve transient people, therefore not the same people, or 

serve different people 

Having put in order the different types of water systems, it is easy to 

see the true meanings of the above quoted law(s). The community water 

system serves year round residents, the non-transient non-community 

For fairness, Plaintiff does not at all imply Respondent manipulated the law. This is 
hard. Respondent may well have misread the meaning of this paragraph. 



water system serves basically same people, and following this reading it is 

not difficult to see "the transient non-community water system" serves 

different people (i.e. not the same people). The language "does not serve 

at least 25 of the same people" contained in the "transient non-community 

water system" category means serve "different" people but still serve 25 

people. Therefore the language "does not" does not mean "does not serve 

at least 25 people". It means "does not serve same people". 

The threshold for all three types of water systems are the same. It 

must regularly serve at least 25 people. Therefore the transient non- 

community water system is a system that serves at least 25 people but 

different people. 

The interpretation also find support at the state level where the state 

code writers order the type of water systems as follows and regulate 

accordingly: 

1. community water system 
2. non-transient non-community water system 
3. transient non-community water system 

WAC 246-290-020. 

The state also defines the transient non-community water system in 

more clear language that agrees with Plaintiffs interpretation of the above 

law: 

Transient non-community water system (TNC) means a system that 

Some differences exit between the state and federal even in the same group or same 
level. 



serves: 

(a) twenty five or more different people each day for sixty or more days 
within a calendar year 

WAC 246-290-020 (5)(b)(ii). Other parts of the section are not relevant 
for this purpose and quotes saved. 

Therefore, Respondent erred in interpreting the law. Transient non- 

community water system means a system that regularly serves at least 25 

people. Although Plaintiffs water system serves mostly different people, 

it does not regularly serve at least 25 people. Plaintiffs water system is 

not a transient non-community water system. Plaintiffs water system is 

not a non-transient non-community water system either. His system is not 

a public water system at the federal level or Group A system at the state 

level. 

4. Health Department's Quote of 42 USC 300(f)(4)(A) Left Out a Critical 
language. Plaintiffs water system is not a public water system under 
federal law. It is not a Group A water system under the state Law 

In Health Department's Response Brief, the Respondent quoted the 

42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A) as: 

A system for the provision to the public of water for human 
consumption through pipes or other constructed conveyances, if such 
system has at least fifteen service connections or regularly serves at 
least twenty-five individuals (emphasis added). 42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A) 

Respondent points to the language "at least fifteen service 



connections" in this quote and argues. The law says 15-connections and 

not 15 residential connections or 15 connections used by year-round 

residents. Therefore Plaintiffs 18-connections system is a Group A water 

system. 

Respondent's isolated reading of this law put itself in conflict with 

all of the rest of the laws. As Plaintiff has already established in his 

Opening Brief that Plaintiffs water system by clear and convincing 

languages of the laws both at state and federal level belong to Group B 

water system. Also, by clear and convincing language of the law it does 

not belong to Group A. Further, as the above analysis reveals, even if the 

Plaintiffs water system is forced into the Group A, it does not fit into any 

of the Group A categories and will result in absurd and strenuous 

consequence. 

In reading the law, full effect must be given to the legislature's 

language, with no part rendered meaningless or superfluous. Sleasman v. 

City of Lacey, 159 WN.2d 639,646 (2007). Court will avoid readings of 

statures that result in unlikely, absurd and stained consequences. State v. 

Neher, 112 Wn 2d. 347. 

Plaintiffs water system can not be on the one hand a Group A water 

system, then on the other hand does not fit into any of the Group A 

categories. The same applies at the federal level, Plaintiffs water system 



can not be on the one hand a public water system, then on the other hand 

does not fit into any of the public water system category. 

Further, Plaintiffs water can not be classified by one stature as a 

Group A water system, then by another law as Group B water system. The 

same applies at the federal level. It can not be on the one hand a public 

water system, then on the other hand a non public water system. 

Close examination of the above 42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A) quoted by the 

Respondent shows however that the law is not inconsistent. What happens 

is that Respondent inaccurately quoted federal 42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A). It 

left out a critical part of the stature. The correct quote is: 

"(A) In general. - The term "Public water system" means a system for 
the provision to the public of water for human consumption through pipes 
or other constructed conveyances, if such system has at least fifteen 
service connections or regularly serves at least twenty-five individuals." 
42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A) 

The language "in general" is critical here. The plain meaning of "in 

general" is to be general. This makes sense because the Congress can not 

anticipate each and every idiosyncratic environmental situation in the 

nation. The nation is big and the conditions vary from mountain to valley, 

fiom ocean to desert and from industrial cities to farmland. It must take 

into consideration of various situation by the local government in their 

specific application of the law. Leaving out the wordings "in general" is 

fatal here in the interpretation as well as application of the law. 



Worth noting is also the language of "at least 15 service 

connections" used in the 42 U.S.C. 300f(4)(A). In the state WAC, both in 

WAC 246-290-020 or 246-291 -01 0, the language "1 5 or more service 

connections" is used. The plain meaning of "at least" is "minimum" or 

"minimum level". Webster Dictionary 3rd edition, 1999. The meaning of 

"1 5 or more" is in an emphasis of inclusion and the meaning of "at least 

15" is in the emphasis of exclusion. 

Thus when the law says: "Pubic water system is a system that has at 

least fifteen service connections.. .", the emphasis is on the exclusion. Any 

system that has fewer than 15 service connections should not be counted. 

On the other hand, when the law says Public water system is a system that 

has 15 or more service connections, the emphasis is on the inclusion. Any 

system that meets the criteria of 15 should be counted. 

This distinction is an important one. The law's use of the language 

"at least" together with the language " in general" reveals the legislature's 

intent of the law. After reading through the whole body of the law on this 

issue including 42 U.S.C. 300f(4), 40 CFR 141.2, RCW 70.1 19A.020, 

WAC 246-290-020 and WAC 246-290-020, it is clear that the Congress 

wanted to regulate systems that meet the minimum criteria: " 15 service 

connections" or "regularly service 25 people", but the congress didn't 

want to overburden the small and financially difficult water systems. Thus 



instead of include all of them, it would rather leave it open to the 

regulators but defined the bottom line for them as a matter of law. And it 

made it to be general. 

Had the congress intended to provide a blank formula to include all 

system of 15 or more service connections. it would have said so "1 5 

connections". It wouldn't even use the word "service" or "service 

connection", let alone the words "in general" and "at least". 

The federal and state regulators did just what the congress wanted. 

Both at federal and state levels, the regulators grouped public water 

system into three categories: community water system, non-transient non- 

community water system and transient community water system according 

the intensity of water use. 

Under the most intensive use category, the community water system, 

which serves year-round residential customers. The regulators apply both 

standards. Thus if a system serves residential customers, the system is a 

public water system or Group A water system at the state level if it meet 

any of the two criteria. 

For the less intensive use category, the non-transient noncommunity 

water system or transient non-community water system, only one criteria 

is used, that is "regularly serve 25 people". Thus a system that regularly 

serves fewer than 25 people is not a public water system or Group A water 

system at the state level. 



This distinction makes logical sense. Residential and nonresidential 

connections are different. A system that serves year-round residents 

carries a higher risk than a system that serves nonresidential customers, as 

residential customers are exposed to the water for a long time whereas non 

residential customers come and go and risk is less. It is also likely that a 

nonresidential facility has more connections but serves fewer people. This 

is precisely what the Victory Motel is. It has 18 service connections but 

serves fewer people on the daily basis than a 15-unit apartment or 15-unit 

nursing home. It does not have 15 residential connections and serves 

fewer than 25 people per day. 

Respondent interpretation and application of the law is incorrect. It 

left out a critical part of the language in its quote of 42 USC 300(f)(4)(A), 

leading to strenuous and absurd consequence. Plaintiffs water system is 

not a public water system at the federal level. It is not a Group A water 

system at the state level. 

Plaintiff affirmatively established that his water system is not a 

Group A water system. 

B. The Health Department Reversed the Legal standard of Proof 

That fact that Plaintiffs water system is a Group B water system is 



so convincing as it is defined in multiple of WAC sections and in 

numerous health department documents. But health department insists the 

Plaintiffs system is a Group A system. During the adjudicative hearing as 

well as now, the Health Department always asks Plaintiff to prove that his 

system is not a Group A system. 

The correct standard of prove is such that the health department 

need to prove why Plaintiffs system is a Group A water system. 

Specifically it needs to explain when both federal and state laws as well as 

numerous of its own documents says Plaintiffs water system is a Group B 

system, why it is not a Group B but a Group A. 

C. The health department asked wrong questions. 

In Respondent's Brief, the Respondent asked has Plaintiff 

established that the department's finding that he did not conduct sanitary 

survey is wrong. 

The department conducted an unfair hearing. Sanitary survey is 

an inspection. Unlike water sampling test, which Plaintiff has certain 

levels of control. (Plaintiff takes sample to the private lab and ask the lab 

to send a report to the health department when done), the sanitary survey 

is done by the health department or its partner, the county health 

department. When the inspection is done, the inspector writes a report. 

The inspector in this case didn't write a report, nor did he give 



Plaintiff a report. During the adjudicative hearing, Plaintiff was asked to 

prove that he had done the inspection. If this legal standard is used, every 

citizen in this country has committed a crime because no one can prove 

that he or she has not committed a crime by producing a report of 

innocence that has never been given to him by the government in the first 

place. 

111. OTHER ISSUES 

A. Respondent has a bona fida disagreement on the issue of the law, but 

the department repeatedly refused to discuss it with him or gave him an 

opportunity to explain his interpretation of the law. The question here if it 

is it fair and reasonable and if the department penalty amounts to arbitrary 

and capricious decision. 

B. Respondents brief as well as the department's Final order contained 

many incorrect statements or facts. Respondents brief repackaged the 

facts, misrepresented and distorted the facts including undisputed facts. 

Plaintiff disputes the correctness and accuracy of the statements in the 

brief. Plaintiff also disputes the accuracy of the Findings of Facts in the 

Final Order, specifically: 2.2 , 2.3, 2.5 and 2.8 through 2.1 1. 

IV. THE BASIS THAT RELIEF SHOULD BE GRANTED 

Each argument in Section IV of Plaintiffs Open Brief relates to a 



legal ground for which relief should be granted. Plaintiff hereby assigns 

each argument to the legal ground. 

Argument 1 to 3 argues that the Health Department misinterpreted 

and applied the law and relief should be granted on the basis of RCW 

34.05.570 (3)(d) 

Argument 4 argues that the violations did not occur if Plaintiffs 

interpretation of law is correct, and even if his argument is incorrect he has 

a right to discuss the law, and relief should be granted on the basis of 

RCW 34.05.570(3)(e). 

Argument 5 and 6 argues that the department acted negligently, 

recklessly and in bad faith and relief should be granted on the basis of 

RCW 34.05.570(3)(a) (b)(e)(I). 

Argument 7 and 8 argues that the department engaged in unlawful 

decision making process, acted unlawfully as well exceeded its statutory 

authority in decision making and relief should be granted on the basis of 

RCW 34.05.570(3)(a)(b)(c)(h)(I). 

V. CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully request that the 

Health Department's Final Order and the Superior Court's Verbal Ruling 

and Order be reversed and the civil penalty removed. 



, . 

Dated this 25th day of June, 2008 

Jlangong LGI, Appellanr 

Victory Motel 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
20435 72nd Ave. 5. , Suite 200, K17-120 Kent, Washington 98032 -2358 

t 

February 11,2004 

JAY LEI 
VICTORY MOTEL 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA, WA 98499 

SUBJECT: Victory Motel ID# 91 7 17 
Pierce County 
Third Party Sanitary Survey Program 

Dear Jay Lei: + 

This letter is to notify you to contact the Tacoma Pierce County Health Department (TPCHD) for 
the purpose of scheduling a routine sanitary survey of your water system in 2004. I s ~ n t  y ~ u  a-- 
letter on February 18, 2003 stating that the TPCHD would call y ! ~  to @ uupa s f i y  visit to your .\-- ----- --1. 

w&iSystenT in Z'Ow but a p p a r e h ~ f h ~ & d , n o t  ogcur.  heref fore, itisimp~rttan't feryb%ta talc;- 
lhzni&itiv&k this matt> and>all thC6. - -1 - 1- ---- 

The Washington State Department of Health (DOH) dnnking water regulations for Group A 
public water systems (WAC 246-290-416) require a routine sanitary survey for all Group A water 
systems every 5 years. A sanitary survey is a comprehensive inspection and evaluation of a water 
system facilities, operation, water quality monitoring and management. Regular sanitary surveys 
have long been recognized as an important part of protecting public drinking water, because they 
can help identify potential problems before significant health risks develop. In addition, many 
water system managers find the survey helpful for understanding how to improve their water 
systems, ensure they stay in compliance with state drinking water regulations and to meet our 
surveyors face-to-face. 

It is your responsibility to cooperate in the survey process and to ensure the unrestricted 
availability of all facilities and records at the time of the sanitary survey. Within thirty (30) 
days of receipt of this letter, please contact Michelle Cox at the Tacoma Pierce County 
Health Department at (253) 798-7683 to arrange a survey date and time. It is important that 
you do this to stay in compliance with the drinking water regulations. 



Briilu Boye 
Oflicc or Dri~iki~lg Willcr 
Waslling~on S~;ltc Depilrt~lic~~l of H~i~ l I l i  
20435 72'"' Avc S St~ilc 200  
Kc11r. W a s l ~ i ~ ~ g l o ~ ~  OX032 

Dcar Mr. Boyd: 

I rcceivcd your Ictlcr of Novc~~ibcr  12 asking IIIC lo scl~cdule ;I willcr s)lstcr~~ inspcctiorl. I recalled 111y 
convcrsalions with IIIC iical~ll d c p a r l ~ n a ~ l  a Tcw ~rio~illls ago rcgardi~~g lllc prcvious i~ i spcc r~o~l  whose rccord 
was losl. Could you plcilsc lcll IIIC if Illis inspcciio11 is ;I 111ilke-up for I I I C  prcklous O I I ~  or Tor 111c fr~li~rc 
pcriod? 

All illspccli011 ofollr watcr systc111 was donc in yc;lr 2000. 1 rcccived :I Icllcr i ~ ~ f o r r ~ i i ~ ~ g  llie 111c ir~spcclio~~ 
atid payllieilt r e q i ~ i r c ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~ i s  in July 2000. 1 tlicr~ Islkcd lo l l~c  Heilllll Dcp;.~rt~lrc~~t i~bo~r t  llic fee issue. 011 July 
17, ill ~ I I C  s i~ggcs l io~~  oftllc ~ C ~ ; I I ~ I I I C I I I  officiiil. I SCIII Mr. Poncr iI lcllcr r c q ~ ~ e s t i ~ ~ g  Fee \v;~i\:er. About a 
week I;~ler ill1 inspeclor calilc and i~lspeclcd lllc sysleln. 

If t l~is inspeclion is for lllc l i ~ l l ~ r c  pcriod, I will sclicdulc ; I I I  i i p p o i ~ ~ l ~ ~ l c ~ ~ l  cltrickly. 1 w ~ l l  cilll Mr .  Pl~rdy. 

RECEIVED 

NOV 2 3 2004 
NW DRIP~KII. .  ; 1 ~ 4 r ~ p  



Brian Boyc 
OfGce of Drittkiug Water 
Wasli11glo11 Slatc Depar r~~~et~ l  of Healti) 
20105 72'"' Avc S Suilc 200 
Kcnl, Waslu~lgto~r 98032 

Dcar Mr. Boye: + 

1 just seut you a letter two days ago in response lo your letter of Nove~nber 12. Please telnporarily ignore 
tllis leucr. 11 sce~~red we llad incorrectly classified ~uy  water house. I am requesting all update of WFI from 
Sllasra Guinn of your depmnent. 1 apologize for Lhe co~~usion,  



Jay Lei 
Victory Motel 
10801 Pacific Hwy Sw 
Taco~~la  WA 98499 

Sliasta Guum 
Northwest Drinking Waler Operatioil 
Waslu~~glo~i  State Departllic~it of Healtli 
20435 72'" Ave S Suite 200, K17-12 
Kent, Waslu~igtoi~ 98032 

Dear Ms. Gu i~ i~ i :  

I all1 (hc owncr of V~ctory Motel 111 Plerce Coulity It seems our water Shcll~ty 1s ~~tcorrectly classified 11 
should be class~fied as Groitp B instead of Group A 1 aru 
please bc kmd e110ugl1 to2end lue tlle llecessary for~u?! - \..* - --1 1 ,,-- 

11 seeius the error was caused by 111y ignonulce 011 Llle nlatler. To tlle best of ~ u y  recollection, wheii 1 f i r s ~  
c;Iine to t l~e  facility. 1 cllanged tile uuluber of users Sroiu a very sniall niullber to a very li~rge nu~uber. This 
was because I il~col-reclly assu~ucd double occupalicy in every roolu arid full occupancy all year long. 1 
necd 10 corrccl l11c nunibcrs ;lad your assista~~ce will be greally appreciated. 

A:;L 
Vicco~y Motel 



'. 
- -'7 ( ' December 1.2004 

x. 

-J---~e-;i - 
V~ctory Motel 
I O X O l  Pacific Hwy SW 
Taco111a W A 98499 

Sliasta Guilul 
Norlllwcst Drirtkillg Waler Operatio11 
Waslringlon Slate Dep;u(ment of Heallh 
20435 72'" Ave S Suite 200, K17-12 
Keal. Waslunglon 98032 

Dear Ms. Giii~ul: 

1 am sony I ~i~issed your call. I called you earlier in response to your yesterday's p11o11e message 1 tl1111k 
it's bcttcr wc corrlr~ licate ill  writing a1 this poinl. May I request aga111 that yo11 se~id 111e tlie WFI for111 2u1d 

..----.------ -- --- - L -_ _- - - 
C-I~~~~CI,, --- - L- 

~ i k c ~ y .  

RECEIVED 

DEC 2 - 2004 

NW DRI:LKING WATER 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
20435 72nd Ave. S. , Suite 200, K17-124 Kent, Washington 98032 -2358 

December 6,2004 

JAY LEI 
VICTORY MOTEL 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA WA 98499 

SUBJECT: Victory Motel ID# 91 7 17 
Pierce County 
Third Party Sanitary Survey Program 

Dear Jay Lei: 

I am writing to ask you to contact the Joel Purdy to schedule a sanitary survey of your water 
system. Department of Health Division of Drinking Water (DOH) records indicate a number of 
letters were sent to you on June 1, 1999, February 18,2003, February 11, 2004 and November 
12,2004 requesting you to schedule a routine survey visit to your water system. 

4 
You have brought up two reaso&dy a s w e y  should not be required for your system, that a 
survey was already done 6 2 0 0 3  ajld more recently, that the Victory Motel water system is 
actually a Group B systekand shbuld be reclassified. It is now accepted that a dnnking water 
survey was not done any time in the last five years. This water system was determined to be a 
Group A on May 14,1996. So far you have not provided any documentation to support a change 
back to a Group B. The current Water Facilities Inventory indicates the correct designation is a 
Group A. You are still required to cooperate in conducting a sanitary survey of the Victory 
Motel water system. 

The DOH Group A drinking water regulations, WAC 246-290-416, require a routine sanitary 
surveys of all Group A systems by the department or the department's qualified designee at least 
once every five years, It is your responsibility to cooperate in the survey process and to ensure 
the unrestricted availability of all facilities and records at the time of the sanitary survey. Within 
fifteen (15) davs of receipt of this letter, please contact Joe1 Purdy at (360) 769-8400 to 
arrange a survey date and time. It is important that you do this to stay in compliance with the 
drinking water regulations. 

Failure to submit to a sanitary survey is a violation of WAC 246-290-41 6 and will result in the 
beginning of a compliance process that is outlined in the enforcement section of the drinking 
water regulations, WAC 246-290-050. Eventual consequences of the failure to comply with this 
requirement could result in increased monthly coliform monitoring, a Red Operating permit, 
State Significant Non-Complier status and the possibility of imposing civil penalties. 



Washington State Department of Health Division of Drinking Water 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
Last Meeting Date: December 06,2004 Name of the Contact: JAY LEI 

GeneralTopicType: ROUTINE SANITARY Home Phone: 
SURVEY Work Phone: (253) 588-9107 

StaffMember: BRIAN BOYE, PHA Address: 10801 Pacific Hwy SW 
City: Tacoma 

System: VICTORY MOTEL Contact: JAY LEI 
PWS ID: 917174 Day Phone: (253) 588-9107 
County: PIERCE COUNTY Address: 10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
Group: GROUP A City: TACOMA 

System Type: TRANSIENT NON-COMMUNITY State: WASHINGTON 
Res Conns: 1 Postal Code: 98499 

SUMMARY OF CONVERSATION 

12-6-04 1 called this water system and left a message with the receptionist for Jay 
Lei, the owner. I explained that there was no basis for reclassifying this system 
from a Group A Transient Non-Community to a Group B public water system. 
Previous conversations I had with + m a d  m e g e l i e v e  he would be providing 

W FI) form that ___- S ~ C ~ O T -  - ----- - --- 
o e ~ o t e t W S  was as a group B. Shasta 

tation fibm ~ayLel."---- -- 

Jay Lei has refused to schedule a routine sanitary survey with Michelle Cox, 
~ a c o m a - ~ i e m n t y  Health Dept., claiming that there was a survey done in 
2002. This did not turn out to be the case. Then he claimed that this WS was 
incorrectly classified and should not be surveyed as a Group B. The TPCHD did 
not agree. time, he told me he would send a new WFI to Shasta Guinn 
d i r e c t J L L . h ' m _ h a e n e d .  Repeated calls to the ~ i c ~ 0 t ~ t - B ~  6oTh 
SfiasTa G. and Brian ~6jG-not been successful in either reaching directly or 
receiving a call back. Based on current information there is no basis for changing 
this water system from a Group A to a Group 6 and therefore no reason to drop 
the requirement for a routine survey. 

Page 1 of 1 



December 10,2000 

Brian Boye 
Office of Drinking Water 

. . ,  

Mr ~ f l h n  r:? , poye. 
2Aij- y: 

I donyd$;bw -i,.y- ,- what the matter is with you and the health department. The inspection was 
done i q p r  2000 I cannot believe you and your department do not have any record of it 

r I*%: 
If noqypruand at least one person in your depanoient should have a memory of it You 
are th{akf$~n-1 talked with in  2000 You are tlie one who suggested I contact Mr Porter 
How is it possible tl~ar you have 11" i ~ i z t n u ~  y oi' i t  at  dl17 And wliy not TI IE  OTHER 
PERSON stands up and tells the rest tliat HE did tlie i~lspectiolil 

You stated in your letter that 1 brought u p  two reasoils why a survey is not required, but 
you knew very well tliat i t  had never been a requirenient issue The requirement issue had 
never come up until you repeatedly used the words. "regulation" atid "enforcement" i n  
tile last few weeks. Your repeated use of these words prompted me to look into the 
regulations. 1 then discovered tny systeni was misclassified and started requesting Ms 
Guitin for an update Out of my respect to you. I sent you a courtesy note informing you 
about my request What followed were a tlurry of plio~ie calls froni you and her, but no 
forms. As,of yet, I s~ill have not received update fornis 

In t h a t ~ s q e  letter of Dec 6, you also stated "This water system was determined to be a 
Group A on May 14. 1996. So far you liave not provided a docunielltatio~i to support a 
change back to Group B " What is i t  o ~ i  tlie earth that niade you say sumething like tIi1s7 
Did you ever ask me  to provide dr)cumeritation for a change? Did you ever advice nle for 
a possjgjlity of change'? Even after I requested for a change, did you or Ms Guinn ever 
send n-]&the forms? And what role did you play for Ms Guinn not sending the forms' For 
a govehrirent official to twist tliiligs like this in order to force 011 an agenda whereas the 
agend,$wzts-wrong to start with is totally incu~iipreherlsible to me, not to niention you had 
lon+reay6mplislied I that t~ispection 

Victory Motel 



December 14,2004 
----.--I_ 

VICTORY MOTEL, 
ATTN JAY LEI 

10801 PACIFIC HW-Y S W  

TACOMA WA 98499 

Subject: Victory Motel Water System (ID# 91 71 74) 
Pierce Co~lnly 
Classification to Group A Transient Non-Community (TNC) 

Dear Jay Lei, 

I am writing to respond to your letter of inquiry dated December 1 ,  2004. I have attached 
the Water Facilities Inventory (WFI) form in response to your request. 

Please note that the Victor?, Mole1 Wntei* Sllstern is classified as a Group A Transient 
Non-Community (TNC) system due to the following: 

r The system serves an average of twenty-five (25) or more visitors per day. 
r The system serves at least 15 active connections. 

If you have further questions regarding the classification status of the your system, please 
contact me at (253) 395-6774. I can also be reached via e-mail at 
shasta.guinn@,doh, wa.pov. 

Good luck to you and Vietoy)) h4etel Wnter Systern 

Sincerely, /I 

~ h a s t a  Guinn 
Northwest Drinking Water Operations 

Enclosures: WFI fonn & Instructions 



December 13, 2004,/* 
2 

--.. - - - - 
-3qt;.& -.----- 

Cvictciiy - ~ u l ' l . 3  1- 

10801 Pac' w 
Tacoma, WA 98499 
Tel. (253)588-9 107 

Derek IJell, 
Assistant Regional Manager 
Office of Drjnking Water 
Washington State Department of Health 
20435 73"" Ave S Suite 200 
Kent, Washington 98032 

Dear Mr. Pel1 

1 an1 deeply disturbed and angered by tlie way Mr. Brian Boye ha~~dles things. Enclosed 
please find a letter I inte~~ded to se~ld to  hini .  Aiier pi~tting it aside for two days, I still 
don't see ally seasol1 iu cha~lgt: the tolie of this letter. 111 u spirit o f  cuoperario~~, 1 an1 
sending you tliis letter instead. If you have any questiorls, 1 can be reached at the above 
phone and address. 



January 13,2005 

VICTORY MOTEL 
ATTN JAY LEI 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA WA 98499 

Subject: Victory Motel Water System (ID# 917174) 
Pierce Cc\inty 
Group A Transient Non-Community (TNC) Classification 

Dear Jay Lei, 

Thank you for submitting the Water Facilities Inventory (WFI) form for the Victory 
Motel Water System. I have attached an updated WFI form, which indicates the changes 
that you requested. 

Please note that your system is classified as a Group A Transient Non-Community (TNC) 
system due to the fact that it serves at least 15 active connections. 

If you have further questions regarding the classification status of the your system, please 
contact me at (253) 395-6774. I can also be reached via e-mail at 
shasta.nuinn@doh, wa.gov. 

Shasta Guinn 
Northwest Drinking Water Operations 

Enclosures: WFI form & Instructions 

cc: Tacoma/Pierce County Health Department 
John Ryding, DOH 
Derek Pell, DOH 
Brian Boye, DOH 



WATER FACILITIES INVENTORY (WFI) FORM Updated uuaf lerJ 12i2912004 

ONE FORM PER SYSTEM Printed 0110412005 
WFI Prlnted For On-Demand 

Submlss~on Reason Annual Update 

JAY LEI [OWNER] 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA, WA 98499 

RETURN TO: Northwest Regional Office, 20435 72nd Ave S STE 200, Kent, WA, 98032 

LEI, JIANGONG (JAY) & YUMEl PAN 
ATTN VICTORY MOTEL 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA, WA 98499 

5. TYPE 

I 11, SATELLITE MANAGEMENT AGENCY SMA (check only one) I 

4. GROUP 

STREET ADDRESS IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE 

ATTN 

ADDRESS 
CITY STATE ZIP 

9. 24 HOUR PRIMARY CONTACT INFORMATION 

Primary Contact Daytime Phone: (253) 588-91 07 
Primary Contact MobilelCell Phone: 

Primary Contact Evening Phone: 

Fax: I E-mail: 

$I Not applicable (Sk~p to #12) 

Owned and Maqaged SMA NAME SMA Number: 
Manaaed Only 

3. COUNTY 1. SYSTEM ID NO. 

Owned Only 

12, WATER SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS (mark ALL that apply) 

2. SYSTEM NAME 

91 717 4 

STREET ADDRESS IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE 
ATTN 

ADDRESS 

CITY STATE ZIP 

10. OWNER CONTACT INFORMATION 

Owner Daytime Phone: 

Owner MobilelCell Phone: 

Owner Evening Phone: 

VICTORY MOTEL 

Fax: 

TNC P I E R C E  

6. PRIMARY CONTACT NAME 8 MAILING ADDRESS 

Emai l :  

n ~ ~ r i c u l t u r a l  Hosp~Ial~Cl~nic O ~ e s ~ d e r t ~ a i  
n ~ o m m e r c i a l  Bus~ness lndustnal n ~ c h o o l  
n ~ a ~  Care L~censed Residentla1 Facility n ~ e m p o r a r ~  'arm Worker 
OFOOO Se~~ce IFood  Perm11 Lodglng M o t h e r  (church  re stallon etc I 

01,000 or more person eveit for 2 or more days per year Recreational 1 RV Park 

A 

7. OWNER NAME MAILING ADDRESS 1 8, Owner Number 006292 

13. WATER SYSTEM OWNERSHIP (mark only one) 

O ~ s s o c ~ a t l o n  county Investor q Special D~str~ct 

O ~ i t y  i Town Federal ~ r ~ v a t e  state 

14. STORAGE CAPAL IT~  (gallons) 

0 I 
15 

k 
.a 

5 
2 
0 

V) 

SO1 

)OH 331-01 1 (Rev 06103) Sentry DOH Water Sys tem Copy Page 1 

16 
SOURCE NAME 

LIST UTILITY'S NAME FOR SOURCE 
AND WELL TAG ID NUMBER. 

Example: WELL #1 XYZ456 

IF SOURCE IS PURCHASED OR INTERTIED, 
LIST SELLER'S NAME 
Example: SEATTLE 

WELL 

17 18 19 2 21 22 23 24 
INTERTIE SOURCE CATAGORY USE 0 TREATMENT DEPTH SOURCE LOCATION 

f! > E 
6 

a 4 w 8 V) w Z 

INTERTIE u 

ID 
NUMBER 

X X X 80 15 SESE 01191u02E j  - 

t 
II 
2- 



WATER FACILITIES INVENTORY (WFI) FORM - Continued 
I. SYSTEM ID NO. 1 2. SYSTEM NAME ( 3. COUNTY ( 4. GROUP / 5. TYPE 

91717 4 . 1 VICTORY MOTEL \PIERCE A TNC 
I I I 

I ACTIVE SERVICE DOH USE ONLY' DOH USE ONLY! 
CONNECTIONS I CALCULATED I APPRCVED 1 

25. SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES (How many of the following do you have?) 
A. Lu; 'me  S i g e  Family ses~dences (%cupled 160 days of more oer ye%) 

B 3 a r  ' rle  5119 e :ali,ly ?es~dences (Gccdplea jess Iran 11: aays oer year, 

A. A ~ a r . ~ r e i l i 3 ~  13 rgs cond~s, dilplexes OarracKs dorms 

B, iu.l - qes&r.~,sl ~4 ' : s  I? Ihe Apaflmen!~. ~ o n d o s  3up1exes a r m s  !na! are X c ~ p l e d  more !ha? 160 cays year 

C. Pa? TI'RI ?es~denlia, Ullils ,r LPe 4pannenl  Coccos. Duplexes. Dorms Ibal are occ~pied less !.hag '30 days year 

Update Change 0 Update - No Change Inactivate Re-Activate Name Change New System Other 

36. 1 certify that the information stated o n  this WFI form is correct to the best of my knowledge. 

26. MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS (How many of the following do you have?) 
I 

0 
1 
c 

0 
0 
0 

( A How man" restdents are served bv lh~s svstem 180 or more days per year? -- 3 - I 

SIGNATURE: DATE: 

PRINT NAME: TITLE: 

17 
( .> 

ACT!'JE CONNFCT ONS 1 
1 I Undeterm~ned 

nnu ??I  ni  r fDn,, ncmw Sentrv DOH Water System Copy Paoe 2 

0 
17 
18 

27. NON-RESIDENTIAL CONNECTIONS (How many of the following do you have?) 

APR MAY 

1 29. FULL-TIME RESIDENTIAL POPULATION 1 

A. Rec'eal~onal Services :Campstres. RV S:es. S D ~ ~ O I S  elc.: 

B. Irs::~tlo?a Cmmerc~ai Business Schw! 3ay Care industr~al Sewces, elc 

1 28. TOTAL SERVICE CONNECTIONS 

MAR 30. PART-TIME RESIDENTIAL POPULATION - 
A. now many part-t~rne res~dents are present each month? 

0. How many days per month are they present7 

33. ROUTINE COLIFORM SCHEDULE 
* Requirement Is exception from WAC 246-290 

0 
17 

JUN 

34. NITRATE SCHEDULE 
(One Sample per source by time period) 

JAN JUL FEE 

35. Reason for Submitting WFI: 

QUARTERLY ANNUALLY 

SO1 

AUG 

ONCE EVERY 3 YEARS 

SEP OCT NOV DEC 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
20435 72nd Ave. S. , Suite 200, K17-12- Kent, Washington 98032 -2358 

April 8,2005 

Jay Lei 
Victory Motel 
10801 Pacific Hwy SW 
Tacoma WA 98499 

Subject: Victory Motel Water System ID#9 17 174, Pierce County 
Compliance with Notice of Violation for Sanitary Survey 

Dear Mr. Lei: 

In response to your emails to the Office of Drinking Water (ODW) on March 29,2005 and April 5,2005, 
I wanted to take this opportunity to clarify ODWs position regarding the issuance of a Notice of Violation 
(NOV) dated March 11, 2005 for your system's lack of sanitary survey (see NOV) within the previous 
five years. ODW does not have any record of a sanitary survey at Victory Motel water system. 

According to our records and based on the Water Facilities Inventory (WFI) form submitted by your 
system on Victory Motel is classified as a Group A transient non-community public water system and as 
such is required to submit to a sanitary survey conducted by the department (ODW) or the department's 
designee. 

In your email you requested a hearing with the ODW. The formal hearing process is called an 
adjudicative proceeding and is governed by chapter 246-10 WAC. The issuance of an NOV for failure to 
comply with the sanitary survey requirements is not something that may be appealed through this formal 
process. In an effort to clarify the ODW's requirements and to offer you an opportunity for us to discuss 
your concerns, ODW would like to schedule a meeting at your convenience. 

Please contact me at (253) 395-6772 and we can arrange this meeting and determine who should be in 
attendance. 

Sincerely, - 

~ngrid~almon * 

Regional Compliance Manager 
Northwest Drinking Water Operations 

cc: Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department 
Brian Boye, ODW 
Bob James, Manager, ODW 
Ellen Haars, Department of Health - Transient Accommodations 



March 29, 2005 

Ms. Ingrin Salmon 
Department of Health 
20435 72nd Ave S. Suite 300, K 1 7- 12 
Kent WA 98033-2358 

Ref: Sanitary Survey 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

1 am writing in response to your NOV on sanitaq. survey issue. I would like to request a 
hearing with your department. The evidence on this issue is not one piece of document. 
but involves multiple people and their memories. There are also other serioi~s problems 
on this. At the hearing. 1 rvould like the presence of officials outside the health 
department. 

Please also ad\'ise what your grievance procedure is. I need to file an official complai~lt 
as well. 

Jay Lei 
Victory Motel 



April 5,2005 

Department of Health 
20435 72nd Ave S, Suite 200, K17-12 
Kent WA 98032-2358 

Ref Sanitary Survey 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

Thanks for your email response to my request of last week. 

I am not requesting to start a grievance procedure on NOV. I am requesting a hearing 
since the evidence you requested is not in the form of a document that can be sent to you. 
Only a hearing can bring the truth out. 

I did however ask what the correct complaint procedure is with your department in my 
last email. I want to file an official complaint, but this is a separate issue. 

I hope this letter clears the confusion. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Lei 
Victory Motel 



May 18.2005 

Memorandum: May 18,2005 Meeting (:Bob James. Ingrid Salmon. Brad Harp, Michelle 
Cox and Jay Lei) 

Ms. Salmon introd,uced herself. other people and the meeting started. Mr. James talked 
about how the sanitary survey program got started. Most group A pweyors  responded. 
some didn't, There is no evidence that Mr. Lei's system was surveyed. 

Mr. Lei said that he responded. Ms. Cox then commented: Mr. Lei responded bm refused 
to do the survey." More comments followed h m  other parties. Mr. Lei mentioned the 
name of Brian Boye, Gary Porter and Michelle Cox and Diana whom he conversed on 
this issue in year 2000 as  well as the approximate time the health department personnel 
did the survey. Mr. LA pointed out he did not ha\ e hard evidence in the fc>rm of a report 
or receipt, but he resented the fact that someone in the health department suggested he 
was lying. He said he was willing to put himself under a lie detector but would challenge 
department oficials the same. 

Mr. Lei started to recount &.hat happened since he received the first letter from Ms. Cox. 
At some point, Mr. Lei said between the time he received his first letter from Ms. Cox 
and February 2004 letter from Mr. Boye. he received only informational letter. but didn't 
receive any specific letter like the one from Mr. b y e  that points out his system has not 
be surveyed. Mr. James then took out a letter with Mr. Lei's name on it and asked if he 
consider this a specific letter. Mr. Lei said he noticed his name was on the letter and said 
if the contents suggested specif c then it was specific, but he didn't recall receik ing any 
specific letter between the two times. At that point. Mr. Harp got agitated. He took out a 
pile of paper and said his department sent him letter after letter. How did he say he didn't 
receive them! Mr. Harp further asked if Mr. Lei was suggesting his department didn't do 
its job. Mr. Lei responded that he apparently offended Mr. Harp. but he said he 
understood that every department head dislike hearing comments suggestive of criticism 
of his office and he repeated that he didn't say he didn't recei\,e any letter. He just didn't 
receive specific letters like that of February of 1004 that told him his system was  not 
surveyed. Someone suggested giving Mr. Lei a copy of those Iettcrs. Ms. Cox uent out 
and came back with some papers in hand. perhaps copies of those letters. 

Ms. Salmon said even if Mr. Lei's system was sunleyed. the new five-year period was up 
and Mr. Lei should schedule a survey. Mr. Lei said he was uilling to do a neu survey if it 
would be counted io the new period. He said he already expressed this in one of his 
letters. Ms. Salmon then asked when he would schedule it. Mr. James also commented 
that it should happen quickly. Ak. Lei then pointed out a new problem. Mr. Lei said he 
didn't discover this problem until he was forced to look into the RCW and he planned to 
address this issue separately in a different time. He said suggesting the Department screw 
up would make things worse. but he would say it no\v. He said his system should never 
be classified Group A, The first time mas a mistake: the second time was forced on him. 
When he discovered the misclassification and requested update form. for three weeks Ms. 
Quinn didn't send it to him. Mr. James said three weeks wasn't too long. Mr. Lei thcn 



commented he sent out two requests but still didn't receive the form. He received it only 
after he sent out thud letter, a complaint letter to Mr. Pell, and there were also multiple 
phone calls from Mr. Boye and Ms. Quinn during the priod but no forms. Mr. Lei said 
something was going on behind the door of the health department. Mr. James said there 
was no conspiracy in his department. Mr. Lei commented that he didn't say conspiracy 
but there was definitely a "colleague thing'. 

Mr. Lei further pointed out that before he requested WFl(the update form). he was a l ~ a y s  
told that the reason his system was classified Group A was that the number of people 
served was above B level, but after he requested WFI the department came up a new 
reason. %e 15 connections," Mr. Lei then read out a RCW section that showed the "1 5 
connections" was incorrect. Mr. James then pointed out that the state didn't do a good job 
clarifjfing the law. He took out a fderal EPA book and pointed out a section to Mr. Lei 
regarding the 15 comections. Mr. Lei requested a copy. Ms. Cox went out. ?hen she 
came back with a volume of book Mr. James said that was an old book Mr. James said 
the classification was based on the information provided by Mr. Lei and un\*erified. Mr. 
Lei said he welcome the department to verity it. Someone suggested that. if Mr. Lei's 
system was not Group A. what happens. Ms. Cox said the county would regulate him and 
it will verify him. 

Mr. James said he expected Mr. Lei to schedule a suwey or ghre response to the federal 
law tfiat he quoted him earlier. Ms. Salmon asked when she could expect a response from 
Mr. Lei. Mr. Lei said about two or three weeks. Ms. Cox said the county would charge 
$400 and the county wouldn't waive the fee. Mr. Lei commented that Mr. Porter said 
before that he would consider. The meeting was winding down. Mr. Lei hroiced his 
concern He said he never questioned the health department and he never felt the need to 
check the law. He said he was forced step by step to do so. Now everyone is pumped up, 
he felt he would have a very difficult time in the future whether the state or county 
regulates him. He voiced his concern couple of times. There mas no comments from the 
others. The meeting ended there. 

Mr. Lei left without a copy of Federal EPA law and the letters referenced in the meeting. 
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111~n)~ Hotmail" 
~ki@~hoCmail.com Frinteb: Thursday, June 9, 2205 10:51 AM 

m: h l e i < ~ . c o m >  

sent : l?nmhy, May 6, M05 10: 16 AM 

TO : ~ngrkf.~almon@m.WAGW, B o ~ ~ . W A G O V ,  bharp@tpchd.org, MCox@tpdul.org 
subject: MemorandumforMay18Meeting 

L!$ Attachment : MemorandrnfwMayl8Meethg.doc (0.02 MB) 

May 19,2005 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

Endosed @ease find the men#xandum whim I wrote yesterday after the meeting. I kkw I mvered the most key 
points we d i .  If any member of the meeting would like to add or make cwrcxbons, please feel free to do so 
and send me a copy aftemrards. 



Page 1 of 1 

Main Identity 

From: "leo lei" <leolei@hotrnail.com> 
To: cIngrid.Salrnon@DOH.WA.GOV> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31,2005 8:18 PM 
Subject: My response to title 42, chapter 6a, subchapter XII, part a, section 300f 

May 3 1,2005 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

Thank you for sending me a complete copy of the documents on file at the health department about my 
water pump and a copy of the federal regulation: Title 42, Chapter 6A, Subchapter XII, Part A, Section 
300f. I reviewed the section of the federal regulation that you sent to me. I am now writing to respond to 
that section as I promised in the meeting. 

Mr. James quoted that section of the federal law when I argued the new reason that the State used to put 
my water pump into Group A was incorrect. Specifically, he pointed to this section of the federal law 
when I read out a WAC section showing " 15 or more connections" applies only to community 
residential connections used by year-round residents. Under this context, I believe Mr. James was trying 
to show me that the federal law section did a better job in the classification of my water pump into 
Group A public water system. 

7 

However, the federal law section that Mr. James referenced and you sent to me does not define Group A 
or Group B at all. It simply refers to public water system in general. I continue to believe that the state 
erred in this classification. My water pump should be classified as Group B in stead of Group A. 

If you have any further quote fiom the federal law that shows my pump should be Group A, please send 
me a copy of that quote. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Lei 



Page 1 of 1 

From: "Salmon, Ingrid" <Ingrid.Salmon@DOH.WA.GOV> 
To: "'leo lei"' <leolei@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 06,2005 11 :55 AM 
Subject: RE: Does the doc you sent to me include 

Hello Mr. Lei, 

It i memory that Brad Harp had assembled all letters regard~ng the requirement to have a sanitary suwey that 
&e ueGartment of Heallti or Pierce CounG-had s e n t ~ t ~ p l - e s ~ l ~ E r S ~ o u 1 d - ~ l t  tjC iiiCKi?ded in the 
_-,- copies that -- b----------------------- - --- ---- -,---- -- 

Please let me know if you have any questions 

Sincerely, 

Ingrid Salmon 

From: leo lei [mailto:leolei@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2005 9:10 PM 
To: Ingrid.Salmon@DOH.WA.GOV 
Subject: Does the doc you sent to me include 

May 3 1,2005 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

I would like to thank you again for sending me the documents referenced in my earlier email. I would 
like to know if those documents include the letters Mr. Harp referenced in the meeting. 

During that meeting Mr. Harp flashed a pile of paper in the air and told me they sent me letter after 
letter ... Someone (I believe it was you) then suggested they give me a copy of those letters. I saw Ms. 
Cox went out and came back with the copies, but they didn't give them to me. When the meeting ended, 
Mr. Harp immediately came over, shook my hand, and showed me to the door. As a result, I didn't have 
a chance to ask for them either. 

I went to the county health department this morning, and asked to see Ms. Cox or Mr. Harp and asked 
for the copies. The lady in the fiont went in for 10 minutes. When she came out, she said Ms. Cox was 
out and Mr. Harp was heading to a meeting. She asked me to write down what I want and they would 
send them to me in the mail. If your mailing does not include copies of those letters, I will contact them 
again and contact them in writing. Please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Lei 



June 8,2005 

jay Lei 
10801 Pacific Hwy Sw 
Tacoma, WA !%I99 
Tel: (253) 588-91 07 

Govwrrrn Christine GKtgoire 
Office of &e &&-emor 
PO Box 40002 
Olyapia WA 98506-6002 

Dear b m r  Gregoire: 

I am writing ro report a seriacrs problem in the ststhe d county heath tiepunens and 
q u e s t  in%rstiga.ions. P& inrerest, bur- as well as j&y and conflicts . . 
between EQ two o q p w m m s  render the sy stom completely d i s h -  in this case. 
The aiypizations have reol mecharism to can- problems among rfurmselves. Even a 
snallem mor nms a full cotrase to its u-orst ad and, in its course, the truth is distorted 
law is viahed, and wont of all our d e m d  principle is dixarkb, 

In year 2000,l received a Iewr from the Pierce County H d t h  Depammt as- for zt 

sasitary inspection ost my ~-;varer pump imd a fee of $3 70. Fur economic reason I 
rapest& a f e  w e e r .  Then a p p r o x d l y  a week afrer E sent out the request. a M t h  
drtparMent officid came and ins* the pump. HOWEVER, four vears later in 2004, 
the Sme W t h  Depammr: suddenly inform4 me that the i n s p e c z b  was not done and 
wanted umber inspection and fee. 

No matter w M  I tried to ten them, tbe m e  insisted that my pump  its not inspected and 
demanded =evidence or enforcement. I don't h o w  urhar happened betu zen the two 
organktio~~~. No one stem forward to admit the inspection, nm was here anyone in 
either depaament willing w tell trurh. At the b q h h g  I though i t uas just someone 
f d l  of nsgarive career impact, but swn 1 realized there w x  much more to i t  During 
one of& many phone conversations ~ i i h  a State DOH oflkial, the official told me that 
!hw didn't charge a fix. It was the cmmty and "the cmmy wamed to keep a portion of 
the money" that was supposed to go to the priv* tkird party inspector. A another time, 
that same o f f i d  A d  that tbe c m t y  was sup& to do certain things but it didn't do it 
and asked me ao take initiative. %'hat is more &ing and disheartcsring to me was 
DOH'S flat a d  purposefd dmkl of existence of any circumstadffial firid- and 
convecaims in 2000 including the above-mc3ttioned written request! 

As ridiculous as it mas, I received a Notice of Vidation for health department's error in 
not documenting rk inspection! 



On May Hi, I went to meet with w e  -end county health ~&zcials, Strangely, 
the very ihcmmnbwhse existence that DOI-3 hd denied surfaced Counq H a h h  
Departmem had a tom. M mrhing could make a dfhmce anymore. The two 
& z p m e a s  bad locked in chek positions and each eyed as the o-. No one was ~liUing 
rn a&& q mistakes. A slight suggestion of someone rmde a ~nistake caused a 
dqmtmea bead to jump up to v i g m d y  defend his depamnat T k  were too much 
self-in- too much departmental heres  and too many egos amoag the managers of 
&me deprtmmts. T k  was only om solution: M is to let the error conum d tbrce 
the h o c a t  p m n  to a c c q  &r i n s w o n .  Once accepted d done, no orre in 
either depas%mmt would have to admit rhe error. 

For your judgexnt I am attaching a of the meeting, ~ c ~ h  I u~ote oo Ihe same 
day. The d>mmks and debares me apparent and 1 won't f h h e r  dabom on it. 

I must &so point out that the two organizations were wt jtm jxssively defensive. 'fiq 
wse also active. in NoverebKI. 2004 in the midst of& this conhion a d  MITs h g r  
pddng, I disoovered &at &e DOH erred in the c h f i w i o n  of my pump ineo Group A 
Warer S y s m  and reclassification W e v e r ,  for thee weeks, DOH did nut 
send nrr the update (WW i'c#an. Instead, they chose ts call me. Calls came from rao 
different pawns at DOH aed c e ~ f i ~  shortly one after mother. then again the following 
day, and ag& s b n i y  one after anatkier. During this perid there were also calls fiom 
Joe Purdy, a private individual who wanled the inspection jab. 

I Wt know wh;tt was going on W the doors of the Mtb departments. All I 
knew was tha people at the hdxh depamnents were e x p e n d  m choosq 
telephone as amediurn when h y  didn't uant to leave evidences. This was probably 
whit bappewd in year 2000, which caused today's p m b .  

After &vkg all these phone calls without forms, I smt w a second Leuer, then again a 
third lettier qdoning  why DQlH didn't send me the h m  After the third letter, I W y  
d v a r t  the f o m  Unfortma&y, DOH was determrnsd to put me into Group A a& 
de@mkd  to make me accc2pt another inspec&c)ff. Came uith the form wm a m- 
sugarneat For the f~st tjme in the him of my waxr pump, IXl4-l argued that my pump 
w a s  classifid as Group A bemuse it had more than 15 corntiom". 

I soon discovered that the '15 connections" &as a bogus reason and ir didn'r apply to my 
pump r aff I pointed this out &ring the May 1 meeting, bui like thar r r q q  
which e v d i y  surfaced in the meting, nothing would make a difference a. The 

dqwtments were determid to go to extreme to protect tbeir own herests and their 
mangers' egos. Rather than b m e d d e l y  stop mmipuhion, they cbose PO conrinue put 
their wm inrenzas above &e bw, continue ro manipulate evidence, d continue to apply 
the law selectively, tmfa&&lly and retaliamrily. At this very m n t ,  IlMnipiilations are 

umtinuinp- They d y  become more aggressive and more reckless as they continue. E 
b e  many more &Is about the p'd9m1 and the two deps9.tments1 manipulations. I 
ako have evidences that someone have committed a fraud. Before this p r o b  
explode and mix problems oclw that hurt the pub&, they must be stoppod The 



current setup be%wm thr: nvo o ~ o m  and their mamges' ego will not allow 
problem to be resolved in$edly.  They must be dealt uith externally. ff j-w need more 
k~$manion, 1 can be reached at the above address and phone number. 

Fdy, 1 would like to voice a concern. i have bag ken disappointed by the two 
depammss' 6 . v c  and coercive behaviors, and kave w a x e d  to report lhem but 
fear stopped me. NOW 1 have requested investigation, retafiakm is ma\ oidabls. One 
hdth deptmenl official had d ~ d y  threatened to %qplate me and ven@ me." f slm 

d n g  on the szate to protect its cii.itizms and insure laws are fairly and faithiijlly 
applied. 

C 

Enclosure: Email 9nd May I meeting s u m m q  





July 10,2005 

Jay Lei 
lOSOl Pacific &y Sw 
Tac~na, WA 98499 

Derrise Addom Clifford, Direax 
W ~ n ~ D e ~ o f H e a h &  
Office of Dridiqg watet 
W Market Industrial Campus, Bldg. 3, Box 47822 
Olympia, W A  98504-7822 

I would Eke to dm& y m  for x e s p o e  to my letter k, Governor Gregoire. =@II 

Yam 1- of June 29 fixweson of Group A cbsSmha If you believe this 
is- isw.b-you are misled by your nafE The e - m  issue didn't && 
u p ~ m ~ ~ v e f l r k s t a g e o f t h e ~ . ~ I m ~ ~ b y y ~ ~ t u ,  
prove my iammce, I would neva hrrw: researched tbe law and d i m  tbe m r .  

Also, L &cased the misc- with your deparment w d occasions after I 
dimwed it No one asked for a wrim justification, If your depmmmt believe now 
that 1 d to provide a written jtlsdficatlon, I will be willbig &P try one more time, but 

I w r i t e d o w n w i ~ ~ k ~ n o t a l r e a d y k n o w n b y y u r ~  

It d d  like to plead ycm again that the main issue is the classitidon and that ~ C R B :  

d e p p i l t  take the isme seriously. I have mamy details and evickmm and can be 
rea~hed at 253-588-91 07 or hki@ if you let the problems p w f  senday 
somethingmcwe &olls will happar, 

Cc: Ctnisdne Grqgoire, Governor 
Janice Adair* Assistant Secretary, DO)i 



August 3,2005 

Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific Highway South 
Tacoma, Washington 98499 

Dear Mr. Lei: 

I want to thank you once again for alerting Governor Gregoire and me to your recent 
experiences with the Department of Health Office of Drinking Water and the Tacoma- 
Pierce County Health Department. 

Let me assure you that we do take your CO- seriously. I am m n a l t y  following up 
~ ~ i i r e  about what h z  trampired, and will contact you at the number 

- 
_----4_- 

you provided If I need - more information. 

Meanwhile, it is time to schedule a sanitary survey (inspection) for the Victory Motel. I 
urge you to contact Derek Pel1 in our Northwest Regional office to get this scheduled His 
phone number is (253) 395-6763. 

If - .  your motel has fewer than 1 5 service connections (each hotel room is equal to one - - - - -  
s e m m c r i t e r i a  -- - -__ ___ -_ __ - 

for a federally-AGlated - - -- -- - - 
&up A water ~~~tixyo~ are ~e~cornk Gksed& docume;nnwi0ri &ut the number of - 
&See co-sdiat at a wmo . d that you- 
I - -----_ __-.. 

m i o i i  ~~~~~~~~~~r to waive your 
mi7requirement. 

Again, d.lank you for sharing your concerns with us. We look forward to working with 
you to help you provide safe and reliable water to customers of the Victory Motel. 

Sincerely, 

Denise Addotta Clifford 
Director, Office of Drinking Water 

cc: Janice Adair, Assistant Secretary, DOH 



August 28,2005 

WG 
10801 J?hSc Hwy Sw 
Tacoma,WA%499 . 

Wse Addotta Clifford, D k e m ~  
Washgmn State Department ofHeaIth 
oikeog-g water 
New MarL.9t indnstriat Campus, Bldg. 3, &EX 47822 
OlymphS WA98504-7822 

Dear Ms CMard: 

Your fetter ofAugust 3,2005rttade it impossibleforme~respondtoyouon.the issueof 
my water pusup t&ssXcation. I suggest &at you ask the court to a d w e  a ckisha 



Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific Hwy Sw 
Tacoma, WA 98499 

Governor Cfhriszine Gregok 
Office of thr: Governor 
PO Box 4 W 2  
Ofjnpia, WA 98504-0002 

f sent you a letter on Jwe 9,2005 with regards tu the swe and mmty h d t h  departmeat 
probtems. f would like to take this o p p o d t y  tc, express my &tanks to you for 
f o w a r e  the letta to the state health dqwtment. However. six months have passed- f 
sill have not seen any sign of an investigation 

I received two t&rs from the state Wth i iqwmeet  a k r  you fo~warded mine. T%e first 
one (see attached) didn't m d o n  the dqm-ment's problem ax all. The second, seemed 
benip, but stiff co- on -an issue other thaa its own {&so see atiached). As of 
today, the heal& deparmertt still hits not d e d  me, m r  has it shwn my interest in 
knowing its problems and improving wo& 

As you know fium my June 8' orrespondem, The whole problem staned when a M t h  
-t official Med tr, file a report on the inspection of my wata punrp, an  OF 

caused by conflicting intensis and kimam-ies between the nvo departments and 
by their managers' egos. It has mthing w do with the "1 5 - u 3 m h n  issue 

referewed In these two letters. However in the two Iette~s, fhe h f f h  &palm& wt only 
focused on I& connection issue, dso in a &@y ftkndly language challenged me 
to produce documents to ptre my mote1 has less b n  15 connections. It also said ?hat I 
had c~aimed less tfiztn 15 cmmxtions, but wanted a proof. 

These statements are exxreme1y puzzling, I have never said the mote1 has less tbm 15 
~~nnections. On the contrarily, 1 just recentiy requested ai#2 filed wi& the Mth 
d e m e n t  a WFI form, which sttctwed with my narne and signawe that my motel has 18 
comfiom. Not oniy did this v r t  s b w  18: mmions,  but a h  aU previous ones 
h m  the fast 10 years all comistendy showed f (3 txmnectiona It is difficult to b e k e  that 
the heat& department has forgotten this. Furhx, the health deptmxit last year i n t a ~ d y  
maneuvered events sunurnding the WFI filing (see my June gaietter on this). After 
maneuveFing, it sent me a riotice that my water pump remained class as a Group A 
pump due to the fist that it had more t f~m I5 caimectiom. 

ft %ems the health dejmtment stistill hasn't qnit playing games. It kmw my motel hsis more 
than 15 CO-ti-. It then pqoseIy asked me to prove the opposite. Doing so and 
refusing to discuss my o k  issues, it put me ingo an impossible situation, The oulome 



also seems to support &at. When I told ~k heal& dqxtment its letta made it impossible 
for rut: to respond to &em, i;t issued me a nommpfiance statiIs (a red permit). 

I had bped by alerting you the problems at the h d t h  dtqmment, the higb management 
at the department wutd be more ixmscious of its p b k m s .  trofortunately, it didn't. 

As you also know, the "I 5 - c o ~ o n n  issue is not a real issue In this matter. This issue 
was brought up by the health depamenr at a hrer time when I showed them there w-as an 
emw in the classification of my pump. A b ,  &er the Wth depammt came up wi& 
this excuse, I addnsxd it in two dif6erent occasions. During May 18& meeting, I quoted 
a WAC section t h  shows the "1 5 - c u d o m m  refers to conmiunity resideritid water 
systems and not a tnmsiern system like h e .  Aftez the meeting, f once again in an email 

tht: Mth department's & d v e  argument- 

Given all this, the M t b  departmm &y should have considad this b e  resolved. if 
it doesn't, and if it is M y  sincere a b u t  it, it should be willing to discuss it 
and trea~ it separately h m  its own problems. At the very minimum, it should provide a 
brief reWto my last response, However, it did none ofthese, and it rejec& my 
suggestiofi fbr a third paay adjudication, choosing instead to use its power to punish. 

f am extremely disappointed at tiK heattfi dqmmmq parwmkdy at its a b o v e - d d w  
continued activities- My letter has not made i~ more aware of its pbl- .  It only d e  it 
more aware ctf its taEdcs. I am mw more COB- that it muer admit mistakes. lt will 
only do everything in its power to make others pay tbr its em=. 

py Holidays, s-& ay Lei 

biosure: June 29& ktter from the heafth department 
My Jdy I plea 
August 31d letter from the health department 
My August 28" response to the h d t h  d- letter of August 3rd 



January 4,2006 

Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific hwy sw 
Tacoma WA 98499 

Governor Christine Gregoire 
Office of the Governor 
PO Box 40002 
Olympia, WA 98504-0002 

Dear Governor Gregoire: 

I am sorry to bother you again. Enclosedplease find two notices of violations from the ~~~GeGbe~~&~'Qird -- wh$-%G-jEijoired 
for both__mo@-apd the 

- --. -- --- - -- 
e artrnent should have ~SO@. 

--. 
- _  <-. -- 

These are unrelated to the problems I already reported to you. Since m j  current trouble -- 
with the health department was caused by a similar error, I a m - c o n c e r n e d ' f i ~ ~ i n t i n ~  - --L -A- - -  03 its mistakes may'leXii, & i i % i i i m 1  therefore wnte to you to avoid=% --. 
66iifiTEtZ6n'a &in'&~-ee'-t<h 'i-did indeed hlfilled the requirements. 

L. .  Victory Motel 



SPECTRA Laboratories 
2221 ROSS WAY TACOMA, W A  98421 

(253) 272-4850 FAX (253) 572-9838 

SPECTRA Laboratories 
2221 ROSS WAY TACOMA, WA 98421 

(253) 272-4850 FAX (253) 572-9838 

WATER BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS WATER BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 
c SAMPLE COLLECTION: READ INSTRUCTIONS ON BACK OF GOLDENROD COPY 1 ' SAMPLE COLLECTION: READ INSTRUCTIONS ON BACK OF GOLDENROD COPY 

If inst ruct ions are not fo l lowed,  s a m p l e  will b e  rejected. ! j If instructions are  not fo l lowed,  sample will b e  rejected. 

! I DATE COLLECTED I TIME COLLECTED 1 COUNTY NAME COUNTY NAME 

Y' f '  e' , ... 
/ 

DATE COLLECTED 
MONTH A YEAR 

141 /S/UX 
CIRCLE GROUF 

serve8 only 1 residence) 
B j (8srvss only 1 rssldencs) 

! 
IAME OF SYSTEM : NAMEOFSYSTEM, . 

rYPE OF SYSTEM I IF PUBLIC SYSTEM, COMPLE~E: 

TlME COLLECTED 

,I (3.. 0 I- 

o a M  ,WPM 

: 

i '  " . ,:fr ,/' */ r' ,.(* i;y .I.....'.'; 

PEClFlC LOCATION WHERE SAMPLE COLLEGTC TELEPHONE NO. 

.. EVENING ( 
;AMPLE COLLECTED BY: (Name) SYSTEM OWNEWMGR.: (Name) 

, <  
1 SURFACE 0 WELL or SPRING U PURCHASED or COMBINATION ! ,  a SURFACE 0 WELL or 0 SPRING 0 PURCHASED or C] COMBINATIO 

WELL FIE49 INTERTIE or OTHER : * .  I WELL FIELD INTERTIE or OTHER 
;END REPORT TO: (Print ~ u l l ' ~ a m e ,  Address and Zip Code) 1 j SEND REPORT TO: (Print Full Name, Address and Zip Code) 

i .  

: TYPEPF SYSTEM I IF PUBLIC SYSTEM, C~MPLETE. 

MONTH DAY YEAR 

,!/ /2fb!<: 

.j' WASHINGTON 

T Y P E ~ F  SAMPLE (check only one in this column) 

ROUTINE 0 Chlorinated (Residual: -Total - Free) 
0 Filtered 

) 0 Untreated or Other 
check treatment 

. 
-'- 

&AM O P M  

C3 REPEAT SAMPLE 
Previous coliform presence Lab # 

.. 
Date 1 1 

, 
,-\ .. 

1 ; . 7; ,,:.;!;,k.:' 
,.+I? 

a RAW SOURCE WATER Source # 0 Total Coliform 
3 NEW CONSTRUCTION or REPAIRS 0 Fecal Collform 
3 OTHER (Specify) 

-REMARKS: FORWARDED TO DEPT, OF HEALTH 

WASHINGTON 

TYPEAF SAMPLE (check only one in'this column) 
'ROUTINE U Chlor~nated (Res~dual ---Total -- Frc 

DRINKING WATER 0 Filtered 
F Untreated or Other 

check treatment 

I U REPEAT SAMPLE 

I Previous colitorm presence Lab # 

Date . I  

I RAW SOURCE WATER source # b] r] CI ~ o t a l  col i forr 
a NEW CONSTRUCTION or REPAIRS 3 Fecal Coliforr 

U OTHER (Specify)- 

REMARKS FORWARDED TO DEPT OC HEALTH 

C o l i f m s  absept, 
REPEAT Q E. Coll preserit P E. Coli absent 
s a w  ES 
RkQUfRlD O F m i  preeent Fecal absent 

OTHER kABOFl&WRY RESULTS 
TOTAL COLIFORM /toOrnl E. COLl / l  OOml 
FECAL COLIFORM l l O O m l  PLATE COUNT /ml 

ANOTHER SAMPLE REQUIRED 
SAMPLE NOT TESTED BECAUSE: TEST UWSUtTABLE BECAUSE 
a Sample too old a Confluent growth 
0 Wrong oontalner 0 TNTC 
0 Incomplete form 0 Turbid culture 
Ci - .. - - -- 0 Excess debris I 

SEE REVERSE SlDE OF GREEN COPY FOR EXPLANATION OF RESULTS 

LAB NO. DATE, TIME RECEIVED ~ECEIVED BY 

I I ~ / G X C @  !O - IS-n.r 
DATE RIEPOFTED I PAID 

I ! . 
---4 I 

While . D ~ H  Olympia Blue. Laboratory Green . Water Supplier Gold - DOH Regional 

0 UNSATffiFACTQFIY, Coliforms present ~ F A C T O ~ ~ !  
Coliforms abser 

REPEAT E. Coli present E. Coli absent 
SAMPLES 
REQUIRED a Fecal present 0 Fecal absent 

OTHER +$EW~ATORY RESULTS 
TOTAt COLIFORM 1 1  00mlf E. COLl/lOOml 
FECAL COLIFORM 2 1  00ml PLATE COUNT /ml 

ANOTHER SAMPLE REQUIRED 
SAMPLE NOT TESTED BECAUSE* TEST UNSUITABLE BECAUSE: 

a Sample too old 0 Confluent growth 
Wrong container TNTC 

U Incomplete form Turb~d culture 
0 0 Excess debns 

SEE REVERSE SIDE OF GREEN COPY FOR EXPLANATION OF RESULTS 

LAB NO :,-I _DATE, TIME RECEIVED I RECEIVED E 

8  - $ 7  . 7w B . ' \ - , ' J  , 
DATE REPORTED PAID 

I --A"-."-- 

White . DOH Olyrnpla Blue - Laboratory Greon . Waler Suppl~er Gold . DOH Reglono 



February 7,2006 

Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific Hwy SW 
Tacoma WA 98499 

Janice Adair 
Assistant Secretary 
Washington State Department of Health 
Division of Environmental Health 
PO Box 47820 
Olympia, WA 98504-7820 

Dear Ms. Adair: , 

Thank you very much for your letter of January 17,2006. Thank you also for asking Ms. 
Thorp to call me. 

I have carefully reviewed the documents you enclosed in your letter and believe the quote 
is incorrect. I called Ms. Thorp. She was not available. Due t o 3 c o m p M  of the law. 
I propose to ,.-.L_..- meet with _ _ thepenon in your department w b  has advised on this issue andd -. --.,- -------- ---- \ ,-\ -"lr'-- --------- 
a i % K i e  the law.~I_willlresent as well as listen carehllyto h~s/her arguments in the 

.-.-- - - - =  * -  - -.-- -- .- _ _ _ .-_--I--- .--- _ --__ _- _ _ _ _  _ %mg. 
The health department' handling of the water pump issue disappointed me to the pint  
where I believed the only solution would be an external solution, but I noticed the 
difference in your letter and tnily appreciated your willingness to listen. 13erefor-e 
separately propose a>eetin_g with you where 1 will provide facts and exganation to the 
i--- - -_- -- ___ --- -- - -\-- --. - -----, 
p r o b l a F f o u  come to the m & t i ~ t E l y ~ ' o p G n ~ i n G d .  you will easily see theysource of 
hi p%&m yourself and find a solution. 

The problem has developed to this level. I believe personal meetings are necessary, but I 
am open to alternative suggestions. 



February 23,2006 . 
Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific Hwy. S W  
Tacoma WA 98499 

Janice Adair 
Assistant Secretary 
Washington State Department of Health 
Division of Environmental Health 
PO Box 47820 
Olympia, WA 98504-7820 

Dear Ms. Adair: 

I received yet another notice of violations on top of the October and November 
violations. It informs that, due to "my failure to conduct sanitary survey," my water test 
requirement was irlcreased to 5 tests per month and notifies that violations occurred again 
in December and January due to that increase. 

Whether this is retaliation or an effort to justify the department's October and November 
errors, you are in a better position to judge it than me. The last notice I had from your 
department asks for one test every three months. Now all of a sudden, the requirement 
increased 15 times and violations were issued the same day. 

I have been extremely careful this time not to point out the department's error. However, 
I reach same fate regardless. I don't know how to deal with the health department 
anymore. No matter what I do or not do, I end up with problems. If this continues, I am 
afraid I will end up in a mental health hospital. I am now informing you (respectfully) 
that, starting from today, I will stop responding to all notices. It is not contempt. It is an 
effort to save me from insanity and save us from further complicating the already very 
complicated problems. 

Sincerely, 
,,fl //' 

Enclosure 

Cc: Christine Gregoire, Governor 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
20435 72ndAve. S. , Suite 200, K17-12. Kent, Washington 98032 -2358 

April 28,2006 

JAY LEI 
VICTORY MOTEL 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA WA 98499 

Subject: Victory Motel (ID# 917174) 
Pierce County 
Coliform Major Monitoring Violation for March 2006 

. Dear Jay Lei: 

Coliform bacteria testing of your water supply is required to make sure it is of satisfactory quality for your 
water usen (WAC 246-290-300). A c c c h  to our records, no routine w l i f o n  s a m p l e ~ w ~ e  submitted - 
for your system during March. This meansthat the system has a Major Monitoring violation 6W7EwTd'for - ---- "-0 

March.- 

We realize that errors sometimes occur, and YOU may not have received credit for a sample that was 
collected. If this is the case, please mail or fax a copy of each lab slip to me along with a note or copy of . this letter. I will be glad to credit the water sample(s) to your system and to delete the violation from your 
record. The sample must have been collected during the calendar month of March in order to receive 
credit. 

If our records are corre6t and a sample was not collected, you are required to notify all water u,sers of this 
monitoring violation (WAC 246-290-71001). A public notification form is enclosed for your use. Send a 
copy of the completed notice to me at the same time it is distributed to water users. 

Please note: If a system has four water quality violations or six violations of any type within a 12-month 
period, the system will be considered a significant non-complier (SNC) with the Total Coliform Rule, and 
the Department of Health will take enforcement action to restore compliance. SNC status may result in a 
red operating permit and the denial of a permit, license, or loan. Transient Non-Community systems that 
reach SNC status will be required to have a certified operator. 

If you need assistance, I can be reached by phone at 253-395-6775, by fax at 253-395-6760, or by e-mail 
at carol.stucke~~doh.wa.aov. I work Wednesday through Friday each week. 

Sincerely, 

V 

Carol Stuckey 
Water Quality Specialist - 
NW Drinking Water Operations 

Enclosure 

cc: Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department 



STATE OF WASHIN(;TON 

DEPARTh.1EXl' (.It' t-IEALT'H 
20.125 2 n d  .4ve. 5. , Suitr 200, K 17-72 * licnt, MQshi17,qton 980.32 -2.3% 

May 24,2006 

JAY LEI 
VICTORY MOTEL 
10801 PACIFIC HWY SW 
TACOMA WA 98499 

Subject: Victory Motel (I# 91 71 74) 
Pierce County 
Coliform Major Monitoring Violation for April 2006 

Dear Jay Lei: 

Coliform bacteria testing of your water supply is required to make sure it is of satisfactory quality for your 
water users (WAC 246-290-300). A~cording to our records, no routine coliform samples were submitted ---- 
for your~s&md,uring April. This means thaf-me system has a Major ~ o n i t o ? i ~ i o ~ a t ~ o n  omcord  for 
w-- - - 

-. ---=.--- 

We realize that errors sometimes occur, and vou mav not have received credit for a sample that was 
collected. If this is the case, please mail or fax a copv of each lab slip to me alona with a note or cow of 
this letter. I will be glad to credit the water sample(s) to your system and to delete the violation from your 
record. The sample must have been collected during the calendar month of April in order to receive 
credit. 

If our records are correct and a sample was not collected, you are required to notify all water users of this 
monitoring violation (WAC 246-290-71001). A public notification form is enclosed for your use. Send a 
copy of the completed notice to me at the same time it is distributed to water users. 

Please note: If a system has four water quality violations or six violations of any type within a 12-month 
period, the system will be considered a significant non-complier (SNC) with the Total Coliform Rule, and 
the Department of Health will take enforcement action'to restore compliance. SNC status may result in a 
red operating permit and the denial of a permit, license, or loan. Transient Non-Community systems that 
reach SNC status will be required to have a certified operator. - 
If you need assistance, I can be reached by phone at 253-395-6775, by fax at 253-395-6760, or by ernail 
at carol.stuckey~doh.wa.40v. I generally work Wednesday through Friday each week. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Stuckey U 

Water Quality Specialist 
NW Drinking Water Operations 

Enclosure 

cc: Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department 



SPECTRA Laboratories 
2221 ROSS WAY TACOMA, WA 98421 

(253) 272-4850 FAX (253) 572-9838 

WATER BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 
SAMPLE COLLECTION: READ INSTRUCTIONS ON BACK OF GOLDENROD COPY , - . . . . . . - - . 

It instruct ions are not fol lowed, s a m p l e  w i l l  be rejected. 

TIME COLLECTED COUNTY NAME 
. . ,. 4 )  

/ / : 2 c, >,.. ,> 2- ) *) 6:. (" .?. i&.d L, t 

I 
.VPE OF SYSTEM I IF PUBLIC SYSTEM, COMPLETE' 

7 -  - 
P T u e L l c  

sewee only 1 reeldmw) 

AME OF SYSTEM 
I 

I ' F f y  4 / L' ,L t;;/ 
L ,,/ 

PEClFlC LOCATION WHERE SAMPLE COLLECTED 
? Well Head Tap Location) 

. .., f;;, I 
;OURCE TYPE U GROUND WATER UNDER SURFACE INFLUENCE 

, , .*:'', . .I :qj l .  
f !  i 

;AMPLE COLLECTED BY: (Name) 

3 SURFACE 0 WELL or 9 SPRING 0 PURCHASED or i2 COMBINATION 
WELL FIELD INTERTIE or OTHER 

;END REPORT TO: (Print Full Name, Address and Zip Code) 

EVENING ( ) 
SYSTEM OWNERIMGR.: (Name) 

WASHINOTON 

TYPE  AMPLE (check only one in this column) 
CJ.--ROUTINE Chlorinated (Residual: -Total - Free) 

DRINKING WATER Filtered 
) m Untreated or Other ,..., 

check treatment 

REPEAT SAMPLE 
Previous collform presence Lab # 

Date I 

' a RAW SOURCE WATER Source # [71 3 Total Coliform 

CI NEW CONSTRUCTION or REPAIRS 3 Fecal Coliform 

0 OTHER (Specify) - - .. -- - - . 

REMARKS: 

(LAB USE ONLY) PRINKING WATER RESULTS 1 
a UNSATISFACTORY, ~oliforrns Present SATISFACTORY, I 

f \ Coliforms absent 
REPEAT E. Coli present E. Coli absent 
SAMPLES 
REQUIRED 0 Fecal present 0 Fecal absent 

OTHER LABORATORY RESULTS 
TOTAL COLIFORM /100ml E COLl ~ I O O m l  
FECAL COLIFORM 2 1 0 0 m l  'PLATE COUNT /ml 

ANOTHER SAMPLE REQUIRED 

% PLE NOT TESTED BECAUSE TEST UNSUITABLE BECAUSE 
Sample too old 0 Confluent growth 

a Wrong contalner 0 TNTC 

'# ~I?Cp$$flm.h 4 9  , An U Turbid culture 

I Excess debr~s 
k SEE REVERSE SlDE OF GREEN COPY FOR EXPLANATION OF RESULTS 

DATE.@BE RECEIVED RECEIVED BY 

-C 
__------I_ - _ 

<-- 

SPECTRA Laboratories 
2221 ROSS WAY TACOMA, WA 98421 

(253) 272-4850 FAX (253) 572-9838 

WATER BACTERIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 
SAMPLE COLLECTION: READ INSTRUCTIONS ON BACK OF GOLDENROD COPY 

I f  I n s t r u c t i o n s  a r e  n o t  fo l lowed,  sample  wi l l  be rejected. 

I DATE COLLECTED 1 TIME COLLECTED 1 COUNTY NAME 1 

J INDIVIDUAL (Ex-/ ( , , 
(serves only 1 retldence) 

MONTH DAY YEAR 
I 

3 PUBLIC ' CIR? G r U P  

I 

NAME OF SYSTEM 

,c: , 8 

+ f _ .  
,; , * ,  = ,  

SPECIFIC LOCATION WHERE SAMPLE COLLECTED 
Ile Well Head Tap Location) - , . r 

TYPE OF SYSTEM 1 IF PUBLIC SYSTEM COMPLETE 

I 

SOURCE TYPE 'd GFibUND WATER UNDER SURFACE INFLUENCE 

. i ,  , 

SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: (Name) 

[II SURFACE 3 WELL or 2 SPRING 3 PURCHASED or a COMBINATION 
WELL FIELD INTERTIE or OTHER 

SEND REPORT TO (Print Full Name, Address and Zip Code) 

EVENING ( ) 

SYSTEM OWNEWMGR : (Name) 

WASHINOTON 

TYPE'OF SAMPLE (check only one In th~s column) 

a- ROUTINE 8J Chlor~nated (Res~dual - - Total - Free) 

DRINKING WATER U Flltered 
* 2 Untreated or O t h e r . -  _ ' 

check treatment 

1 3 REPEAT SAMPLE 

I Prev~ous col~form presence Lab #-... -- - . - 
I I Date - - _ . . -- 

I d RAW SOURCE WATER Source # 14 m a Total CQ~form 

3 NEW CONSTRUCTION or REPAIRS 3 Fecal Coiilorm 

3 OTHER (Specify) . -- - . . . . -- 
REMARKS: 

1 (LAB USE ONLY) DRINKING WATER RESULTS / 
1 3 UNSATISFACTORY. Coliforms present @SATISFACTORY, 

I Col~forms absent 
REPEAT U E. Coli present '3 E Coll absent 
SAMPLES 
REQUIRED 3 Fecal present 3 Fecal absent 

OTHER LABORATORY RESULTS 
TOTAL COLIFORM - 11 OOml E. COLl--/100ml 
FECAL COLIFORM / 1 0 0 m l  PLATE COUNT - Iml 

ANOTHER SAMPLE REQUIRED 
SAMPLE NOT TESTED BECAUSE: TEST UNSUITABLE BECAUSE: 

U Sample too old Confluent growth 
3 Wrong container a TNTC 
;;) Incomplete form U Turbid culture 

l o - -  a Excess debrls 

SEE REVERSE SlDE OF GREEN COPY FOR EXPLANATION OF RESULTS 

LAB NO 1 DATE, TIME RECEIVED I RECEIVED BY 

I .i 
I 

> !  c . ,  : { (/.. 

White . DOH Olvmoia , ,* ..... - 



SPECTRA Laboratories 
L L  

2221 Ross Way Tacoma. WA 98421 (153) 272-4850 Fax (253) 572-9838 www.spectro-1ah.cor.n 

May 3> 2004 

Victory Motel 
C/O Jay 
10801 Pacific Hwy SW 
Tacoma, WA 98499 

Dear Jay, 

Subject: April Water Bacteriological Analysis 

Spectra Laboratories received your sample April 28, 2006. The policy I S  that we rccc~vc bac[cr~d 
-TuToiiday tliru Thursday. Bacteria samples are accepfed 011 Fridays only In spcc~al 
il~stanccs, and depending on staffavailability, as we arc'norn~ally closcd on Saturdays. It \ \as Sor 
this reason that your sample was turned away on Friday, April, 27, 2006. 

On May 1 ,  2006, you resubmitted tlie same sample and paperwork. The laboratosy must 
receive Total Coliforrn samples within 30 hours of san~pli!ig. Per your rcqucst, thc 
sample was run despite being past I~olding time and tcsted ncgativc. 

/,u,. ,J t/c 7 - 1  ;-=--\/-- 

Kel-rle Nason 
Spectra Laboratories 







July 13, 2006 

Ingrid Salmon 
Washington State Department of Health 
20435 72nd Ave S, Suite 200 
Kent WA 98032-2358 

Dear Ms. Salmon: 

Enclosed please find my response to your department's Order. It's unfortunate that we 
have to go to the court to resolve our issue. Had Robert James not been such a dictator 
and refused to stipulate an understanding at the meeting, we would have resolved the 
issue long time ago. - 

I am now. asking if the department is wllling to have its attorney discuss the law with me. 
In my last correspondence to Janice Adair, I suggested a meeting with your department's 
attorney to discuss the law on pump classification. 

Please don't send me back to Robert James for "advice". His interpretation is incorrect 
and manipulative. 

- .c :  - -.__ 3@ Lei ,Z 
_ --+- 

/ 

Victory Motel 
10801 Pacific hwy sw 
Tacoma WA 98499 
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HEALTH 
DEPARTMENT 

August 18,2003 

Jay Lei 
10801 Pacific HWY SW 
Titcoma, W A  98499 

Subjeck Victory Motel 
State ID # 917174 

This letter is to inform you of the Third Party s&tary Survey &bgram being 
conducted by the Tacoma-Pierce County Health (THXD) m conjunction with 
I)epartntent of Health Drinking Water Division @OH). The focus of this 
program is to promote compliance with state drmkmg water regulations and to 
p v i d e  technical assistance for small Group A water systems. The TPCHD will 
be amdwting sanitary surveys of small Group A water systans that have been 
designate by the DOH to meet the crib for the program. 

Each system is required to do a sanitary survey per Group A Regulations 
(Chapter 246-290 WAC) every Syems. Victory Mote3 b desieaated to have 
a snrvev eom~ieted durim September I". 2003 to Beember 30.2003. 

A sardtary survey is a site visit., which will be d& by TPCHD staff- 
TPCHD staff will preamge the survey at the convmience of the water system 
ownerormanager. ThesurveywillincludeanmspectIonofwatersystem 
facilities, a review of record keepingy and a &sassion about operations and 
mainteame. 

The results of the survey will be provided to ycw and DOH, which wil l  include 
photographs, drawings, and additionat infmtiun. When DOHreceives this 
inf~m,theywi~ootifyy~thattheSani~~~r~eyrequirementhastKen 
met, and will advise you of any follow-up actim required 

TPCHD's f e  for the sanitary survey fee is $439.00. The endosed application 
and fee are required prior to inspection. Please- fill out the encloswi ajqdication 
and mail it back with the awaopriate fee. 

Please no&& TPCRZ, mning rhe week o f S e  1st. to sctrdule an 
pppo~ent for  Ihe sarrifrny s~uyey. If TPCHD does not hear from you, staff 
will contact you. If you have any guestims, please canfact me at (253) 798- 
7683. 

Thankyoufor your cooperation. 

Michelle Cox 
Envir-tal Health Specialist 1 
Enviroammtal Health A-ogram 

cc: Brian Boyte, DOH 





Public water system 
A publlc water system provides piped water for human 
consumption. Group B systems are small water systems 
primarily regulated by state law, Group A systems am larger 
systems regulated by both state law and the Meral  Safe 
Drinking Water Act (SDWA). 

Human consumption 
All drinking water should be suitable 
for human consumption. Thls applies 
to all water intended for human uses, 
including drinking, hand washing, foad 
preparation, and cleaning of 
equipment used in the preparation of 
food or beverages. Process water 
that comes In contact with products 
Intended for human consum~tion. and 
water Included as part of a fbod 
product must meet certain drlnklng water standards but Is 
regulated by the Washington State Department of Agriculture 
(WSDA) or the federal Food and Drug Administration (FDA). 

Warttar system classHTcatlon 
Determining whlch rules to follow 
In order to determine which requirements are applicable for 
your system, you need to know if you are a Group A or 
Group B public water system. C3roup A systems are further 
deflned as community and noncommunity water systems. 
Noncommunity water systems are further defined as 
nontranslent or translent water systems, often abbreviated 
NTNC or TNC water systems. 

Group A Systems 
You are a Group A nontransient non-community (NTNC) water 
system if: 

You provide access to water for 25 or more of the 
same nonresldentlal people for 180 or more days 
within a calendar year. 

-'Q 
Page 26 Preparing hr ra Sanitery SUW 

You are a Group A transient non-community (TNC) water 
system if: 

You provide access to water for 25 or mom dlffsrent 
people each day for 60 or more days withln a calendar 
year and do not primarily serve a residential 
communtty; or 

You provide access to water for 25 or more of the 
same people each day for 60 or more days, but less 
then 180 days withln a catendar year; or 

You provide access to water for 1,000 or more people 
for two or more consecutive days withln a calendar 
year. 

You 6 water system wlth a transient pulation if 
P o m d e  access t o m  
Wi at least 60-days per year or for more than nb people per 

' 

year and do not pfimisrily serve a' + 

Operating permit program 
What does the operating permit program mean for my 
water systam? 
If you operate a Group A water system, then you recelve an 
annual DOH operatlng permit. 

~wrat lng permit fro 
indicates the adequacy status of your system: 

Green .: adequate 
Yellow = conditianal 
Red = inadequate 
Blue = undetermined 

If you can't locate a copy of your operatlng 
permit, contact your DOH raglonal office 
compliance person for asslstance. 

Preparing for a Sanitary Survey Page 27 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
OFFICE OF DRINMMG WATER 

243 lsrdel Road Roadrtfkast PO Bow 47822 Oiympa, Wastdngfon 9850.1-7822 

Tel: (360) 236-31 W Fax 1360) 22S-2253 - TI3D Reiay Sesvm: 1-&50-833-63# 

New Water Use Efficie~ey Rule..Goes Into Effect 
January 22,2007> lqc +vyl~-> --. - .  

January 18,2007 $ JW~ 43/ 07 

Dear Interested Persons: 

The Oflice of Drinking Water has taken an important step in conserving water for the environment and 
meeting the needs of hture generations by adopting rules that require public water systems to use 
water more efficiently. 

Who is Affected? 

These rules apply to water systems that are municipal water suppliers. Municipal water suppliers 
include: 

.. . _._-_ .--- _---_ _- -l.i--. I -. - 
.... . -.. ..- _ 

.--/-'.' -3 .- -. - -. 
Q-G?~=-A community water system with 15 or more residential c o n n e c t i o n s 3  

* 'Non-com'i~unity water sysTems that use water in a residential manner. 

What are the Requirements? 

Tht= rules require water systems to use water efficiently and demonstrate that they are doing so. 
Specificafiy, water s y s t a ~ s  must: 

Develop a plan through a public process and enact measures to manage water use. 
Reduce distribution system leakage to 10 percent or less. 
hstall service meters within 10 years, if not already installed, to accurately account for water 
usage and leakage. 
Reporting annually on their progress in using water efficiently. 

There are six fact sheets in this packet that explain these requirements in more detail. We have also 
provided a hct sheet called 0verviov of C'hanges lWade to the Fi~zul Rule Lunguage, which expiains 
changes we made to the rule as a result of comments we received during our public comment period 



Significant occurrence of insects or other ~iii~croorganis~ns, ;ilgae, ur large-diameter pathogens such 
as (;i~~rLjict ILIWII~II'CI; or 

Significant and relatively rapid sliit'ts in watel characte~.istics such as turbidity, te~nperature, 
conductivity, or pH closely cc>r.selati~ig to cli~natological or surface water co~iditions. 

"Group B water systein" means a public water system: 

Co~istnlcted to serve less tha~ egardless of tlie ~ iu~nber  of people; or 
-. . Constructed to serve an averane&FesidGtiiil population ofjess than twenty-five per day for sixty 

I 
- 

or more days within a calendar $ar; or / 

Any number of people for less tllarl sixty days within a c;ilendar year 

"Guideliae" means a depart~ne~lt docu~ile~it assistilly tlie owner ill ~ileetirig a rule recluirement. 

"Health olXcerl' means the health ot t ice~ uf the cily, county, city-county health department or district, or 
an authorized representative. 

"Hydraulic ailalysis" niearis the study of the water syste~ii network evaluating water tlows within the 
distribution system under worst case coriditioris s~lcll as. peak l10~1r1y desig11 tlow ~ I C I S  fire llow, when 
required. Hydraulic analysis includes co~iside~,ittio~l of all t:(cctor.s aft'ecting systelll energy losses 

"Maxiillulil ~ ~ ~ l t ; l ~ ~ l i i l i \ ~ l t  Icvel (MCL)" Illrails tlie iiiasi~~iuill pes~nissible level of a conta~ninant in water 
delivered to any public water system user. 

"Maxinium ~or~t ; l~n in i~r~t  level viol;ttior~" means a confirmed nleasi~re~nent above the MCL and for a 
duration of time, where applicable. 

"Owner" means any agency, subdivision of the state, rnu~iicipal corporation, firm, company, mutual or 
cooperative association, institutior~, partrlership, or oersuli or any otl~er entity tli2ct tiolds as property, a 
public water system. 

"Peak hourly desigt~ Ilow" means tlie niaxiniu~ii rate of water use, exclirdi~~g tise tlow, wllich can be 
expected to ever occur witlii~i i t  deti~ied sel-vice urea over a sixty ~ninute ti~ne period 

"Potable" means water suitable for drillking by the public 

"P~-essure zone" means a disll.ibution syste111 wlie~,eby ail estublished ~ n i ~ ~ i ~ i i ~ ~ ~ l l  and nlaxi~nuil~ pressure 
range can be maintained without the use of ancill;iry co~itrol equipnlent (e.g.. booster p~~nips,  pressure 
reducing valves, etc.). 

" P ~ ~ b l i c  w;rter s y s t e ~ ~ i "  niealls ;illy systeili, escltrdi~~y a syste~il servirlg or~ly oiie single-fanlily residence 
and a system with four or fewel. co~inections all uf wllich serve residences o11 the same f'arni, providing 

Cliiiplcr 2210-20 1 WAC - Group B Public W~IIL'I. S ! S I C \ I I I S  P;~gc 3 



r- l i ~ _  
COUK-1- OF , i k i _ ~ ; ~ ~  

IN THE APPELLATE COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON ' ' ' ' ' iF~~~fd jj 
DVISION I1 

Victory Motel, 
Appellant, 

Washington State Department 
Of Health, 

Appellee, 

NO. 36955-9-11 
DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

I certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of Washington, that I served a copy 
of the Reply Brief of the Appellant in the above entitled action upon the respondent's legal 
counsel by personally depositing a true and correct copy thereof into the U.S. postal box, postage 
pre-paid and addressed to: 

Dorothy H. Jaffe 
Assistant Attorney General 
7 14 1 Cleanwater Drive S W 
PO Box 40109 
Olympia, WA 98504-01 09 

Dated this 26th day of June 2008 

~ b i ! , i ~  _aiA - 
David L. Jenks 


