
Summary.
Source Water Assessment Program

Draft Guidance, Chapter 2

This is a summary of the State Source Water Elements of a State SWAP
Assessment and Protection Programs (Pages 17, 85, 104)
Guidance, Draft Guidance, Apr~ 1997, The submittal must meet the requirements
Chapter 2. (Guidance). Chapter 2 of the trader Section 1453 of the SDWA and other
Guidance descn’bes the specific elements that infor’tmtion desc’n2x~ in the final SWAP
are expeaed in a State SWAP. For guidance. ~ts include:
information on Source Water Protection, and
related SWAP issues, please refer to the l~dia,~tiom - Deswi~ tbe atrfrroaches used to de~e
G-’,~id~nace. For more iaformation on a~y the botmdary of Soure~ Water l~teetion Ar~as
topic described in this summary, please refer CSWPAs) - that i~, tl~ ~d ar~a that contn~t~n~ to the

source of a Public Ware S~’s (PW$’s) drinkiag
tO the Guidance pages noted. The summary warn-. Descn’be how m,~ps of the deaineated ~’eas will
may change based on the Final Guidance. be d~eauped and maintained.
For a copy of the draff or ftmaI (when Contaminant Iav~t~r~ - Describe how Imowa and
ava.~le) Guidance, please c~ the Safe sigat~ca~t pot=tial (se~ dea~ition in ~)

sources of contamination that lie within the delizeated
Drinking Water Hotline at 1-800-426. ~a-ea will be i~veatoried.
4791. sas~p~tutr A.malF~e~ - To the eetteat po~’ble,

desorfbe how the potemial for tbe iaveatori~
contanmants to reach the PWS well or iata~ will b~Introduction a~a~yz~. Famors to eomid~ includ~ h~trogeologie

The Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) conditions, ~ Of the eontamimzt som-c~s
Amendments of 1996, P.L. 104-182, add a and aay mitigatioa praCfic~ in place.
new provision that requires States to Watem outside of a State’s bomadarf - Descn2~

develop, submit to the U.S. EPA for how ~ State will eoad~ct asse~ze~t~ for botmdary
and nmlti-State ~ lakes, azd grmmd water basim.approval, and implement Source Water Public Participafio,, - Describe how the public will

Assessment Programs (SWAPs). State be i~,olved in the SWAP deve2~m~at a~I
SWAPs are to be submitted to the U.S. EPA imptem~nta~o~.
within 18 months after the final SWAP l~blic Information - Des~be how the kff~mation
guidance is published (Augx~t 6, I997). coUected witl be made available to the public.
Once the SWAP submittal is approved by T’mae~b!e and 12~.:e~ - D=c~ibe the p~iza for

undertaking the above efforts inctading the goals,
EPA, States have 2 years (plus a possible 18 trri~ties, schedule for comtfletio~ resota’c~ to be
month extemion) to comp/ete the SWAP committed, etc. If necxled, descn’be why an exteasion is
delineations, the contaminant source required to complete the work.

identification within the delineated areas, and Soar~ Water Protection Program - As part of the

the susceptibility assessments. All States submittal describe plato for developing a source water
protection pro.~-am. If none will be developed, this

with primacy for the Public Water Supply mint be stated.
Supervision Program are required to submit Additional - Describe state md local responsibilities
a SWAP to EPA for approval, for the SWAP; delegation ; policies for coordination

bet,~x-en Tribes and other States; coordination efforts
between SWAP and other federal programs: financing
for the SWAP; reporting progress to U.S. EPA; and
how assessments will be updated to match future
feder’A Regulations.
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Public participation in the Reform Rule.
development of a State SWAP -

Surface water I:’WSswhat is adequate?
(Pages 23, 86)(Page 20)
States have flexibility to determin~ the ~The purpose of the public pazfic’Jpation

process is to build public support for of the delineated topographic area. Thsy
may use varying hydrologic, hydrogeologic,drinking water supply protection and to

ensure that the State’s SWAP can support and management crkeria in determining the

local protection efforts,

deiineated area. However, S.tates’ may want

to establish buffedsetback zones,time~f-.
travel zones and/or use modellingTo comply with this aspect, prior to the techniques. With any method, States shouldSWAP submittal for approval, Stain’s must:

¯ conduct public hearings, worlrshops, consider whether new and existing

focus groups or meetings, and regulations w~ impact the ddineation
m~thodologies. These Rttles include the¯ estab~h a technical advisory
Chemical Monitoring Reform Rule,commit-tee and a ~ advisory
Guidelines for Permanent Monitoringco~.
Relief, the Enhanced Surface Water
Treatment Rule and the Underground

Delineations - what is adequate? Injection ControlRulefor Class VWells.
(Page 83)
The State SWAP must describe hOW the Contamination Source Inventories -ground water, surface water and ground
water/surface water sources for all PWSs what is adequate? ...
will be delineated. However, States may (pages 25, 90, 92) " .
choose to vary:the, de.Itneation m~thodolog~.s The purpose of th.e..inventory is m..~ "
based on the size or type.ofPWS.. States land uses or activities.thatco.tfld.. ~o~rtiJeIIy.

degrade water quality and to not~ thdr~
may also pfiofitize, based on type of system,

locatioti relative to the wall or ini~k~in0~l~rwhich vcfll be delineated first. to conduct a  ysis.
Ground water PWS uses and other activities of concern are thdse
Delineations completed under a U.S. EPA- that may release contaminants for which an
approved We-n..head Protection Program maximum co_ntaminant bye!~ (or tmmnent

(’WHPP) are sufficient for the SWAP. For technique) is established or the State has

States without an approved WHPP, determined the contaminant to be a health
delineations must be co~t with the threat. States must list the contaminants for
methods allowed for an approvable WHPP which it vttql be conducting an inventory.

(see Guidelines for DeIineazion of WeIIhead When making the inventory available to the
Protec~on Areas, U.S. Ep.~.. Iune 1987). public, States should identify, for point

States should reco=-mize that over the next sources, the name of the owner and the

few ye~s, several rules will be promulgated street address and for non-point sources,
which may int~luence how States delineate identify the name of the owner and street
their ground water sources. These Rules address or include a description of the

include the Ground Water Disinfection Rule, geographic area where located.
Underground Injection Control Rule for
Class V Wells, and the Chemical Monitoring
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States may use analyses complet~ as part of
a WHPP. ground water related vulnerability
maps, and other data that has or wiI1 be
collected on the characterizations of ground
or surface waters. While modelling or
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SWAP Time Frame
(page 32)

Final Discussion Draft Ouidance
Guide released available 3/97
1212719fi

Stakeholder Comments ou
meetiu~ by end of ~ Dr~t Guid~c¢
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