
		
	 	
	
	
June 17, 2016   
 
Sheree Stewart 
Oregon DEQ  
811 SW 6th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204 
Fax:  503-229-6037 
Email: stewart.sheree@deq.state.or.us 
 

Re: Comments on Draft Prototype for Updated Source Water Assessments 
 
Ms. Stewart,  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the Draft Prototype for Updated Source 
Water Assessments (the “Prototype”).  Please accept the following, submitted on behalf of the 
Oregon Farm Bureau, Oregonians for Food & Shelter, and the Oregon Forest & Industries 
Council (collectively, the “Organizations”).  Our comments focus on the format of the Prototype 
followed by substantive commentary on permitted sources, high erosion potential mapping, 
landslide mapping, and ODA’s program.   
 
New Format for the Updated Source Water Assessments  
 
Speaking generally, the Prototype suggests a departure from the format of the previous 
generation of source water assessments.  The Prototype couples more sophisticated mapping 
with a robust catalog of resources for local communities.  These are positive changes that should 
more readily connect drinking water providers with partner agencies and programs that may be 
able to help them address issues they are facing. 
 
The Department of Environmental Quality (“DEQ”) Should Not Identify NPDES 
Permitted Sources as Anthropogenic Risks 
 
The Prototype includes a map of potential anthropogenic sources that identifies several activities 
that are covered by point source permits, including several Confined Animal Feeding Operations 
(“CAFOs”).  As you are aware, DEQ requires these sources obtain permit coverage precisely for 
the purpose of  avoiding water quality exceedances and ensuring that water quality is protected 
in the area impacted by the permitted activity.  In the case of CAFOs, discharges to waterways 
are not allowed except in very limited exceptions.   
 
The water quality standards these permits are written to protect include drinking water as a 
designated use, and compliance with the permit (which is enforced by DEQ and ODA) ensures 
that this use is protected.  Listing these permitted sources as “potential sources of pollutants” is 
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misleading and may confuse drinking water systems.  DEQ should not include permitted sources 
as anthropogenic risks for purposes of the Updated Source Water Assessments. 
 
Questions and Concerns About High Erosion Potential Mapping 
 
The Prototype also includes a Sensitive Areas map that delineates, among other things, streams 
and lakes that have “high erosion potential.”  These maps deviate from the figures attached to the 
2000 Seaside source water assessment in that they appear to be more specific and confined.  
While we support refinement of DEQ’s mapping efforts, we continue to have questions and 
concerns about DEQ’s methodology for concluding that these areas present high erosion 
potential.  OFIC has previously expressed reservations about DEQ’s methodology, and the 
Prototype does not (and would not) alleviate those concerns.  To the extent that the mapping 
appears to have improved, we cannot know why.  We look forward to more conversations with 
DEQ about the state of this science and whether it is appropriately used for source water 
assessments. 
 
The DEQ Should Work with the Oregon Department of Agriculture (“ODA”) to Expand 
the Discussion of ODA’s Programs 
 
Before releasing the Prototype, DEQ should work with ODA to improve the discussion of 
ODA’s water quality programs in Appendix 3, including the Agricultural Water Quality 
Management Act (SB 1010) and the Pesticide Stewardship Program.  The SB 1010 program has 
seen significant revisions in the past several years, with the addition of Strategic Implementation 
Areas and Focus Areas in the last few years.  ODA can help DEQ ensure that its discussion of 
the SB 1010 program is robust enough to be informative to drinking water systems, and 
accurately reflects updates to the program from the last several years.  Additionally, Appendix 3 
should highlight and discuss ODA’s other collaborative programs, such as the Pesticide 
Stewardship Program, that have worked collaboratively with landowners to achieve water quality 
improvements. 
 
Opportunity to Comment on New Revisions 
 
To the extent DEQ significantly revises the Prototype on the basis of comments from other 
stakeholders, we respectfully request another opportunity to review and comment on those 
changes.  For instance, it appears that DEQ has elected to use DOGAMI’s data for purposes of 
preparing the landslide hazards map.  As you know, the Organizations have recently expressed 
significant reservations about using DEQ’s shallow landslide susceptibility mapping data, and 
we would oppose departing from DOGAMI’s data for purposes of the updated source water 
assessments.  At the very least, we would expect a public process to further refine new landslide 
mapping before incorporating it into the updated source water assessments. 
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Again, thank you for the opportunity to submit comments.  Please do not hesitate to contact any 
one of the below should you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
Mary Anne Nash 
Public Policy Counsel 
Oregon Farm Bureau Federation 
maryanne@oregonfb.org 
541-740-4062 
 
 
 
 
Katie Fast 
Executive Director 
Oregonians for Food & Shelter 
katie@ofsonline.org 
503-370-8092 
 

 
Heath Curtiss 
General Counsel, Director of Government Affairs 
Oregon Forest & Industries Council 
heath@ofic.com 
503-586-1241 
 


