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Potomac DWSPP - Overview

e Organization
— Watershed alliance of water utilities, State and Federal agencies
— Initial focus on surface water
— Coordination and administrative support by ICPRB

e |ssues of concern

— Crypto and other pathogens

— Emerging contaminants
— Disinfection by-products
— Early warning/emergency response

e Main activities to-date

— Workshops, monitoring, and development of partnerships to
Improve understanding of contaminants and their impacts on
drinking water

— Spill exercises and other activities related to early
warning/emergency response




Partnership Activities

Pathogen Workshop

Crypto monitoring

Emerging Contaminant Workshop
Perchlorate Monitoring

Afternoon seminars on various issues

— Urban Storm Water
— De-lcing Compounds
— Land Conservation

Early Warning/Emergency Response

— Spill Exercises
— Pipeline Safety Review




SWAP Complilation

e Gathered avalilable surface water
assessments for the Potomac

« Summarized and presented data for each

assessment
— Potential sources of contamination (PSCs)
— Susceptibility analysis
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Small Coffer Dam on
Little Catoctin Creek — Intake

Myersville Springs - A Spring Box




SURFACE WATER 5UPPLY SOURCE
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Brief Diescription

reelk: 18% of the total supply
a-25 gpm from wells
100 gpm from springs

Year 2000: Some had sanitary
deficiencies: Ashley 2, 3 and Deer
Woods (free from Coliform bacteris
but susceptible to microbiological
contaminants)




Groundwater: Nitrate and
radionuclides (Radon 222),
organic and inorganic compounds
were found below 50% MCL
proportions. Animal waste is a
potential source of bacteria and
viruses to the sanitary deficiencies
in the wells

waler supnly Trwss ==z GEen greatar than 50%: of the
MCL.

T—

Eadon 222 and Gross Beta were detected in the surface water with lavels
sigmificantly lower than 50%: MCL, therefore the surface source is not

Surface water:
Considerable turbidity,

and coliforms. Turbidity may
increase due to Housing
and agricultural plans, and
storm water




Basin-Wide Maps

SWA compilation results

— Linked SWA's to SDWIS intake locations

— Still needs QA’ing of intake locations

— Need to update compilation with additional SWA's

“First look” at protected lands in Potomac
basin

TMDL (303(d) list) streams
MS4 jurisdictions




GIS Summary
of EPA SWA
Database

(Draft)
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Susceptibility to PSC’s related to

Surface Water
Intakes with

PSC’s Related
to Agriculture



Surface Water
Intakes with
PSC’'s Related
to Waste
Water

Susceptibility to PSC’s related to



Susceptibility to PSC’s related to

Surface Water
Intakes with
PSC’s Related
to “Sprawl”
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Surface Water
Intakes with
PSC’s Related
to Waste
Disposal

Susceptibility to PSC’s related to



First Look at
Protected
Lands in the
Potomac Basin

MD Protected Lands
Data (MD DNR)

PA Protected Lands
Inventory (The
Conservation
Fund/PA DCNR)

VA Conservation
Lands Database (VA
DCR)

WV Land
Stewardship Data
(WV DNR)

DC Federal Parkland



Protected Lands in Potomac Basin

Protected Land Areas (mi?)
Federal 1,358
Local 157
Private ol
State 637
Subtotal 2,203




Summer Meeting

Goal: identification of roles for Partnership
In watershed protection/watershed
planning

Participants: Partnership “governmental
committee”

Basis for discussion: SWA and other maps
Preparation: update SWA compilation




Outcomes

dentifled two multi-state watersheds
Review WWTP performance

Review designated uses

_and conservation activities
Ongoing watershed activities
Develop implementation strategy







