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Pifitceior Water’s Major: Legislative Authorities
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_-f OW. PPCP related work
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= = Ofiten require science-based decisions
= .0, SDWA 1996 requires use of best publicly

- available, peer reviewed science
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g2 = "-!'.'I-

9

L

— %r]lu es S EPA t0 set maximum levels for contaminants in
\j\[rr' ellvered to users of public water systems.

= c‘*},r:w = ater Act (1977)
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e Sets water guality criteria and guidelines and technology-
= ‘based standards for ambient waters

- » Food Quality Protection Act (1996)
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— EPA or o) rshes fis regulatory agenda

S iere 6 areino PPCPs onthe current CCL — they could be added to
cl@| 3 -'“; =

2 he Si Year REVIEW -- of existing NPDWR

~ — There areino existing PPCP regulations; if they were developed would
= = -'3~—-.-—n ed to consider the following.
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gi:‘f"‘-Use of best available, peer reviewed, publicly

~— available science
- Emphasis on protecting sensitive populations

* Neither SDWA nor CWA allow EPA to require that
effects data be generated or submitted.



Does the contaminant adversely affect
public health?

Regulate with
NPDWR

Is the contaminant known or likely to occur in
PWSs with a frequency and at levels posing a

threat to public health?
e =

Will regulation of the contaminant present a
meaningful opportunity for health risk reduction?
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— :E'uality Criteria (conditions supporting
NuEsignated uses); EPA publishes national criteria
& (rsk assessments)
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- Chemical criteria

- s Bijological Criteria (apply to aquatic life designated
uses)

— States set standards; EPA approves

— Antidegradation (keeping good-guality waters In
good cendition) )
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Glidelines for the Regulatlon of pomt
more O this)
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ed Animal Feeding Operations Rule

= _—': Ie deals With nutrients — but results in less
;'; Verall contamination of surface waters

— Dlscharge permits required for “large” CAFOs
'0 Flsh Advisory program

* Guidance, voluntary programs
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y J\/' iglofi pharmaceutically active ingredients as defined
FDA

=- Only cosmetics containing pharmaceutically active
= |ngred|ents

_|-l-"

control technologies (rather than risk)

— Limits on Biochemical Oxygen Demand, Chemical
Oxygen Demand, VVolatile Organic Contaminants,
Total Suspended Solids, pH
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e -eqmrements include

~ = BestManagement Plans

- * Prevent discharge of spilled drugs and pesticides;
minimize discharge of feed

* | imit discharge of wastewater from harvest or transport
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OV PPCR.Relatedork.

DIkifg Water project wit USGS
— J'L)f'ﬂ Iassmeyer (EPA/ OGWDW: Cincinnatr)
U__Jeae PPCPS as Indication of fecal contamination

_'- BPEPs are found many miles downstream from
POTWSs — hope to measure efficacy of drinking
~ \ater treatment

— FY 06, USGS beginning in-house development of
methods for PPCPs not covered Iin current
capabilities
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gibiEraiure Database being undated

e g 1 eviewed articles (1970’s — present)
archable by author, title, keyword

‘ ntalns over 400 citations

Hard copies of articles cataloged

- — Short summaries available for each article

13



.‘-“:

Hﬁ re Oppor’f’ﬂn%
M(r)ratl |

on

Vel Elos clolo) S (e.d.-

—_— —

JLLLLE nce and health effects data

'_'=;— ,; 0 develop water guality standards/criteria
= Jodevelop drinking water regulations

= e 110/ 2sSess Increasing antibiotic resistance
— To develop effluent guidelines

= echnology sharing
— Methods development
— Treatment

* External input into EPA assessments
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Risk Assessment § e
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e SRS Risk Management
- Assessment

L Treatment

........ Technology

...... Risk
........... Haza_r_d _ Manage-
= e ~ ldentification ment
: - L Decisions
— oBthe} Federal Agencies ixposure -
» States/Local ssessmen
- « Academia COStS/_
* Industry Benefits

* Public Interest/Environmental Groups

External Input

into Research/
Assessment
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Collzlge) aion W|th|n = (program offices
zirlel rer ns)

— Ic a Evelop EPA approved methods for detection
“@determlne additional research needs
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= To develop guidance on how to move forward

—
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— ~ until risk assessments for these types of
__contaminants are available
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