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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Note: Presentation covers PWS in Indian country under EPA primacy, including one reservation in Alaska, but excludes PWS under Navajo Nation primacy and PWS serving Native Alaskans under Alaskan primacy.

In December 2009, OECA issued a new ERP for the SDWA’s PWS program.  The ERP includes an “Enforcement Targeting Tool” (ETT) that assign[s] “points” to individual violations listed in SDWIS.  Points are assigned to every uncorrected and unaddressed violation at the PWS  based on the severity of each violation.  A time factor is included to reflect the total period of noncompliance up to a five year period.  A new ETT score is generated on a quarterly basis.

The ERP establishes a clear process to identify, prioritize and address PWS with violations in a timely, resource efficient manner.



Safe Drinking Water Act 
Enforcement Response Policy  

• Increases EPA’s ability to identify public water 
systems (PWS) with significant noncompliance 

• Enables EPA to prioritize enforcement and 
compliance assistance resources 

• Applicable to all PWS in the United States 
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Systematic way to identify public water systems (PWS) with unaddressed violations which need attention
Identify systems which EPA deems “nationally significant”




Enforcement Targeting Tool 

• Assigns a “score” to each PWS based on its 
unaddressed violations 

• Each PWS with a score ≥ 11 is considered “an 
enforcement priority” 
– Priority PWS must return to compliance  

• within six months or are 
• Subject to formal enforcement action 

• Any violation can be the subject of an 
enforcement action 
– All violating PWS must be returned to compliance. 
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Presentation Notes
Old approach:  Focus was on a rule-by-rule approach to determining significant non-compliance; all drinking water rules had a definition for SNC.  The overall compliance history of a particular system was not a factor in determining SNC
Better target the most significantly non-complying systems with a focus on improved protection of  public health. 

The ERP identifies the PWSs that appear most deserving of  enforcement attention (instead of  “ranking all PWS with noncompliance”).
ETT does not assign points for violations that are the subject of a formal enforcement action  even though those violations have not yet been returned to compliance (ETT score of zero while description of ERP above suggests these systems would be highly ranked); and
Many  of the violations for which the ETT assigns points have already been corrected, but data not yet entered  by primacy agency (high  ETT score while description of ERP above suggests would low ranked)

Severity, length & numberof violations (duration of violations can never add more than 5 points to score).
Because health-based violations of acute contaminants get the highest point value, and all other health-based violations are assessed a higher point value than most monitoring and reporting violations, ERP is weighted to push systems w/HB violations to the top of the list.
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Presentation Notes
Note: January 2012 spike from 2% to 7% in state data – Data problem caused California to over report violations
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Next Steps 
• Region 9  

– Conducting Compliance Inspections at 20+ Tribal PWS 
(September - October 2012) 

– Initiating government-to-government consultation with 
several Tribes regard PWS with ETT scores ≥ 11 

• National Consultation with Tribal Leaders and Engaging 
Regional Tribal Operations Committees 
– Status of compliance in Indian country 
– Explain EPA’s approach to ensuring compliance and safe 

drinking water 
– How to ensure Tribal Leaders are aware of noncompliance  
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