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NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

Topics discussed in stakeholder meeting #1 

Overview of language in § 130A-320 

Existing tools and resources 

Existing SWP planning process 

Exercise: prioritizing PCSs 

On line GIS applications 

A revised SWP planning template 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



I have a clear understanding of what 
HB894 was written to accomplish 

Strongly Agree 

Strongly Disagree 

Disagree 

No Opinion 

Agree 



NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

Usefulness and relevance of existing tools: 

• On-line GIS mapping tools 

Drinking water assessment areas 

Potential contaminant source database  

Customized SWAP reports 

Susceptibility analysis 

 

• 

• 

• 

• 

97% 

92% 

87% 

86% 

74% 



NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

Some of your comments regarding tools: 

• Susceptibility is a qualitative metric of risk 

PCS data needs refinement 

PCSs need to be prioritized and rated accordingly 

Susceptibility analysis is vulnerable to changes in 

land use 

• 

• 

• 



Refine PCS inventory 

Management strategies 

Emergency Preparedness 

Implementation schedule 

Submit plan to DWR 

Examine SWAP data 

SWP Planning Team 

Assessment Areas 

PCS Inventory 

Susceptibility Analysis 

SWAP Reports 

GIS tools 

Auto notifications 

“Spillable” PCSs 

Engineering solutions 

Interconnections 

Alternate sources 

Conservation plans 

SWP Planning 
Model for  
HB 894: 

Proactive and 
Reactive 



The agency’s modified SWP planning model 
is adequate to address the intent of HB 894 

Strongly Agree 

Strongly Disagree 

Disagree 

No Opinion 

Agree 



The modified SWP planning model is 
adequate to address the intent of HB 894 

Truncate the process by not making it all inclusive or 

comprehensive  

Need to adopt minimal baseline standards that meet the 

intent, but don’t require utilities to implement all their 

existing SWP planning components 

Some aspect of emergency preparedness planning should be 

sufficient to fulfill these requirements. 

Prioritize the planning elements so utilities complete 

emergency preparedness as the highest priority. 

• 

• 

• 

• 



Classify 

“spillable” 

PCSs  

Comprehensive Reference on Regulations of 

Interest to Public Drinking Water Facilities 

A Guidance Document to assist SWP Planning 

June 2015 

mailto:swap@ncdenr.gov


Delivered 

instantaneously 

to any smart 

phone 



The agency’s overall approach to develop 
HB 894 seems reasonable and appropriate 

Strongly Agree 

Strongly Disagree 

Disagree 

No Opinion 

Agree 



NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

Comments to improve the approach: 

• Keep the rules simple and logical 

Provide guidance and examples on website 

A point system for implementation will be a 

major challenge 

Recognize overlap with stormwater & CW 

requirements 

A local stakeholder team may not be necessary 

The app idea is worth more consideration 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 



www.ncwater.org/hb894 



NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

HB 894 Implementation Progress  

Background research on existing regulations, 

automated data systems and WV SB 373 

Input from the NC Source Water Collaborative 

Initiation of a formal stakeholder process 

All information documented at: 

www.ncwater.org/hb894 

• 

• 

• 

• 



www.ncwater.org/hb894 



Existing regulations related to DWP 

• 15A NCAC 18C: Public Water Systems 

15A NCAC 2B: Surface Water Standards 

15A NCAC 2E: Water Use Allocation 

15A NCAC 2H: Procedures for Permits 

15A NCAC 2T: Non-discharge of Waste 

15A NCAC 2U: Reclaimed Water 

15A NCAC 13A: Hazardous Waste Management 

15A NCAC 13B: Solid Waste Management 

Federal EPCRA: Chemical Emergencies 

40 CFR 112: Oil Pollution Prevention (EPA) 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 



NC Drinking Water Protection Program 

Potential complications to implementation 

• Plan development cost 

Issues with mandatory implementation 

Jurisdictional concerns 

Freedom of Information concerns 

• 

• 

• 



Topics discussed at May 13 CPH meeting: 

• Concerns about interconnectivity 

Concerns about limited response time following 

a spill, especially at night 

Concerns about reducing plan development cost 

Curious if a “risk-scale” could be created to 

classify spill events 

Draft rule language near the end of 2015 is a 

reasonable goal 

• 

• 

• 

• 


