


The vastness of this country and the complexity of its environmental
problems are reflected in an informal survey made by EPA Journal at six
widely separated Agency laboratory and field installations.

Since the main theme of this issue of the magazine is drinking water,
we used our Inquiry section (Page 18) to get some random opinions
about drinking water from EPA people in Honolulu, Hawaii; San Juan,
Puerto Rico; College, Alaska; Ada, Oklahoma; Duluth, Minnesota; and
Gulf Breeze, Florida.

The comments ranged from concern about possible cancer-producing
contaminants in the water in Duluth, Minnesota, to pride in the drinking
water in Honolulu and Ada.

Of course, water may appear attractive, taste good and still be con-
taminated. Until about a year ago Duluth residents had always assumed
that Lake Superior was providing them with some of the purest drinking
water in the world.

Making this survey, we were reminded how difficult it is to develop
sound regulations in Washington for the entire country. This is why
EPA, one of the most decentralized of Federal agencies, places so much
importance on its regional and field offices and laboratories.

These EPA outposts provide the Federal Government’s frontline fight-
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Just call the roll of our regional headquarters—Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, Atlanta, Chicago, Dallas, Kansas City, Denver, San
Francisco and Seattle. All cities which have played a major role in the
history and development of this country.

Add to them the other places we have not mentioned where EPA has
laboratories or field offices: Baton Rouge and Bay St. Louis, Wenatchee
and West Kingston, Edison and Ely and nearly 150 others sprinkled
across the Nation.

This is an impressive network, but the challenge of dealing with the
diversity, breadth and magnificence of the American continent is stag-
gering.

When the rising sun touches the granite headlands of the Maine coast,
stars still bejewel the night sky above Hawaii and the Pacific crashes on
moonlit beaches. At the same time that blizzards how| across the Great
Plains, bees may be sipping the nectar of orange blossoms blooming in
Florida.

It is EPA’s challenge to help protect our environment with its almost
incredible variety of land, water, life and weather conditions.

EPA Journal recognizes that EPA’s most important work is done in our
regional and field offices and laboratories. We hope to include articles
about their activities whenever possible.

We are all watchmen together with a heavy responsibility to guard the
natural beauty of a land that, in the words of a Woody Guthrie folk
ballad, ‘‘was made for you and me.”’
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available from the experimental animal tests and has
asked the National Cancer Institute to review available
evidence of the cancer-causing potential to help EPA
estimate the risk of cancer from the compounds. EPA is
also undertaking a nationwide study to determine just
how widespread is the occurrence of certain organic
chemicals in drinking water.

Q. Some cities have particular drinking warer prob-
lems. For example, I understand that Boston has a
problem because some of its drinking water Is delivered
in old lead pipes. What is being done about the Boston
situation, and are there other examples of unusual local
drinking water problems?

A. In the case of Boston, the technical solutions are
known: adding chemicals to condition the water and
make it less reactive to lead in the old pipes. Our Boston
Regional Office has been providing technical assistance
to the State and City.

Just about every system has one type of problem or
another. T think it is to the credit of our metropolitan
systems, the larger systems across the country, that
when the problem is identified they generally move to
correct it as quickly as possible. As a consequence,
most people are not aware of these problems.

Q. Some cities like New York go to a great expense to
pipe in drinking water from remote sources rather than
use polluted water such as the Hudson River flowing
right throught the city. When will technology be ablie 1o
make sources such as the Hudson River safe for drink-
ing?

A. The technology exists today to make the Hudson
River safe to drink. One need only look at cities like
Cincinnati, St. Louis, and Kansas City, which use
grossly polluted river waters, to realize that the technol-
ogy does exist.

You have to consider why New York chose the type of
system it has. Back in the 1880’s and 1890’s we didn’t
know how to apply coagulation and filtration, and disin-
fection was just being thought of.

So New York City went to upstream reservoirs which
promised the best in both quantity and wholesomeness.
Now they have a substantial investment in dams, and we
would expect New York to continue to use the upstream
reservoirs.

Q. Do any major American cities still use water that
has not been treated, and what cities are they?

A. To the best of my knowledge, all large cities in the
United States now provide at least disinfection and most
also apply coagulation and filtration to treat surface
water prior to distribution.

New York City and Portland, Oregon, draw from up-
land reservoirs which are not subject to major pollution.
As a consequence they get by with just chlorination.

Q. How would you rate the drinking water in
Washington, D.C., on a scale of 1 10 10?

A. I would rate Washington as Number 10, the best.

Q. Is it true that in the Washington area we are drink-
ing the water discharged by Cumberland, Md., and
other cities upstream on the Potomac?

.

A. Yes. Whether people realize it or not, most drink-
ing waters contains a fraction previously discharged as
either municipal or industrial waste. This is true in
Washington as it is in New Orleans and any city on a
major river.

Q. Can sewage be recycled directly as drinking water

afrer treatment?
A. Asamatter of policy, EPA is opposed to such recyc-
ling. We do encourage reuse or recycling of almost all
resources where the knowledge of how to operate, main-
tain and monitor the adequacy of recycling facilities is
known.

However, we believe there are many items that are yet
to be investigated and many questions to answer before
direct recycling is sanctioned for drinking water sys-
tems.

Legislation passed by Congress provides specific au-
thority to begin to answer these questions involving not
only health effects of individual contaminants including
alleged carcinogens mentioned earlier, but also how to
measure for numerous contaminants and how to design
and operate facilities to protect public health.

Q. Didn’tacity in Kansas, during a drought, actually
use recycled sewage for drinking water after treatmen:?

A. Yes, 15 or 20 years ago, the people of Chanute,
Kansas, did in fact recycle sewage through their com-
munity drinking water system. It is said that no one got
sick. It is also said that few people actually drank the
water, although many used it for other purposes around
the home. The reason the people didn’t drink the water,
we understand, is that it didn’t look or taste good.

So, although the water was recycled and no one got
sick, the Chanute case is not a practical example of
either the technology or the reality of such reuse at the
present time.

Q. Are the increasing number of chemicals and pes-
ticides getting into our waterways a threat to drinking
water?

A. Yes they are, for a couple reasons.

First, we don’t know just how effective some of our
conventional systems are. We talk of coagulation and
filtration removing chemicals, but we really have to do
definitive studies to establish how effective these pro-
cesses are relative to the chemicals of concern.

Second, we now have legislative authority to proceed
to answer these questions, so we are discouraging the
idea of reuse until we know what new approaches are
available to minimize the threat of chemicals to public
health.

Q. Does current water treatment remove viruses from
drinking water?

A. We honestly don’t know. All we do know is that,
except for outbreaks which can be traced by
epidemiologists, water supplies do not appear to be a
major vehicle for transmitting virus disease.

We should be aware, however, that there are a number
of well-documented instances where people have con-
tracted viral disease and the authorities have concluded

Continued on page 16
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BOSTON

transportation plan

Region I will hold public hearings
March 19-21 at the Transportation Sys-
tems Center Auditorium in Cambridge,
Mass, on the transportation control plan
for Metropolitan Boston. The hearings
were scheduled to be held in February,
but the Region requested the Justice
Department to petition for a month’s ex-
tension to allow the Agency time to
gather additional technical data and to
compile a more comprehensive techni-
cal support document.

The hearings were ordered by the First
Circuit Court of Appeals last September
to allow both the Court and the public to
examine the technical data used to de-
velop the carbon monoxide and hy-
drocarbon reduction strategies con-
tained in the Boston plan.

NEW YORK

dumping fine

The Region II office recently received
a $40,000 check paid as a civil penalty
for two violations of ocean disposal
permits issued to Pollution Control In-
dustries, Inc.

The Delaware-based firm took legal
responsibility for two cases of ““short
dumping’’ of chemical wastes off the
north coast of Puerto Rico. A “‘short
dumping’’ is the discharge of wastes
into the sea closer to shore than is al-
lowed under the EPA dumping permit.

Under the terms of a contract between
Pollution Control Industries and McAl-
lister Brothers, Inc., owner of the tow-
ing vessels involved in the two inci-
dents, the towing company paid the
total amount of the penalty assessed.

(

PHILADELPHIA

auto testing

Region IIl was scheduled to present
special awards to the Maryland Au-
tomobile Club and the Maryland Lung
Association on March 5 for their
cooperative automobile emissions test-
ing program,

Two series of tests were run, one tn
1972-3 and a second in 1974. The first
series resulted in 47.5 percent of all
vehicles passing emissions tests for hy-
drocarbons and carbon monoxide, while
52.5 percent failed. The 1974 series had
worse results, with only 33.9 percent
passing and 66.| percent failing. All
tests were done in commercial shopping
centers on vehicles supplied by volun-
teers.

The organizations concluded that test
failures were a result of poor vehicle
maintenance due largely to owner neg-
lect. However, part of the blame was
laid to a lack of the necessary test
equipment and properly trained
mechanics needed to adjust motor vehi-
cle engines for emissions standards.
The results reinforce the need for State
inspection and maintenance programs if
clean air standards are to be attained.
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ATLANTA

phosphate mining

EPA has recommended that long-
pending industry proposals for surface
mining of phosphate rock in the
155,000-acre Osceola National Forest
in northern Florida be rejected as ‘‘un-
satisfactory from the standpoint of en-
vironmental quality and public wel-
fare.”’ Phosphate is used principally in
the production of fertilizer. Adminis-
trator Russell E. Train recommended
that the Council of Environmental Qual-
ity deny the applications, which came
from several large chemical and fer-
tilizer companies. The recommendation
also suggested that a nationwide en-
vironmental impact statement be pre-
pared, assessing the overall impact of
phosophate mining, processing, use,
and exportation. Jack E. Ravan, Region
IV Administrator, strongly opposed
granting mining rights in the National
Forest.

in the news

Six Tennessee rural electric co-ops
took a two-page ad in a Sunday issue of
the Nashville Tennessean to speak up
for the Tennessee Valley Authority’s
proposed Hartsville nuclear power
plant. Sponsors of the ad urged citizens
to back the project for its **$65 million
annual payroll.”’

The Miami Daily News reported that
“*suspect levels”” of DDT were found in
bass, snook, and mullet taken during a
gathering of dead and ailing fish in
south Dade County. The newspaper said
the fish showed DDT levels ranging
from 2 to 10 parts per million. Two
University of Miami pathologists had
no immediate conclusions. One of
them, Dr. Bennett Sallman, said little
could be concluded about the effects of
the DDT level since there were many
other variables involved: temperature,
oxygen content, chemicals, bacteria,
and parasites.
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meetings set

An environmental workshop will be
held March 12-15 at Manatee Junior
College in Florida, sponsored by county
health departments in Bradenton and
Sarasota. ..A seminar on strip mining
is planned for early April in Birming-
ham, Ala., by the Alabama Environ-
mental Quality Association and the
State Attorney General’s office . . .Dr.
Wernher Von Braun will be the featured
speaker at the Governor’s Environmen-
tal Quality Awards Program April 30 in
Montgomery, Ala.

\
CHICAGO

ohio waters

The Ohio Environmental Protection
Agency has adopted new regulations
revising Lake Erie and general water
quality standards.

The revisions and additions establish
specific standards and alter certain
existing standards for effluents such as
phenols, phosphorus, copper, and zinc
to conform with Federal recommenda-
tions. EPA recommended the revision
of these standards in December, 1973,
to include more specific toxicity limits
of certain pollutants.

vehicle recycling

The State of 1llinois has set up a Vehi-
cle Recycling Board to seek ways of
getting the 400,000 cars and trucks
abandoned each year in Illinois on their
way to the recycler.

The State estimates each car recycled
could save about 15 tons of iron ore, a
ton of coke and a half a ton of limestone
if shredded and sold to a steel mill for
scrap.

The Board’s job is to get more aban-
doned cars to a recycler faster by rec-
ommending changes in state law. These
include offering a *‘bounty’’ to anyone
who takes an abandoned vehicle 1o a re-
cycler and more state control over
abandoned car removal.

/

DALLAS

hearings in texas

Hearings were held in some major
Texas metropolitan areas in February to
determine whether these areas should be
designated as eligible to receive Federal
waste management and planning grant
money.

The hearings were conducted in Dal-
las, Fort Worth, Houston, Beaumont-
Port Arthur and San Antenio. To re-
ceive Section 208 funds the Governor of
Texas and the EPA Administrator must
designate the areas as meeting certain
criteria such as substantial water quality
control problems.

Elsewhere in Region VI, public hear-
ings were held in Oklahoma City and
Tulsa on final designation of these areas
for Section 208 aid.

KANSAS CITY

grants seminar

Hard on the heels of President Ford’s
release of $4 billion in construction
grant funds for waste treatment
facilities, Region VII held a seminar on
the grants program in cooperation with
Associated General Contractors.

The one-day event at the Alameda
Plaza Hotel in Kansas City attracted
more than 200 contractors, consulting
engineers, building materials suppliers,
local and State pollution control offi-
cials, municipal and state government
officials, AGC officers from Kansas
City and Washington, and regional EPA
personnel.

Keynoter for the day was Jerome
Svore, Region VII Administrator, who



outlined to the group how EPA plans to
keep the cash flow going in the grants
program and eliminate bottlenecks and
delays.

Grant applications, priorities,
guidelines and regulations, funding,
competitive bidding, and hiring of
minorities by contractors were among
the subjects discussed with the industry
representatives.

hong kong

The Kansas City Customs Office re-
cently contacted Region VII's John
Wicklund about a pesticide control de-

- vice received at that Office. The device
was seized and held until Region VII
personnel determined that it was inef-
fective when tested according to printed
directions. The product was denied
entry into the U.S. and returned to
Hong Kong.

During 1974 the Region VII Pesticide
Branch issued 65 complaints against
producers or distributors of pesticides in
this country for various pesticide viola-
tions and assessed nearly $100,000 in

/
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DENVER

colorado permit

As early as the first week in April the
Colorado Department of Health could
take over a program regulating pollutant
discharges into Colorado waterways.
This program is currently administered
by EPA in Denver.

A public hearing was held in Denver in
January to consider the State's request
for assumption of the program and to
hear citizen comments or objections. If
Colorado takes over the permit pro-
gram, it will be the third state in Region
VI to do so. Montana and Wyoming
took over their permit programs last
year.

In Colorado approximately 760 dis-
chargers have applied for permits. EPA
has issued permits for 515. The State’s
pollution control agency would take
over monitoring these permits and pro-
cess the approximately 245 remaining
permit requests.

SAN FRANCISCO

san francisco

Calming public concern about asbestos
in San Francisco's drinking water has
recently posed a problem for Region
1X. High levels of natural asbestos have
been found in San Francisco’s drinking
water. But regional officials pointed out
that there is no solid evidence at this
time that it is a hazard to public health,
that the asbestos is a different type from
that found in Lake Superior, that
adequate systems to filter out the asbes-
tos are not yet available, and that EPA
found the asbestos in the first place.

Perhaps the most telling point made to0
press and public has been that EPA
employees drink the water every day.

SEATTLE

car tampering

Responding to a request by EPA, the
U.S. Attorney’s Office in Seattle has
filed action in U.S. District Court to
impose a $30,000 civil penalty on an
Olympia, Wash., imported car dealer
for allegedly tampering with emission
control devices on a car sold to one of
his customers.

The defendant is Werner Scharmach,
owner and manager of European
Motors. He is charged with removing
pollution control devices on a new Saab
in violation of Section 203 of the Clean
Air Act of 1970, which is administered
by EPA.

Under that section of the statute it is
illegal **for any person to remove or to
render inoperative any device or ele-
ment of design installed on or in a motor

vehicle or motor vehicle engine . . .prior
to its sale and delivery to the ultimate

purchaser, or for any manufacturer or

dealer knowingly to remove or render

inoperative any such device or element
of design after such sale and delivery to

the purchaser.”

Clifford V. Smith, EPA’s regional
administrator, said the U.S. Attorney’s
action is the first such case brought to
court by EPA in the Pacific Northwest.

northwest grants

More than [,400 man years of
employment in the construction trades
were created in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon
and Washington by the $57.1 million
the EPA granted last year tor con-
struction of wastewater treatment
facilities, according to figures released
by EPA’s Northwest regional office in
Seattle.

The $57.1 million was awarded by
EPA during calendar year 1974 to pay
for 75% of the eligible costs of actual
construction work on sewer interceptor
lines and wastewater treatment projects
in the four states. Also, EPA’s regional
office awarded $7.2 million for plan-
ning and design of new treatment
facilities and $24 million to reimburse
communities for wastewater improve-
ment projects they financed themselves.

In all, according to Regional Adminis-
trator Smith, the Agency obligated
more than $88 million to units of local
government in Alaska, ldaho, Oregon
and Washington during 1974.
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Continued from page 7

that the virus was transmitted by the water system.

The problem here is several fold. Principally it is a
question of analytical methodology. There are few, if
any, dependable methods of counting viruses in drink-
ing water.

Lacking hard evidence and analytical data, health offi-
cials seldom report drinking water as the means of dis-
ease transmission.

The Holy Cross football episode of several years ago
clearly indicates what can happen when the water in the
drinking system is contaminated with virus. About 90
percent of the football team and athletic staff contracted
infectious hepatitis.

“. .. we will see improved drinking
water at the consumer’s tap within
the immediate future”

Q. What is being done about asbestos fibers in the
drinking water in Duluth, Minn., and other com-
munities on Lake Superior near the Reserve Mining
Company discharge point?

A. In response to the asbestos issue, EPA has been
operating pilot plant facilities in conjunction with the
Corps of Engineers at the request of the City and the
State of Minnesota. We have found several innovative
approaches that result in substantial removals of asbes-
tos. As a result of these pilot plant studies, Duluth is
learning what options are available.

Q. Is bouled drinking water safer than tap water?

A. The safety of any water, bottled or not, has to be
judged by bacterial and chemical analysis and a variety
of other standards of good practice. The individual buy-
ing bottled water should determine whether it has been
analyzed by competent authorities and judged against
requirements of State and local regulatory agencies.

Q. Then there is no complete guarantee that bortled
water is safer than tap water?

A. Frankly, there is no complete guarantee. There are
many bottling facilities across the country. Some of
them use community tap water as a source of supply.
Other bottlers use their own wells. In most instances the
bottlers do apply one type of water treatment or another
prior to filling the jugs.

Q. Are there any brands of botiled water that carry on
their labels the name of the organization that tested the
purity of their water?

A. The Food and Drug Administration requires that a
chemical analysis be stated on the label. The question
then is whether and how frequently the water is
analyzed, because source quality varies and effective-
ness of treatment varies.

If there is a bad batch of raw water or if the treatment
processes were to fail, you can receive bad water from
cither a bottle or a community system. Clearly, there
must be frequent quality monitoring to establish that the
quality on the label is the quality being distributed.

Q. Interms of advising consumers, do you think there

is any sound reason for buying bottled water?

A. | think each individual should have freedom of
choice. Some people buy bottled water for medical
reasons. Some buy bottled water for esthetic reasons.

In any event I think most Americans can and should
support their local public water supply system to make
sure that it does the very best job possible and at a cost
of between 10 and 70 cents per 1000 gallons. Since each
of us uses 100 to 200 gallons a day for a variety of pur-
poses, including drinking, people should support public
systems for both health and economic reasons.

Q. Does the application of chlorine add cancer-
causing chemiculs to the water?

A. There is some recent evidence that chlorine, used
to disinfect drinking water, may combine with man-
made organic compounds, as well as those occurring
naturally, and result in a slightly increased level of a
variety of chlorinated organic compounds. The public
health significance of such increases is being evaluated.

It must be remembered, however, that effectiveness of
chlorination to prevent water-borne bacteriological dis-
eases such as typhoid, cholera, salmonellosis,and
shigellosis, and the infectious hepatitis virus, i1s well
documented. EPA believes that, with the knowledge we
have today, the immediate benefits of continued use of
chlorine for the disinfection of drinking water outweigh
the potential health risks from chlorine-derived organic
compounds.

Q. Are other meihods available 1o disinfect waiter?

A. To date no acceptable substitute has been dem-
onstrated to be as satisfactory as chlorination in disin-
fecting large volumes of drinking water. Other disinfec-
tants have been employed from time to time but these
generally find a suitable application only at the smallest
systems. Ozone is a disinfectant that can be utilized on a
large scale; however, there is some evidence that ozona-
tion may produce some.organic compounds of concern.
Nevertheless EPA recognizes the importance of explor-
ing other means of disinfection. Until more definitive
information becomes available, the use of chlorination
as an effective means for disinfection of drinking water
should be continued.

Q. I imagine the cost of treating drinking water is
probably going to go up in the future. If that is true, 1
wonder if there may be some advaniage in supplying two
types of water to houscholds: one for drinking and one

Jor flushing roilets or washing the car.

A. That is a distinct possibility to be considered in a
number of places in the United States. I believe it is
Colorado Springs which now has two water systems. A
secondary system supplies water that meets health stan-
dards, but not necessarily esthetic standards, and is used
for industrial purposes. The primary system serves resi-
dential areas and is both esthetically and bacteriologic-
ally safe.

What you are suggesting is two tap-water lines into
each house. 1 doubt this will materialize except where a
new city is to be built. The cost of repiping existing
communities probably would be prohibitive.
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Q. As I understand ii, the States have the major re-
sponsibility for the safety of drinking water within their
boundaries. How effective are the States in carrying out
this responsibility?

A. Our studies show, by and large, the States have not
given drinking water an adequate priority in the past.
This is why we find poor quality relative to past Federal
recommendations. We find all too many Americans are
drinking water that is sub-standard in both healthfulness
and esthetics.

The reason for poor quality, more often than not, is
inadequate operation and maintenance of facilities by
ill-trained operators. We have found operators who can-
not remember being visited by a county or State
employee with a view 10 either technical assistance or
enforcement. Clearly, State programs should be sub-
stantially improved. Under the new Safe Drinking
Water Act, the States have the option to establish drink-
ing water standards at least as stringent as the Federal
standards, and then to implement these standards for all
public water systems within their jurisdictions.

Q. Which cities in the United States have the best
drinking water and why?

A. Asaclass, the “‘interstate carrier systems’' are the
best. These are some 700 drinking water systems cer-
tified for use by buses, trains, and commercial aircraft.
These systems have been subjected to both Federal
standards and State inspection for over 50 years.

The priority that the Federal Government and the
States have given to these systems, which serve some 80
million people, has probably caused the smaller systems
to be given inadequate attention by State regulatory
agencies.

Q. So generally the cities with the worst drinking
water are the smaller communities?

A. Correct. There are many of them. We currently es-
timate that 180 million Americans are served by some
40,000 conventional public water systems. Another 25
to 30 million Americans are served by private wells or
cisterns, mainly in rural areas.

Q. If you had to single out any city as having the best
drinking water in the United States, which one would
you nominaie?

A. 1 think each of us thinks of his own home town as
having the best drinking water. We have been con-
ditioned to its taste and we judge all other waters by
what we're used to. While esthetics are important, it’s
more important to have water that’s safe and healthful to
drink. This can only be established by adequate bacte-
rial and chemical analysis and frequent evaluations by
State or county officials.

Q. Isfluoridation of drinking waier still desirable and
safe?

A. Yes. I believe that fluoridation is highly desirable
in that it does substantially reduce the number of dental
caries.

Children are the major beneficiaries. It is the policy of
the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare to
encourage fluoridation, throughout the country. Where

local jurisdictions elect to begin fluoridation, the States
and EPA function to provide technical assistance to
make sure that fluoridation is practiced properly.

Fluoride is a rather unusual chemical. At one concen-
tration level it reduces dental decay. At less than the
critical concentration the reduction in dental decay falls
off very rapidly. Good operation and maintenance are
essential in order to supply the precise concentration
that is beneficial. As a consequence, surveillance and
technical assistance are vital.

Q. Is water from private wells safe?

A. Generally speaking, well water is safe if palatable
and our studies of chemical quality support this conclu-
sion. Most people find well water palatable. Occasion-
ally there will be a bad taste, but generally speaking the
chemical quality is adequate.

On the other hand, we have noted a substantial number
of wells, particularly shallow wells, that are polluted
with bacteria.

For systems which serve individual farms and resi-
dences, generally speaking, the individual who has such
a system can call upon the County Health Department
for advice.

“...the States have not given
drinking water an adequate priority

33

in the past...

Q. How helpful do you think the new Act will be gen-
erally in providing safer drinking water?

A. I noted earlier that technology exists today to solve
most of our current problems.

Given the technology and the new priority this Act es-
tablishes at the Federal, State and local level, 1 believe
we will see improved drinking water at the consumers’
tap within the immediate future. There will be more
technical assistance at the local level from State and
county personnel. As a consequence we should see bet-
ter operations and maintenance of existing facilities.
Where existing facilities are inadequate, there will be a
new effort to make improvements as quickly as possi-
ble.

Q. What should an individual do if he or she has
doubts abour the safety of the drinking water?

A. 1 would suggest they contact either the local water
supply superintendent or the local Health Department to
find out what quality is being served. If this information
is not available, they should encourage their local polit-
ical structure to require the local water works to begin
sampling as soon as possible. After all, people pay for
their drinking water, and those who supply it have a
responsibility to identify what the quality is. Under the
Safe Drinking Water Act this will become a legal re-
quirement.

Two years from now all public water supply systems
will be required to regularly analyze the quality of their
drinking water and report to the consumer if it does not
meet the State standards, which are to be established
and impiemented under the Act.o
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$46.8 MILLION INCREASE SOUGHT IN FISCAL *76

An increase of $46.8 million for EPA’s
operations in fiscal 1976 was sought last
month in President Ford's budget mes-
sage to Congress. If Congress approves,
the Agency’s 1976 authority would rise
from $696 million to $742.8 million.
This does not include construction grants,
which are budgeted separately.

A detailed breakdown—by program and’

function—of the President’s fiscal 1975
budget with that proposed for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1976, is given in
Table 1. The corresponding manpower
budget comparisons are listed in Table 2.
““The most significant increase is $25

million and 97 new positions for the
Water Supply Program,’’ said Adminis-
trator Russell E. Train. These are needed
to enable EPA to establish national stan-
dards for drinking water and to perform
research as called for in the Safe Drink-
ing Water Act of 1974, Mr. Train noted
that the budget proposals also reflect the
high priority on air pollution enforcement
and pesticides.

A major objective in the next fiscal year
is to improve the management of sewage
treatment construction grants, he
said.For this reason EPA proposes to
reassign more than 150 positions and al-

Tabie {,EPA’s Budget Authority
Current Year and Fiscal 1976 Proposed
by Program and Function
{dollars in thousands)

locate $2.9 million to expedite an esti-
mated 8,535 construction projects that
will be under way next year.

The $10-million increase for pesticides
will be used to improve the registration
process, establish certification programs,
and train applicators.

The budget preparation process, Mr.
Train said, ‘*included an open discussion
of environmental budget issues with the
President, which resulted in an equitable
balance not only among environmental
objectives, but between those obiectives
and other national concerns.”’

Research and Abatement and Agency and Regional
Program Development Control Enforcement Management Totals
1975 1976 1875 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976
Air Poliution .............. $ 59,326 $ 51,345 $ 87,040 § 76,985 $10456 $12002 | ... ... $156,822* $140.332
Water Quality ............. 46,053 44,553 111,961 145,173 24751 21188 | ... Ll 182,765 210,864
Water Supply ............. 4518 12,118 3261 20109 | ... 100 | . L 7,779 32327
SolidWaste .............. 10,214 5014 10,329 11618 | ... B 20,543* 16,632
Pesticides ................ 10,747 10,747 19691 29,683 3.569 3745 | . . 34,007° 44,175
Radiation ................ 2,764 1,764 4,787 4303 | .. el 7,551 6,067
Interdisciptinary ........... 15362 17362 | .. e e e 15,362 17.362
Toxic Substances ......... 2,000 2,000 6.827 6837 | ... S oo 8.827 8,837
NOISE .....cooivivinnn 513 13 4,729 9,658 22 532 | ..l 5,264 10,203
Energy Research & Devel .. 134,000 112,000 | ... b e e e 134,000 112,000
Program Mgt. & Support . .. 18,660 18,484 29,863 35.334 14,045 16383 | ... ... 62,568 70,201
Agency & RegionalMgt.... | ... ..o | e L $60,5071 $73,80071 60,507 73,800
Total .................... $304,157 $275,400 $278.488 $339,700 $52,843 $53,900 360,507 $73.800 $695,935 $742,800
*includes congressional add-ons totalling $30.6 miliion for the four programs.
N.B. Table does not include construction grants or areawide planning grants.
tincludes Buildings and Facilities and Scientific Activities Overseas totalling $1.4 mitlion in 1975 and $8.1 million in 1976.
Table 2, EPA Manpower Budget
Current Year and Fiscal 1976 Proposed
by Program and Function
Research and Abatement and Agency & Regional
Program Development Control Enforcement Mgt. & Other Totals
1975 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976
Al 451 449 708 752 410 450 1,568 1651
Water Quality . ............ 588 581 1,677 1,739 892 741 3.157 3,061
Water Supply . ............ 74 85 99 180 5 173 270
Solid Waste .............. 24 24 151 161 175 185
Pesticides ................ 150 150 668 668 151 151 969 969
Radiation ................ 74 59 201 174 . 275 233
Interdisciplinary ........... 251 251 251 251
Toxic Substances ......... 44 44 44 44
NOiSe ..., 3 1 45 75 1 10 49 86
Energy Research & Devel .. 40 40
Program Mgt.& Support . . .. 219 179 202 202 143 168 564 549
Agency & Regional Mgt .. .. . 1,826 1,840 1,826 1,840
Reimbursements and
Allocations . ............ 115 85 20 20 16 16 151 21
Totals ............... 1,949 1,904 3815 4015 1,597 1,525 1,842 1,856 9,203 9,300
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