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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Despite the common belief that Oregon has abundant water resources, population- and climate-driven pressures on water resources and water insecurity are a real concern for all people in Oregon. 


WATER SECURITY

Adeguate and/or equitable accessto clean, safe

and affordable water for drinking, food
preparation,and sanitation and hygiene.
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Presentation Notes
“Water security” encompasses the elements that together ensure water quality, quantity and access are adequate to protect public health. 
An alternative definition of "water security" refers to a water system's ability to prevent and recover from physical security threats such as water contamination from chemical, biological and radiological agents. 
Due to these varied definitions and to emphasize the relationship to public health, we use "water insecurity" as our reference term.



WATER INSECURITY

Inadequate and/or inequitable accessto clean,
safe and affordable water for drinking, food
preparation,and sanitation and hygiene.
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Presentation Notes
We define “water insecurity” as inadequate and/or inequitable access to clean, safe, and affordable water for drinking, food preparation, and sanitation and hygiene. 
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These three key factors affect water security:
Climate changes that are increasing the frequency and severity of droughts, floods, wildfires and other natural disasters, which strain our aging infrastructure and amplify water security threats to vulnerable communities. 
Social factors that affect access to clean and safe water such as socioeconomic conditions (e.g., concentrated poverty), population distribution and community engagement, among others. 
Physical determinants of water security such as community design, housing and geographic location that can present barriers to access among the homeless population, households connected to private wells, springs or surface supplies, households with failing plumbing and communities connected to small water systems.
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Preventable health outcomes of water insecurity include water-borne illnesses, exposure to contaminants, dehydration, malnutrition, and indirect outcomes such as emotional distress, depression and anxiety. 


884 million

LACK ACCESS TO SAFE
DRINKING WATER

2.5 billion

USE UNIMPROVED SANITATION
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There are an estimated 884 million people worldwide who lack access to safe drinking water.
The Millennium Development Goal Report of 2015 estimated that “663 million people worldwide use unimproved drinking water sources, including unprotected wells, springs and surface water, while about 2.5 billion use unimproved sanitation (UNICEF, 2015).” 
Although there have been significant increases in improved access to drinking water and sanitation since 1990, people of poor and marginalized groups and those living in rural areas still have inequitable access to piped water (UNICEF, 2015). 


The Human Right to Water
and Sanitation (2010)

"WATER IS THE ESSENCE OF LIFE. SAFE
DRINKING WATER AND SANITATION ARE
INDISPENSABLE TO SUSTAIN LIFE AND

HEALTH, AND FUNDAMENTAL TO THE
DIGNITY OF ALL."

OFFICE OF THE UNITED NATIONS HIGH
COMMISSIONER FOR HUMAN RIGHTS
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In 2010, the UN General Assembly and the Human Rights Council recognized the human right to water and sanitation as part of international law (UN Water, 2018). 
Under these rights, all people should have physical and affordable access to sufficient, safe, and acceptable water and sanitation for personal and domestic use (UN Water, 2018). 
These rights, however, do not entitle people to free water, unlimited use and/or a household connection, therefore policy development is critical to supply affordable water and sanitation services, sufficient water for personal and domestic uses and water and sanitation facility access within or in the immediate vicinity of the household (UN, 2015). 


D r I n k I n g Etiology of Drinking Water—Associated Outbreaks (N=928), by Year
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In the United States (US), water security is critical for the protection of public health. 
Drinking water contamination disrupts water access leading to poor health outcomes from exposure and a sense of concern among communities at risk (CDC, 2017). 
This figure shows the number of waterborne disease outbreaks associated with drinking water reported in the US during 1971-2014, by year and cause of disease. 
There was a total of 928 outbreaks during this period. There have been significant increases in bacterial outbreaks of Legionella in the last decade nationally. Aging and in some cases overbuilt water infrastructure contributes to the development of biofilms that harbor bacteria. This trend is complicated because while all water systems are aging, reporting of Legionella increased due in part to CDC’s promotion of reporting. Fortunately in Oregon we have experienced only one recent outbreak. 



Heat map of arsenic in private wells: Domestic
Well Testing Act data, 1989 - 2018

Drinking
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The yellow color represents the highest test results, blue the lowest,
zero values are not shown.
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Exposure to naturally-occurring arsenic in drinking water is a significant risk to some Oregonians served by private wells. Long-term consumption of water with arsenic above the drinking water standard may increase the risk of health problems of the skin, circulatory system, nervous system, lungs and bladder. These health problems include some forms of cancer. This heat map, based on Oregon Domestic Well Testing Act data, displays relative risk for exposure to arsenic in private wells.



VULNERABLE COMMUNITIES
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In a state as water-rich as Oregon, which communities might be vulnerable to water insecurity?
Populations experiencing homelessness in Oregon are disproportionately affected by water insecurity, with many relying on public facilities to access water for sanitation and hygiene. Lack of access can have public health implications, such as the spread of communicable diseases, skin infections and other bacterial and viral infections (Hawash et al., 2016).
Water insecurity also impacts tenants or low-income owners in residences with plumbing in poor condition, low-income populations reliant on markets for relatively safe bottled water, and populations situated in vulnerable flood plains.


VULNERABLE COMMUNITIES

Counties with multiple
consecutive drought
declarations

Low-Iincom e
communities with
deteriorating drinking
water infrastructure and
limited resources to
fund improvement

Coastal communities
and community assets
vulnerable to sea-level
rise or saltwater
Intrusion
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Water insecurity also impacts counties with multiple consecutive drought declarations, low-income communities with deteriorating drinking water infrastructure and limited resources to fund improvement, and coastal communities vulnerable to sea-level rise or saltwater intrusion. 


OBJECTIVE

To understand the existing evidence
base for developing public health

policies, programs and surveillance

strategies relating to water insecurity

In Oregon.

N
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We conducted a systematic literature review to understand the existing evidence base for developing public health policies, programs and surveillance strategies relating to water insecurity in Oregon.
By understanding water quality and quantity needs and inequities in access to safe water in Oregon, we can develop community-specific and culturally relevant water security policy solutions to help communities build adaptive capacity, strengthen resiliency and protect the health of all people in Oregon.



RESULTS - SURVEILLANCE

Water
Secure
Water 10%
Insecure
24%

Marginally Water
Secure
35%

Marginally Water
Insecure
31%

HOUSEHOLD WATER
INSECURITY
Jepson, 2014

(Texas/Mexico border)

Effect of % Black on Health Violations

2
1

15
1

M

A

Predicted Count of Health Violations

.05
1

T T T T T T T T T T T
0 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80
% Black

Effect of % Black on Health Violations: Conditional on SES

T T T T T T T T T T T
0 8 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80
% Black

Predicted Count of Health Violations

.05
1

ey pp———

SES, Race/Ethnicity and
SDWA COMPLIANCE
Switzer & Teodoro, 2014
(system s acrossthe US)

WATER SERVICE ACCESS
Gibson et al., 2014
(Wake County, North Carolina)


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here’s a brief review of the findings:
Jepson measured water access, water quality acceptability and water affect via surveys to assess how water insecurity is experienced at the household level.
Switzer and Teodoro matched Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) compliance records with demographic and economic data for US local government water utilities serving populations greater than 1000. They found that by treating SES as an interactive term, one can show that the interaction between race/ethnicity and drinking water violations declines as SES increases.
Gibson used property tax data in Wake County, North Carolina to quantify the % of residences with community water service in each census block and found that increases in the African American population proportion within a census block correlated with an increase in the odds of exclusion from municipal water service.
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Pierce and Jimenez compared water service reliability of households on small water systems with households on larger systems, and found that households living in mobile home park units are nearly twice as likely as residents of standalone mobile homes, and nearly three times as likely as residents in all other housing units, to experience water service interruption.
Mekonnen & Hoekstra analyzed satellite imagery to map water scarcity, which can be measured as the ratio of water consumption over water availability.
CA State Water Resources Control Board displays current compliance status and other details about public water systems. 


RESULTS - INDICATORS
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Sullivan developed a Water Poverty Index which integrates information about local water resources, access to water, capacity to manage water, uses of water, and ecological integrity. The index helps to determine risks and priorities of water conditions at the community level and provides a cogent, transparent way to communicate the complexities of local water issues and their impacts on local communities.
Korc & Ford adapted the Water Poverty Index to available data and needs identified in colonias along the Texas-Mexico border, identifying specific needed improvements for the colonias studied and allowing for more focus of community resources.   
CA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment developed indicators of exposure to drinking water contaminants, compliance with drinking water standards, physical and institutional vulnerability of public water systems and affordability to measure progress towards achieving the human right to water. 


RESULTS CALIFORNIA

HUMAN RIGHT TO
Policy WATER ASSEMBLY
BILL (AB 685)

California Water Boards, 2012

"Every human being hasthe right to safe, clean,
affordable,and accessible water adequate for
human consumption,cooking and sanitary
purposes (State of California, 2012)."

*Affordability: water expenses should not exceed 3-5% of
household income
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The California Human Right to Water Assembly Bill 685 passed in 2012, legislatively recognizing that “every human being has the right to safe, clean, affordable, and accessible water adequate for human consumption, cooking, and sanitary purposes (State of California, 2012).” 
The policy, regulated by the California State Water Resources Control Board, applies to all Californians in both rural and urban areas and requires that all relevant state agencies consider the policy when developing and implementing related policies and programs. 
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At various stages of our review process we interviewed key informants actively involved in solving today’s water insecurity issues in California, Washington and Oregon.
One of the key activities discussed was the California Human Right to Water Law, which followed mobilization of multiple communities and nongovernmental organizations focused on water justice. These communities recognized inequities in access to safe drinking water. 
California is assessing water insecurity needs, setting goals, developing resources, improving water affordability and tracking progress. 
Washington state is pursuing water insecurity interventions through community education events, drought risk assessment, water loss detection and utility rate capping. 
Washington’s activities look at water insecurity outside of the regulatory context and aim to increase awareness of the value of water and importance of water conservation. 
“Water insecurity” is not a widely used term in California or Washington, but both states are developing interventions to meet the unique water needs of their communities. Future collaborations with neighboring state agencies will present opportunities to learn about, share, and develop effective water insecurity interventions. 
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OREGON

*« OWRD leads ongoing effortsto:
implement an Integrated Water Resources
Strategy
egain a better understanding of the quantity
and quality of water in aquifersto prepare
for droughts
ecapture groundwater-level data and clim atic
and seasonal impacts on aquifers
eengage local communities in place-based
planning approaches of IWRM and
*Develop a 100-year vision for water in
Oregon
The DEQ conducts groundwater studies
« Partner agencies of Oregon’s Integrated Water
Resources Strategy conducted a drought

response survey across the state
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There are recent and ongoing efforts among Oregon natural resource agencies, led by the Oregon Water Resources Department, to develop an Integrated Water Resources Strategy, gain a better understanding of the quantity and quality of water in aquifers, prepare for droughts, engage local communities in place-based planning and develop a 100-year vision for water in Oregon. 
To capture groundwater-level data and climatic and seasonal impacts on aquifers, Water Resources continues to develop observation wells throughout the state and in basin study sites. 
The DEQ also conducts groundwater studies, focusing on water quality in areas vulnerable to contamination throughout Oregon. 
In response to the 2015 drought, partner agencies of Oregon’s Integrated Water Resources Strategy conducted a survey across the state asking participants about their drought response and what actions should be taken to be better prepared for future droughts (OWRD, 2017). 



RECOMMENDATIONS

CHARACTERIZE IDENTIFY WATER INSECURITY
POPULATIONS EXPERIENCING NEEDS

INEQUITIES IN ACCESS TO
WATER

Study census and property tax Assess water insecurity

data to identify, describe, and experiences and needs (water

guantify ineqguities in accessto access,quality, affordability, and

water water affect) at the household
level using HWI

Map Oregon water systems as surveys/scalograms

done in California’s

Exceedance/Compliance Assess water service reliability in

mapping tool,and consider manufactured/mobile home

Inclusion of water system parks using American Housing

advisories Survey (AHS) questions
Integrated into HWI surveys
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We recommend four water insecurity priority areas for Oregon, which integrate the intervention results discussed in the previous slides.
Agencies can begin by studying secondary data to identify, describe and quantify inequities in access to water. Mapping Oregon water systems as done in California will help us understand water availability and water quality among populations served by these systems. OHA’s Drinking Water Services is already working on maps of water system boundaries and displays of active water advisories.
We can better understand water insecurity challenges faced by communities and households by using an approach similar to the Household Water Insecurity survey. This could take the form of a modified CASPER study or American Housing Survey to fill critical data gaps and provide more transparency to water insecurity in marginalized communities.



RECOMMENDATIONS

TRACK WATER SCARCITY PURSUE THE HUMAN RIGHT
VARIABILITY TO WATER

Implement strategiesto better Adopt a state policy, such asthe
understand how climate change human right to water, that

and seasonal variability impacts would encourage collaboration

water availlability and drought between public health agencies,

risk by applying Mekonnen and water resources managem ent

Hoekstra's water scarcity agencies, academia and

modeling approach. policym akers to establish
accessible, safe and affordable
water as a priority in future
policy decisions.
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We can work with natural resource partners to get a more-detailed picture of water scarcity variability and mobilize place-based water planning efforts in regions found to be experiencing water scarcity.
These efforts can inform development of a state policy, such as the human right to water, that would encourage an interdisciplinary collaboration between public health agencies, water resources management agencies, academia and policymakers to establish accessible, safe and affordable water as a priority in future policy decisions. 




Thank you

Curtis Cude
Curtis.g.cude@dhsoha.state.or.us
971-673-0975
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