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Drinking wa ter source a rea  - delinea ted a s the 5th-
field wa tershed upstrea m  of a  public wa ter supply
(PW S ) inta ke. Note tha t Oregon’s surfa ce wa ter
source a rea s a re delinea ted inta ke to inta ke. For
wa tersheds with m ore tha n one inta ke, the DW S A is
the wa tershed segm ent from  the PW S s inta ke to
the next inta ke upstrea m .  All protection a rea s
upstrea m  of a  specific wa ter system ’s inta ke a re
included in the drinking wa ter source a rea  for tha t
wa ter system  a nd PW S s a re encoura ged to work
with other wa ter providers a nd other entities within
the S ubba sin a s they eva lua te la nd use a nd m ove
forwa rd with developing protection stra tegies.
S ource a rea s for public wa ter system s using
groundwa ter ca n be provided upon request.  Also
note there a re a  num ber of public tra nsient non-
com m unity a nd priva te dom estic drinking wa ter
sources tha t a re not identified on this m a p.

Map 6. Oregon Surface Water Drinking Water Source Areas 
with NRCS Soil Erosion Hazard Ratings - Off-Road/Off-Trail **  

T ext

(**): (from  US DA NRCS  gS S URGO Da ta ba se).
S hows surfa ce erosion ha za rd for non-roa d/tra il
soil disturba nces where up to 75% of the soil
surfa ce is ba re. T he erosion ha za rd ra tings a re
ba sed upon inherent soil properties (K w-fa ctor
(whole soil erodibility) a nd slope) a nd reflect
m a na gem ent disturba nces such a s uncontrolled
gra zing, forestry, hea vy equipm ent use, fire control,
a nd m ining. Gully erosion, plowing or other
disturba nces tha t “disturb up to nea rly 100 percent
of the a rea  a nd cha nge the cha ra cter of the soil”,
a nd Histosol soils a re not a dequa tely cha ra cterized
by this m ethod a nd effects will be underestim a ted.
Area s not colored ha ve no a va ila ble da ta . T his
m ethod does eva lua te m obiliza tion potentia l of soil
through sheet a nd rill erosion, but does not
eva lua te delivery to surfa ce wa ters.
In the Upda ted S ource W a ter Assessm ents, DEQ
m a pped only those loca tions where risk is
Modera te or higher AND tha t a re within 300 feet of
surfa ce wa ter in order to estim a te those pla ces
where delivery to wa ter is possible.
According to NRCS , the ra tings a re:
S light— Erosion is unlikely under ordina ry clim a tic
conditions.
Modera te— S om e erosion is likely; control
m ea sures m a y be needed.
S evere— Erosion is very likely; control m ea sures
for vegeta tion re-esta blishm ent on ba re a rea s a nd
structura l m ea sures a re a dvised.
Very S evere— S ignifica nt erosion is expected; loss
of soil productivity a nd off-site da m a ges a re likely;
control m ea sures a re costly a nd genera lly
im pra ctica l.


