Chesapeake .
Board , i partment of
November esources

Smart, Green é‘ Growm






Susquehanna River Y,wr A
AS d OA) Of 2 ~).hﬂ? f ‘i',':.'tt}"{\:“f :,2\'.;' ‘_J--f C/NL ’\rf

B — . \ NEW YORK
Chesapeake <. B ). (g

“

. i v e
Bay inputs W o= (T e

i " 7 y /oL
\ 7 o~ N E o’
{ (voywwir| ) = i . i
1 AT \ Y - N
ATy e AN
v 3} 1 -

=" s - LA ~

47% of freshwater [T e D —

RIVER SASIN

S ’ <> BOUNDAR)
- 0 AV

--\L‘ Nefer fo lavre 2% for
S devad of
3 S

41% of nitrogen

- miraee
J ,.'../17 y, L AVRAEN,.
/ - v 4 ! - -
e 7 i
w —/ \/t e » ", 3 (TIESAPF AR}
S 23 A P e Tale Wevtor ey o -
o /T By TN oo Taw “\, BAY BASIN
. — HOUNDAR)Y
25% of phosphorus P ey S, s |
V4 'l,»,:-. '_‘-.<' WM“‘JI':;;% 1
), ot o / “,_'I : P 3
-~ ~ |H
B ,’,-/ 7 >~ 1\
o £l WEST VY
L e » )%
o OT sedaimen 7 itghiA-. >
.._/ yod ; » | \
£76 7 { oe )
4 o M
FN\ - : 1
§ B o/ R
/ v /
- J
"/ e
3 - oy S22 | —
S E /_# f -
/‘ '4 ’/ ;\
f Q
{2 / ;
-~ & / \
£20 AT ;7 8
e R [ &
{ ~N
DASTAOIFED IR0 KAD 130 ALY | \\
DRUMS.-ATA CONC M2LLTON { .
0 K ™ X & DMES ) P

0 W X0 RIMAERS s WV




our tributa







" The Susc

All Trib

river t
the B

Larg
majc
nutr
they

The ]
local
comp
include
and addre
behind Co

, ' Thisimage is Available at
N Maryland DNR's

@, ‘www.eyesonthcbav‘nct

: Image courtesy of
{ MODIS Rapid Response Project
- at NASA/GSFC
250 meter resolution
http:lance-modis.cosdis.nasa.gov/
imagery/subsets/
“1«."'\ ?project=acroncti&subset=Wallops




How unusual was the Tropical Storm Lee event?
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Conowingo Dam — Infill/Dynamic
Equilibri
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Susgquehanna Watershed Inputs to
Conowingo Dam

Graphic courtesy of UCES
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Chesapeake Bay Segmentation Scheme
(For 303d listing - 92 segments)
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& Deep-Channel DO Impairments Are Estimated Under
Conowingo Scour Condition
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100 Infill

Flux of Nitrogen, Phosphorus, and Suspended Sediment from
the Susquehanna River Basin to the Chesapeake Bay during
Tropical Storm Lee, September 2011, as an Indicator of the
Effects of Reservoir Sedimentation on Water Quality

Scientific Investigations Report 2012-5185
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Contact Bruce Michael
Bruce.Michael@Maryland.Gov

LSRWA Website;
http://bit.ly/LowerSusquehannaRiver
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