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e Water Quality Outcomes
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Program

 TMDL and
WIPs

e Attain
standards
and
monitoring

* Monitoring |
and Models
— Baseline
— Planning
— Progress

(Modifed from Phillips, 2006)
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Chesapeake Monitoring Networks

Active and proposed non-tidal water-quality
monitoring network sites in the Chesapeake Bay Waters|

Living Resources
Land Cover and Use Monitoring
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Chesapeake Bay Nontidal Network:
All Stations
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Watershed Networks

 \Watershed

— Nutrients and sediment

In rivers
— 125 sites
— Monthly and storms

¢ Sites:
—Land uses

— Culminative effects
of practices

— Model calibration

Source: USGS, 2016
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Improving or degrading trends
dlassified as likelihood estimates
greater than or equal to 66%

Results
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-Vary by
watershed
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CHANGE IN TOTAL NITROGEN LOAD BETWEEN 2005 AND 2014, IN POUNDS PER ACRE

-Practices and
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. Tidal Water Quality Monitoring

Chesapeake Bay
Program

Main Bay and tidal
waters
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"- Tidal collection

Frogram

Fish Spawning
Habitat

Bay \
Grasses g

Habitat

Rockfish +
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Chesapeake Bay
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Water Quality Standards Attainment
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@ Monitoring & Models

. I\/Ionltorlng IS the
foundation

* Both needed:
— ASSesSSs progress
— Explain change

e Inform WIPs &
milestones




