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Future plans for the network
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Enhancements address several
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« STAC Monitoring Realignment Action Team
(MRAT 2009)

 Recent findings of the National Academy of
Scientists’ report (NAS 2011)
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NTN sites in mostly large/forested
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Enhancements will help track progress

towards the TMDL

* Increased monitoring in major source sectors
(agricultural, urban, suburban areas)

* Enhanced monitoring in watersheds with
iIncreased BMP implementation to document
water-quality improvements of priority BMPs

* Increased monitoring sites in areas where
there are gaps to enhance the CBP
watershed model for the 2017 TMDL re-

evaluation
— Coastal plain, small watersheds
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e 32 new sites, 5 upgraded
sites for a total of 120 sites
by the end of 2012

e |In 2010, the shared cost of
the network was $3.7M

e The additional sites
supported by an additional
$2M of USEPA funds
provided to the
jurisdictions
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FY11 focus on smaller
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FY12 focus on small/medium ag
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e and urban watersheds, fill spatial gaps
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Many sites added in FY11 and 12

have increased BMP implementation
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v Funding detalls by jurisdiction
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Monitoring or

. # Sta.tlcfns n Currenf cBP # New stations # New gages Proposed # .New # New Gages Proposed FY 12 potential TotaI.cosrt to
Jurisdiction existing funding FY11 CBP stations FY N L maintain
network (approx. $) FY 11 FY 11 funding ($) 12 FY 12 CBP funding ($)  monitoring network ($/yr)
' organization
District of Columbia 0 0 4 4 244,000 0 0 0 DDOSégCSPRB’ 184,000
MDDNR
* * 4
Maryland 18 139,589 6 1 291,000 1 1 61,000 USGS, SRBC 1,150,000
Pennsylvania 28 372,000 1 0 46,000 9 7 519,000 PADE;'B%SGS’ 1,748,000
New York 5 62,000 0 0 0 1 0 46,000 SRBC 276,000
Virginia 31 254,500 5 0 238,100 5 1 218,100 VADEQ, USGS 1,416,000
West Virginia 4 80,000 3 2 168,000 2 1 107,000 WVDEP, USGS, 414,000
WVDA
Delaware 2 8,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 DNREC 92,000
Total 88 916,089 19 7 987,100 18 10 951,100 5,280,000

*2 of the sites will be funded by MD DNR funds to comply with grant guidelines; funding is offset by matching funds to support for 2 existing MD NT sites.



Q, Multiple NTN Funders
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e NTN funded with

eX|St|ng funds from 0 USEPA CBP 117 grants
multiple partners 0% > Sme/:a;mm
 The network is I [ ——
vulnerable to budget o uscs
shortfalls 20 e ® Other (rosty o stream

« A multi-agency
commitment to
maintaining the
network IS necessary



Monitoring In the
Susguehanna River Basin
(SRB)
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FY11-12

11 new sites in total

e / new gages

e 5 sites with BMP
Implementation

« 8in ag areas
e 2 In urban areas
3 In small watersheds

Nontidal Water Quality Monitoring Network
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Small or

Site Name Map Key '&Z‘::::;ZZ,T::# Pri‘:‘;ﬂ:‘:t:nt:"d cIZatsht:l ?"fﬁé:fﬁﬁﬁ:’:&::f“ M:;:::i"g c°nstfjft?on " opeiatf:n () FYilcost(s)  FY1zeost(s)
square miles) (Y) Plain? (Y)  implementation? (Y)

Big Spring Run 3 Y Ag PADEP/USGS Y 46,000

Chillisquaque @ Washingtonville 20 Ag Y PADEP/USGS Y Y 61,000
Codorus Ck nr Pleasureville 21 Ag Y PADEP/USGS Y Y 61,000
Pequea Ck at Strasburg 22 Ag Y PADEP/USGS Y Y 61,000
Quittapahilla Ck 23 Ag Y PADEP/USGS Y Y 61,000
Spring Cr nr Harrisburg, PA 25 Y Urban PADEP/USGS Y Y 61,000
Muddy Creek 24 Ag SRBC Y Y 61,000
East Mahantango at Dalmatia 27 Ag SRBC Y 46,000
Kishacoquillas at Reedsville 28 Ag Y SRBC Y 46,000
Tioughnioga at Itaska 30 Forest SRBC Y 46,000
Paxton Creek nr Harrisburg, PA 26 Y Urban with Ag SRBC Y Y 61,000




@; Future plans for network

Chesapeake Bay
Program

e Maintain current network funding at the FY12
level ($5.3M/year)

 |ncorporate additional non-traditional partner
data into the network to improve the spatial
scale of monitoring and local involvement in
the watershed-wide network



Analytical products derived from NTN data
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Long-Term Trend in Total Phosphorus
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Long-term Trends:
Suspended Sediment
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