CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM
WATER QUALITY GOAL IMPLEMENTATION TEAM
May 24", 2010 Conference Call

MINUTES

Developing the Bay TMDL Tracking and Accounting System (BayTAS) — Pravin Rana

- Need to determine who will be in charge of this through 2025

- States may be asked to participate on the Integrated Project Team; representatives should be
familiar with TMDLs and BMP reporting

- EPA is required to have an operational system by the end of this year; interpreted that it does
not need to be fully complete, but must be operational and will refine in 2011

- Next update will include an explanation of how this will fit into existing reporting systems

- Indus Corp and TetraTech involved in development

- Upland states will likely not be treated any differently than tidal states. This system is also
to track 2-year milestones. Allocation will be at major basin scale based on the detail in the
state WIPs.

Moving Toward Final 2010 N utrient and Sediment Targets — Lewis Linker, Bob Koroncai
- John Schneider, DE DNREC: how can a state can go beyond the E3 scenario?
o Lewis Linker, EPA, explained that there are ways to adjust standards if the loads
are beyond achievability.
Slide 5 — scenarios use a 15:1 NP ratio for 190-170 scenarios as discussed on May 10™", 2010
Slide 7 — scenarios will be done with problem segments at E3 and 1/3 and 2/3 of the way
between E3 and All Forest; these scenarios will be done as time allows
Slide 8, 9, 10 — Do not yet have local loads by basin for the new scenarios
Slide 22 - Decision has not yet been made on critical period for chlorophyll-a
Slide 23 — E3 likely necessary in James River
- DC Potomac and James Tidal Fresh percent attainment do not track with nutrient reductions
due to an interaction between the limiting nutrients. This needs to be considered in further
detail after the target loads are settled.
- Attempting to get target loads by the end of May, will then work on DO and chlorophyll
issues
- Will redo the TN, TP trade-off to allow state partners to exchange reductions
- The one percent rule, which is still pending approval, was applied in the presentation

Nonattainment Diagnostics — Jeni Keisman
- 1% rule not applied in this presentation
- Defined problem segments as not attaining at 170 TN
Slide 4 — highlighted cells are used to determine response to load reduction
Slide 6 — graphs represent relationship between DO levels at calibration and E3. Should not have
the same DO levels - more improvement at lower loads
- Based on superficial analysis, monitoring versus calibration data show that these segments
are not well calibrated. We have concerns about using this model on a very small scale, but
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it shows the general response to reductions. Range of DO responses over simulated time
used rather than daily estimate. Need a range in monitoring data to show proper response.

- Resolution of small segments taking Water Quality Sediment Transport Model (WQSTM) to
the limit, but other lines of evidence show that while the model is simulating non-attainment
an argument could be made that they should be in attainment at these loads.

- Looking at nearby segments because WQSTM doesn’t necessarily do a good job in these
single cells. We have higher confidence that it is showing how nearby, deeper waters are
responding and guessing that the local segments require the same level of reduction as
nearby segments. Last week we used spreadsheet tool to identify that local regions are the
primary influence on these segments for the most part.

- We would not consider further global reduction for attainment in areas that are not
influenced by the main bay.

- TMDLs canand do go beyond “E3.” Cannot ignore non-attainment in TMDL regulation,
which specifies using margin of safety for uncertainty. Using other lines of evidence than
the model, we could argue that segments are attaining and the TMDL will be written to that
effect.

Slide 14 — July versus June 94 had better calibration; June has poor regression. Assume that at
global reductions this segment would be in attainment
Slide 15 — some months get good response, others don’t
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