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What is Tiered Implementation of the TMDL?

Same destination, different journey



Definition

A tiered implementation of the TMDL establishes
intermediate term, spatially explicit pollutant load targets
that would result in the greatest anticipated benefit to
living resources on our way toward attainment of the
Chesapeake Bay water quality standards



Chesapeake Bay Water Quality Goals
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Tiered Approach to Implementation

Example of Prioritization based on potential living resource
impact (Source: Chesapeake Bay Program, 2009)
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The “Why” of Tiered Implementation

WQ goals are more difficult and costly to achieve
than originally anticipated.

Broadening management focus can accelerate
improvements in living resource without “full
achievement” of WQS



The Water Quality Goal Challenge
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The Water Quality Goal Challenge
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The Water Quality Goal Challenge
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The Water Quality Goal Challenge
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Summary of the “Why” of Tiered Implementation



The How of Tiered Implementation
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Factors influencing habitat of

Bay Living Resources
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Living resource habitat
condition in a specific area
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Thank you



