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2009 erf“ TEHCINUEHERt Criterie
2010 C5) estuary listed as impaired for Nitrogen
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Cf)alltlon challenge of Criteria and Permit Limits
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" Good Science
L.egal Appeals
Political Support



. Ind:peri an
Critaflzl

- gg'ory J-""

,\\ SNEHPESNUtHE

N '

. ffc'l:émmissioned by Coalition and NHDES
= F‘c’ | F‘Reviewers were nationally recognized experts

'V|ewed Criteria Document and all available data and
tompleted studies
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- ’Peer Review Results

The available data does not support that nitrogen is
causing eelgrass loss in GB estuary

Criteria did not adequately consider other factors that
could be the cause of eelgrass loss
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L EPA Mw |ng
: ”Coalltlon Accomplishments
duce nitrogen at WWTP's

_..—-- e

"{hvest In monitoring and research

= C— -~ River sam nling last 3 years
— ~ Developed a hydrodynamic model of estuary
Supported Eelgrass mapping

Non point source reduction
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BGity Council letter to EPA supporting SAB
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{flty CounC|I urge State and Federal Delegations
_' to send letters to EPA supporting the SAB
review.
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