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Characterizing Regional Water Quality Conditions

The WRTC met on July 12th.   In addition to very useful discussions about the impact of air pollutant emissions on Bay water quality, the WRTC members also discussed how various media portray local water quality, in particular recent articles and report about the Potomac River (see attached slide).
The WRTC members made various observations and provided COG staff with recommendations on how these issues should be addressed in the water quality factsheet that COG staff is preparing.  The key points that came out of that discussion include:
· Be proactive rather than reacting to each article/report that is issued (i.e., don’t chase reports)
· Recognize that ‘good news’ is not always as compelling as ‘bad news’
· There is a real need to publicize our good news repeatedly and in sound bites that are defensible yet easy for elected officials and the general public to understand.
· Differentiate between local water quality, the Potomac River, and the Bay
· For example, COG’s members can only directly address implementation at a local/regional scale
· Also, what may be valid concerns for the Potomac River as-a-whole may not be valid for the Upper Potomac estuary in the COG region
· Recognize the challenge that while water quality improvements have been and continue to be made, there are many new water quality challenges that the region and COG’s members are facing
· For example, document how COG’s members continue to spend a lot of money on wastewater treatment upgrades that continue to make clear improvements in local water quality – and the investments being made in stormwater management and improvements in local waters
· Suggest characterizing issues as ‘20th Century issues that have been successfully addressed’ (e.g., traditional point sources like wastewater and industry) versus ‘new 21st Century challenges’ (e.g., ecological degradation in local and regional water bodies; endocrine disrupters, etc.)
· Acknowledge the multiple benefits of the water quality improvements COG’s members have made; for example, stream restoration projects, along with improving water quality, also have  boosted wildlife habitat and  tree cover and provided aesthetic benefits)
· For example, the fact that land along waterways is now deemed desirable as either open space or buildable sites is an indication that the public does care about water quality/quality of life/larger environmental issues
· Link regional messages with those of COG’s members
· Acknowledge that there are many drivers for water quality, not just the Bay TMDL- for example, stormwater permit requirements, addressing local water quality needs and local TMDLs, etc.)
· Be sure to work with other organizations in the region, ICPRB for example , to leverage common messages

Next Steps - COG staff will be working with the RWQM Subcommittee and the WRTC members to prepare the regional water quality factsheet.  Staff will provide an update at the next CBPC’s meeting.

COG staff contact:  Tanya Spano  tspano@mwcog.org / 202-962-3776
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