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Engagement Guide for Pennsylvania’s Phase III Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP)  

Background: Watershed wide, the Chesapeake Bay restoration effort has celebrated 

significant successes, yet much work remains to reduce pollution from entering the Bay. 

The Phase III Watershed Implementation Plans (WIPs) will need to continue and 

accelerate progress if we are to achieve the 2025 clean-up goals.   

Pennsylvania is severely behind in its efforts to reduce pollution runoff in the Chesapeake Bay. 

Our Commonwealth is one of the leading agricultural producing industries in the country, and 

we have more miles of waterways than every other state excluding Alaska. However, of the 

86,000 miles of waterways we have in the Commonwealth, nearly one-quarter are deemed 

“impaired”. This stems from a deep-rooted tradition in the coal mining and agriculture industry. 

With this, Pennsylvania state resource agencies, stakeholders, and citizens, are coming 

together to develop a bottom-up approach to address our pollution reduction goals. The 

midpoint assessment was released during the summer of 2018, and it illustrated that 

Pennsylvania is behind in all three of the categories that need to be reduced. Currently, we are 

only at 15% of our target reductions goals for Nitrogen, 55% for Phosphorus, and 38% for 

Sediment. By EPA estimations and guidelines, we were supposed to be at 60% of our pollution 

reduction goals. Because of these shortcomings and how far behind Pennsylvania is in 

comparison to the other states in the Bay watershed, Pennsylvania is the only state that has 

specific WIP expectations – all others operate under general expectations. 

If Pennsylvania continues to lag in our pollution reduction goals, the EPA may enact, but is not 

limited to the following actions: 

1. EPA may continue to target federal enforcement and compliance assurance in the

watershed, which could include both air and water sources of nitrogen, phosphorus, and

sediment pollutant loads.

2. EPA may expand NPDES permit coverage through designation, as provided by the

Clean Water Act and its regulations, for the following sources of pollutants not currently

regulated under any NPDES permits: animal feeding operations, [industrial and

municipal] stormwater sources, and/or urbanized areas.  Such designations would

require those sources to apply for NPDES permit coverage and would assist

Pennsylvania in achieving the pollutant load reductions proposed in its Phase III WIP.

3. EPA may require additional reductions of loadings from point sources through a

Pennsylvania state specific proposed amendment to the 2010 Chesapeake Bay TMDL

to include reductions in current facility specific waste load allocations for the significant

municipal and industrial wastewater discharging facilities in order to increase the share

of the allocations to stormwater and/or agriculture.

mailto:nezat@pennfuture.org


 
 

2 
For questions, please contact Taylor Nezat, nezat@pennfuture.org     
 

What do we need?  

In a study done by Penn State University’s Agriculture and Environment Center, it is estimated 

that Pennsylvania would require an estimated $387 million annually to meet our pollution 

reduction goals set for the in the TMDL. Making progress towards reaching this goal has proved 

difficult, and Pennsylvania is drastically behind in our pollution reduction goals. We need the 

following in order to accomplish this:  

 Dedicated funding for clean water that will aid in addressing the state’s water pollution 

problems. This includes funding for technical expertise who can develop models and 

undertake data analysis and financial assistance. 

 Increased clean water funding in state resource agencies such as Department of 

Environmental Protection (DEP) and the Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources (DCNR). 

 Full-share funding for state water commissions such as the Delaware River Basin 

Commission (DRBC), Susquehanna River Basin Commission (SRBC), Interstate 

Commission for the Potomac River Basin (ICPRB), and the Ohio River Valley Sanitation 

Commission (ORSANCO). 

 Oppose the “Regulatory Reform” package: House Bills 209, 1237, 1792, 1959, 1960.  

 

 
What is our request? 

If we are to achieve the necessary pollution reductions critical to saving the Bay, Pennsylvania 

must also ensure that: 

 Climate change/ Coastal Resilience: Address climate change qualitatively and 

quantitatively.  

 Accounting for growth: Include policies that account for on and offset pollution across 

all sectors and BMP implementations. 

 Land conservation BMPs will be an option for jurisdictions to consider and commit to in 

developing their WIPs.  

 State and local funding is dedicated to implement BMPs for farmers and conservation 

practices. 

 State BMP Verification Programs to verify BMPs are installed, implemented and 

routinely maintained. 

 The Farm Bill has supported funding mechanisms such as the RCPP and CREP within 

the bill that will bring, continued and imperative funding back to the region.  

 A stronger WIP be created for Conowingo Dam that provides ample funding. 

 Clean Water Act Permits are renewed on time, to allow state’s voices to be heard 

during the permit developmental process.  
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