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PART F: THE 2010 INTEGRATED REPORT

What follows is the 2010 Integrated Report sorted by attainment status or category of the
Integrated Report upon which a water body is placed. Five categories are used in the current
report (Categories 2, 3, 4a, 4b, 5). Section F.1 of the list represents Category 2 waters meeting
the standards for which they have been assessed. Section F.2 captures Category 3 waters that
have insufficient data or information to determine whether any water quality standard is being
attained. Section F.3 reports surface waters listed on Category 4a and 4b of the Integrated List
and includes surface waters that are still impaired but have a TMDL or technological remedy to
correct the impairment. Section F.4 reports surface waters listed on Category 5 of the Integrated
List and is the section of the List that has been historically known as the 303(d) List. Category 5
of the List includes water bodies that may require a TMDL.

F.1 Report Format and Structure

The 2010 IR follows the same format used in 2008, with one minor addition. For the new
Category 5 listings based on the Biological Stressor Identification analyses, there will be an
additional piece of information that provides the percent-attributable-risk for that pollutant (for
more information on percent-attributable risk see
http://www.mde.state.md.us/assets/document/BSID _Methodology Final _03-12-09.pdf). For all
other listings this field will be blank. The report header indicates the listing category (i.e, in this
example Category 5) for that section of the report as well as the information provided for each
assessment unit or waterbody. Each individual assessment unit or waterbody in the report is
separated by the two horizontal black lines. So, in the example below, the following information
is provided for 5 different assessment units: the year the assessment unit was listed on Category
5; the assessment unit identification code; the basin or waterbody name; the county in which the
waterbody resides; the cause or pollutant for which the assessment unit is Category 5; the
suspected source of the impairment; the priority for TMDL development; whether a TMDL is
expected to be initiated in the next two years; and, any relevant notes or details for that
assessment unit.
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Figure 5: Report Format

101






