Aquatic Life Status: Year 2000

Figure 1. This pie chart summarizes the current
cumulative aquatic life use attainment
status for monitored-level data from the
1988-2000 assessment cycles.
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Ohio EPA uses multiple chemical,
physical, and biological measures
to assess the health and integrity of
surface water resources. The biological measures are emphasized
because the fish and invertebrates
that comprise this measure serve as
living indicators of the health and
well-being of Ohio's waterways.
They also serve as a direct measure
of the biological integrity goal of
the Clean Water Act. These organisms are sensitive indicators of
water pollution because they inhabit
the water all of the time and all
aspects of their life cycles are
dependent on water. A healthy fish
or invertebrate community is also
associated with high quality recreational opportunities (e.g., fishing,
swimming, canoeing, etc.).
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Ohio is a water-rich state with more
than 25,000 miles of named and
designated streams and rivers and a
451-mile border on the Ohio River.
The suitability of these waters for
beneficial uses (e.g., recreation and
drinking water) and to maintain
healthy ecological conditions or
“biological integrity” (a key goal of
the Clean Water Act) is important
to Ohio's economy and standard of
living.

TMDL Program
The TMDL process will be used as
a starting point to restore impaired
waters. This includes nonpoint
(NPS) impairments as well as the
remaining point source related
impacts. TMDL stands for “Total
Maximum Daily Load” and is mandated by the Clean Water Act. The
objective of a TMDL is to derive
the loadings of pollutants that a
water body can receive and maintain “water quality standards” (i.e.,
that needed to protect and restore
aquatic life and other uses). The
data and statistics presented here
are the basis for Ohio’s list of
impaired waters that need restoration and/or protection to meet and
maintain standards. The analysis
involved in developing a TMDL
represents a key component of the
strategic focus that is needed to
restore degraded waters and make
progress towards the goal of 80%
full attainment by 2010.

Addressing
the
impairments in these
streams will be crucial to the success of
the TMDL program
(see inset). More
detailed analysis of
this information is
available in a companion fact sheet
(Fact Sheet FS-3EAS-2000).
Map 1 illustrates the
variation in attainment of aquatic life
uses in Ohio streams
and rivers across the
state. Some subbasins (central, southcentral, far northeast) are approaching or have exceeded
75% of assessed
miles in full attainment while others
are far below that
threshold (much of
northwest
Ohio,
most urban subbasins).
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