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	Figure 2. Wetlands and submerged aquatic vegetation in Maryland Coastal Bay region. Wetlands of special state concern are circled in red.
	Tiner and Burke (1995) describes the Coastal Bays tidal wetlands as gradually grading into tidal fresh marshes, then to palustrine forested wetlands, or areas that end abruptly at the upland. Spaur (2004) suggests that since there is only a small amo
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	Figure 4. Groundwater flow in the Coastal Bays region. Vertical scale is exaggerated (Tiner and Burke, 1995; modified from Martha Hayes, U.S. Geological Survey).
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	To reduce nutrients from stormwater runoff (Goal WQ #2)
	Reduce nutrients from agriculture (Goal WQ #4)
	Reduce sediment inputs (Goal WQ #6)
	Increase fish and shellfish (Goal FW #1)
	Improve forest habitat (Goal FW #2)
	Protect and restore wetlands (Goal FW #3)
	Protect threatened/endangered species (Goal FW #4)
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	Isle of Wight Bay Watershed Restoration Action Strategy
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	Great Cypress Swamp Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Project in Delaware
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	Public Drainage Associations and other ditches
	Many of the Coastal Bays wetlands are ditched. Removing these ditches would improve wetland function. Wetland restoration and mitigation may be possible along PDA ditches. However, it is important that any wetland restoration/creation along the PDAs does
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	Historic Wetland Loss
	As mentioned previously, wetland losses, both salt and fresh, were highest in the northern Coastal Bays watershed. Losses of forested palustrine wetlands, due to drainage or conversion may be 90%, with highest losses occurring in St. Martin River, Isle o
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	For wetland habitat function, top priority should be to preserve wetlands known to provide exceptional habitat. It is difficult, if not impossible, to recreate some of these rare habitats. Wetland preservation and enhancement may include the nontidal wet
	MDNR Natural Heritage Program surveyed the NTWSSC sites in 2002 and 2003, compiling the results in the document Nontidal Wetlands of Special State Concern of Five Central Maryland Counties & Coastal Bay Area of Worcester County, Maryland. Specific site r
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	Figure 29. Green infrastructure hubs and potential corridors in Maryland Coastal Bays watershed.�Greenways
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	Figure 36. Summary of estuarine health, based on indices of water quality, living resources, and habitat (MDNR/MCBP, 2004).
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