PUBLIC PARTICIPATION STANDARD FOR TMDL PROGRAM
During the autumn of 1998, the Center for the Inland Bays initiated a Tributary Strategy Program. Local stakeholders (industry, agriculture, municipalities,
golf courses, citizens, etc.) from the Inland Bays watershed were organized into a “Tributary Action Team” or TAT. The Team created a body responsible
for providing guidance and direction to the Center for the Inland Bays in its mission to reduce nutrient contributions and restore habitat in Delaware’s
Inland Bays.
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