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Have volunteer water
monitoring programs
impacted natural resource
management and policy?



2013 National Survey

345 volunteer water

monitoring program R
coordinators %

1to 5 programs

Represented population of
~1676 programs in US

86% responded

Formed 1965 - 2012
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Type of Waterbody
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Most monitored rivers/streams and lakes
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Geographic Scope

Most operated in a single watershed
1%

M Local waterbody or
single watershed

B Multi-watershed

M Multi-state or
Regional

W Statewide

M National

M Other



Types of Outcomes

Natural Volunteer
Resource Civic
Management = Engagement
Decisions  EEE .
Waterbody Organizational

Restoration &
Protection

Jim Beecher




Waterbody Protection and
Restoration

Protect land from development

Obtain protected status for a
waterbody

Data to justity altering land uses

Funding to protect/restore

waterbody

Percent of Programs




Natural Resource
Management Decisions

Close/Open beach or fishing area h
Define/Modify a wq standard
Develop a TMDL

List/Delist an impaired water

Develop/Change/Enforce a regulation

—
——
—
———————
Monitor for a TMDL

ID where wq standard not met

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Percent of Programs




Volunteer Civic
Engagement

Testity before a legislative body

Write a letter that includes data...

Write a letter about a policy...

Serve on a natural resources board

Attend natural resources...

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Percent of Programs



Organizational

Organization changed monitoring
methods

Organization changed monitoring
locations

Citizens given staff
responsibilities

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Percent of Programs




Percent of Programs
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Type of impact
Funding to protect/restore I Ny Waterbody protection
Data justify altering land uses s and restoration
Obtain protected status loessseecesise Natural resource mgt
Protect land development N decisions
< ID where WQ std not met I D - Volunteer civic
Monitor a TMDL I ) engagement
Develop/change/enforce reg | . E Organizational
List/delist an impaired water : ,
Develop TMDL
. Define/modify a WQ std ———
o -y
- each or fishing —
ttend NR-related pUth mtg QT TTTT———
Serve on NR board ~
Letter w/o data re: a policy ——
Letter w/data re: a policy —
stify before a legis. body —
CitizenSgd statf responsibil.
Change monitoring location y T—
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Change monitoring method e



Examples of Reported
Outcomes

e 84 pages of vignettes

e More common:
o Ildentified and controlled illicit bacterial discharges
0 Best Management Practices installed

« More unigue:

o National Wild and Scenic River status obtained
0 Presentation to Congress to obtain Superfund site status




Waterbody Protection

| New Hampshire

No Discharge Zones
in Massachusetts

- No Ducharge Zone

Fishing Regulations
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Justification to Alter Land Use
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Volunteers Involved in Natural

Resource Decision-making
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Outcomes at What Level

of Government?

90
80

Percent of Programs

Waterbody  Justify altered Develop, Civic
protected land use change, or engagement
. enforce a policy

B Municipal
B County

M Tribal

M State

M Federal
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URI Watershed Watch







Wisconsin’s Four Key
Reasons for Success

~ nytimes.com




Wisconsin’s Key Reasons
for Success

. WisCALM
. Total phosphorus (and other) standards

. Sustained partnerships
o 30years CLMN
 ~104,000 site visits
o 20 years WAV Water Aetion Volunteers
« ~32,000 site visits PN G
o 12 years, $1.5 milion and 200+ projects DNR-CBM r -
. Ongoing support and trust of volunteers, and
recognition that they should be invited to the table

. Volunteers who who care and who are willing to
give their time




Thank you,
» %_ for your time
75 and your

commitment!



