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SVAISIVE I key questions:
,—'i—V at IS'the extent of waters that support healthy

ecosystems?

— What is the extent of resources affected by key water
quallty problems/stressors?

— |s water guality improving?
— Are we spending pollution control dollars wisely?
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Activities

2007-2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Resear ch L ab/Data

| Scientific issues | Target Training Lab analysis Data analysis
population Site Lab quality Presentations
|ndicators reconnaissance | assurance Peer review

Field/ Lab Sample Data entry Final report
Methods practices collection Data quality
refinement Quality Field quality assurance

assurance plan | assurance



e A Background
- 1,000 e[ pomtéﬁﬁnally

PIOVIErStates and Tirines
SepAVINRFCVVA 106 grants to
gelijelgelie

SBI000) per site in lower 48

$400K set aside for AK, HI,
T mtorles

Money IS allocated to states

- andi tribes based on number of
sampling sites within their
jurisdiction
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MN Statewide Probabilistic
Wetland Quality Survey
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S=Sli Aller-scale assessment that
—Rierms state-level management
“and-policy needs

e Capture “rare” wetlands of
Interest not included in the
national draw (e.g. vernal pools)
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' Compliment FWS Status and
Trends Report
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SENVEANWIlIFevaluate the ambient condition of the
NGNS etlands resources.

- ® E~ ’=WI|| collaborate with FWS in designing NWCA

e

= — ensure the national condition assessment most effectively
- complements the Service’s Wetlands Status and Trends
Study.

® Together these reports will offer the most
comprehensive ecological evaluation



Jndicaters of Wetland Conditien
: _ —
3 — Level Technical Appro

- N a¥a — - ~ S

note sensing to gain a landscape view of watershed and wetland
Jical indicators include wetland coverage (NWI), land use, and land

= - Rapid Wetland Assessment:

a _.* te the general condition of individual wetlands using relatively simple
+cators Assessment IS often based on the characterlzatlon of stressors

'L‘evel 3 — Intensive Site Assessment

Produce quantitative data with known certainty of wetland condition within an
assessment area. Used to refine rapid wetland assessment methods and diagnose
the causes of wetland degradation. Typically accomplished using indices of
biological integrity or HGM function

U.S. EPA, April 2006
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,C—:hns Faulkner (faulkner.chris@epa.aov)

- — Richr Sumner (sumner.richard@epa.qov)

— LLynda Hall (hall.lynda@epa.aov)

— Susan Holdsworth (holdsworth.susan@epa.qov)
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Sk not what the NWCA can
= do for you, but what you
~ can do for the NWCA”!



