’7 " Re endations for Assessing
& iyseiftiie Nation’s Waters
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N Mgkﬁse Off technelegical advances
= (Elem gauging stations

O Eleg‘q@ic atal gathering and submission

n Gatherrealitime data
m Field testing

m Better partnering in our monitoring efforts

m Use models to extrapolate data, but validate
the models

m Work towards consistency in data
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. state needs against national
assessm pjectives

= EPA negds) utilize state monitoring data for

its propabilistic monitering “snap-shot” and
NOT take the funds from the states for it

m Monitoring and' assessment should be
dynamic and evolve over time

m Sometimes "B” work is OK
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m es matter
s\Work to't the data accessib

useablerto) other agencies and t

m Don'ti allewrdecision-making to
procrastinated due to the belief
data” is always necessary

e and
ne public

e
that "more

m Share in gathering of data along state and
region boundaries (example, Bear River)
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H@ﬁdggy matterst In Utah in 2006, 50%
t eloading occurred W|th|n a 2-
Week wo

m Sometimesiweekly'and monthly timescales
underestimate pollutant loads that can only
be captured om an hourly basis

m Be selective in'what data we gather
m Better data = better decisions
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m % Stiategiesitordefine the basic data needs
th JfeVidertne best information for the most

people

m Stakehd&rs should work to agree on a common
goall and them gather the data to approach the
goals

= Demand' data from permit holders for compliance
monitoring

m Disseminate data among state and federal partners
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. A%al dataase repository is not feasible.
PortalS m%ccessing the data are

& Data mUust e Used to move to higher levels

Of PErfermManee notijust to measure activity

m Focus on Water guality: not just water quality
data

m EPA’s “Know Your Watershed” program
makes water quality information “real” to the
public




| SU@W_Qtel‘Recommendatlons

ate publlc access to information
w Devel mmon data collection and

datelffienagement protocols

m First detérmine what's important

® Budget constraints will drive
reprioritization
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5 alrealization that GW is taking a
s{ifiace water

u EPA haspdiVen a national surface water

strategyss Nene; exists for GW mainly
because It's'a state not federal issue

® Emerging contaminants should be monitored
more closely as to their effect on GW

m In the area of GW we need to be more
political and catastrophic to compete for $
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. iSk=9ased approaches to protect
G\

» Reclaimifial poor quality GW should be

evaltiatédias better and lower cost
technology becomes available

m GW should be specifically included in the
WGA's "Next Steps”™ report




