URI Watershed Watch:

25 Years of Documenting
RI's Waters
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Annual Median (Middle) Secchi Depth Transparency
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Weather



Multi-year



Other Long Term Data



Local Water Quality Trends



Chlorophyll - Algae



Total Phosphorus



Total Nitrogen
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Overall WQ Trends



Lakes by Overall TSI



Other findings.....
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Chlorides



How Does URIWW Data Compare??

e National Lakes Assessment

o Statistical approach, assesses randomly

selected locations
« Nationally consistent methods
5 year rotating cycle 2012 National Lok Assessment
e 2007, 2012 fadny

Other water systems




2007 NLA compared 1972 NES

« National Eutrophication Survey

 Information of nutrient sources,
concentrations, and impacts to lakes




How Does URIWW Data Compare?



Chlorophyll TSI Comparison



Field Laboratory

Way too much information and too complex to summarize easily
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«t's much more. dlfflcult to RESTORE
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. We ALL need to do our part =
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