





University of Connecticut
Established 1991-1992
CT staff = 3-4 people
National staff = 2 people

Supported mostly on
grants
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Catalyze land use decisio
makers to:

Ask the right questions

Put development in greater context

Get started on natural resource-based
planning
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Natural resource-based planning
You can do this!

Planning as self-determination




@ iInventory natural/cultural r

e Oopen space plan
e economic development plan ®

Plan of Cons. & Development

review/change land use regs & policies



SREE IO team in action-

B Operandi
=@ nemoidi

M - We go to them
- We keep it brief
-  We go only where invited!

-  We try to bring all the boards
together

1 - We make (judicious) use of
geospatial technology
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NEMO Family Values ™. A sr=E

> LAND USE

» LOCAL LAND USE DECISION MAKERS

> EDUCATION

» NATURAL RESOURCE-BASED
PLANNING

» GEOSPATIAL TECHNOLOGY
enhance education




Coordinating the
Network




Scoping Workshops g

Starter Kit
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Adapting NEMO to Your Area:
A Few Key Considerations
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Publications
: p Signing On: Nuts & Bolts

Questions About Adapting NEMO
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How to Reach Local Land
Use Officials
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Listserv
Website
Sharing Libraries
Newsletter
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San Grant




National Network USDA Cooperative States Research, Education and Extension Servig
Earth Science, NOAA National Sea Grant College Program, NOAA Office of Ocean ang
Management, US EPA Office of Policy/Smart Growth, US EPA Office of Water/Nonpoi
Conference of MayorswAmerican Planning Assomatron National Association of Counti
Development Organizations, NOAA-Coastal Serviees Center Center for Watershed Pr{
Station-Committee-on-Poliey (ESCOP),"USDA"Land“Grant UniverS|ty National Environ
USDA/Land Grant University System National Water Quality Advisory and leadership |as
Alabama Sea Grant Consortium, Alabama Cooperative Extension System (Auburn Uni
Alabama Clean Water Partnership, Regional Planning Commissions, USDA NRCS Res
Development Councils, Alabama league of Municipalities, Alabama Water Watch, Alaf
Management Authority, Alabama Department of Environmental Management, Region
Greater Birmingham < Arizona University of Arizona Cooperative Extension, Arizona [
Quality, Arizona Water Resources Research Center » California California Coastal Co
Water Resources Control Board, University of Southern California Sea Grant Program
Resource Conservation Districts, Mission Resource Conservation District, Local Gover _
California Department of Water Resources, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) e Colorado
Colorado League of Women Voters, Colorado State University Cooperative Extension, Colorado Department of
Health and Environment = Connecticut University of Connecticut Sea Grant, University of Connecticut Cooperative
Extension, University of Connecticut Natural Resources Management & Engineering Department, CT Department
of Environmental Protection, Center for Land Use Education and Research (CLEAR), USDA Cooperative State
Research, Education and Extension Service (CSREES), US Environmental Protection Agency Nonpoint Source
Control Branch, NASA, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (The Hub thanks the Three Stooges for much creative
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inspiration) - Delaware Umversrty of Delaware Sea Grant, University of Delaware Cooperative Extensron Greater
LewesFoundan Delawa \lanagdement Proaram aYaldalPb= aYaldalb= \larine
Extension Servic@Ge B Colleg . - -
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eated Each NEMO Network Hraolect is
Division, UGA Dr : C G/ 3 e Scienc m
Riverkeeper, Coa o . .
e multl-agency consortium in it
University of Ha D SDA | 2
Service IIIinc%is d w] r_-; is | ht [
Department of N 7 A estry &
Na’PuraI Resource CWVi 'Y y
Natural Resources, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, Soil & Water Conservation Districts, Indiana
Land Resources Council » Kansas Kansas Biological Survey, Kansas State University Research and Extension
Department « Louisiana Louisiana State University Sea Grant, LSU Cooperative Extensions « Maine Partnership for
Environmental Technology Education (PETE), Maine Department of Environmental Protection, Maine State
Planning Office/Coastal Program, Maine Sea Grant, Wells National Estuarine Research Reserve College of the
Atlantic, Union River Watershed Coalition, Maine Drinking Water Program, University of Maine Cooperative
Extension, Lakes Environmental Association, Cumberland County Soil and Water Conservation District, Maine
Department of Marine Resources ¢ Michigan Michigan Sea Grant, Michigan State University Cooperative
Extension, Michigan Society of Planning * Minnesota Minnesota Erosion Control Association, Metropolitan Council
Environmental Services, Metropolitan Council Community Development, Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources, University of Minnesota Extension, University of Minnesota Water Resources Center, Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency, Minnesota Sea Grant Program, Minnesota Association of Soil & Water Conservation



T 2. Tools & Training

3. Outreach Education




Visible: NEMQO’s
Educational Arsena




1985-2002 Land Cover Change
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Visible - Sportswear!
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National ImPact
RerPOrtinG Form

regional & special project | I describe the in
arganization on water gualif
educational products & + Local DMs can
publications strateqy to prc
internet sites & CDs + MEMO padicipa

presentations at conferences & applying conce
workshops cammunities

+ phone consultations o HEMO participa
+ plan, regulation and other collaborating o
reviems with neighborir

+ research 7

Process measures for Short Term
Outcomes

« #of presentations; # of attendees, type of
attendees
+« types and # of educational products, # anc
types of orgs
# pubs; # pubs omrdered via Weh; commen
& reviews of puhs
# of hits; # of downloading of materials; #1
CD's distributed
# of people andfor towns to whom advice
dispensed
# and type of documents reviewed
#of projects
satisfaction with meetings (as reported in
end-of presentation evaluations

CGITII'I'II.II'Iitv Level Impacts - Please check any and all impacts of your efforts
in 2003-2004. Note: It is OK to claim impacts even if there were several partner
organizations that also served as a catalyst or significant motivator for the impact.
Where necessary, indicate the role NEMO played.

At the end of each sub-section, we've thoughtfully provided a space for details on the
impacts you have selected. Any additional details are welcome. Example detailed
descriptions follow each sub-section.

A. Changes to Administrative Procedures - These changes help to improve the decision
making structure and process. (check all that apply)

_| Special local committee established to pursue NEMO recommendations
] New commission, task force or other committee established
| Mew staff position created or modified

! Mew department or function developed {e.g., NEMO committee or Phase II study
group)

Other

Details/Comments:

Example: In Hendricks County, IN, local leaders established a NEMO Advisory Committee
that advises the County Planning Commission on incorporating natural resource protection
into the comprehensive planning process.

| Matural resource inventory conducted




Research &
Information gathering

Changes to the
decision making
process

Changes to plans
Changes to regulations
On the ground changes
Beyond local impacts






