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Sampling Protocols and QA



Credibility Checks





“citizen volunteer monitoring and 
assessments and public education 
and outreach are essential 
components of this Plan and may 
be the most effective management 
practices”

Data Applications…

Watershed Management Plans



14 Years of Alabama Water Watch

Life cycle of the 
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Types of Monitoring Groups  
1993-2006

Community Community 
(n=126)(n=126)

Educator Educator 
(n=89)(n=89)

Professional Professional 
(n=20)(n=20)

235 groups total



Type of Water Body 
1993-2006

Stream Stream 
(n=207)(n=207)

Lake Lake (n=18)(n=18)

Coastal Coastal (n=20)(n=20)

235 groups total



Who is still active?

Group Type
Community – 33%
Educator – 16%
Professional – 25%

Water Body
Stream – 20%
Lake – 72%
Coastal – 60%

Of the 235 monitoring groups 61 are active.



Average Life Span of Monitoring 
Groups

Group Type
Community – 3.3 years
Educator – 2.2 years
Professional – 2.7 years

Water Body
Stream – 2.3 years
Lake – 7.2 years
Coastal – 5.4 years

Active groups = 5.9 years
Inactive groups = 1.8 years
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Total number of chemical tests 
conducted per monitor per year
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Reasons for Phase 3?

1. Decreased core funding and staff
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Reasons for Phase 3?

1. Decreased core funding and staff
2. Age of monitors
3. Declining interest in society
4. Saturation of market
5. Individuals make a difference
6. “Disillusionment factor”



Encouraging Signs of Phase 4

• Core funding increase for 2007 cycle
• Upsurge in AWW Association 

membership and grants
• New program staff
• New, related projects



Program goals, activities and 
cycles have a powerful influence 

on who participates, how long 
they stay active, and data 

credibility



Data credibility depends on
a sustainable monitoring program

and groups of dedicated volunteers 
who see the program as relevant and 

enjoyable in meeting their group’s 
overall objectives of

achieving clean water
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