
Utah Water Quality Task Force Meeting
Minutes

October 7th, 20I 5 9:00am-1 2:00pm
Utah Division of 'Water 

Quality
195 N. 1950 W.

Salt Lake City, Utah

Attendance

Erica Gaddis (UDAFI- Welcome and Introductions

Nancv Mesner (usu Extension)-NPS Information and Education Effort

o Utah State University Water Quality Extension has been working closely with the
Utah Division of V/ater Quality over the past several months to develop a website
that can serye as central repository for all agencies in the state that are involved in
the reduction of NPS pollution. Hopefully this website can be beneficial to all of
the members of the Vy'ater Quality Task Force.

The link to the website is www.utahcleanwater.org

Various people will serve as the administrators to this website and will be able to
make updates as recofitmended or necessary.

a

Name Representing
Jim Bowcutt DEQiDwQ
Alan Clark DNR
Eric Gaddis DEQ/DWQ
Sonja V/allace SITLA
Melissa Copfer DEQiDDW
Carl Adams DEQ/DwQ
Rhonda Miller USU Extension
Marian Rice Salt Lake County
Diane Menuz UGS
Nancy Mesner USU
Jesse Stewart Salt Lake City
Ellen Baily USU Extension
Scott Daly DEQ/DV/Q
Bill Zanotti UDFFSL
Jay Olsen UDAF
Craig Walker UDV/R
Mark Quilter UDAF
Gary Kleeman EPA
Kristy Davis UACD
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The website is currently a work in progress, and USU and DV/Q would like to
receive feedback from the Task Force on how the website can be improved upon.

The website is located on a cloud based server that has virtually unlimited storage.
It costs around $100 per month to have it hosted on this server. This will allow
them to upload multiple videos and success stories to the site.

The new'Water Quality Task Force Charter needs to be added to the website, and
partners need to be updated.

Could this website possibly link to the EPA's "My'Water" App?

All comments from the Task Force regarding needed changes to the website and
success story videos should be submitted to Nancy Mesner by October 30th.

Success stories for this website are not limited to EPA or DEQ success stories.
We should upload all water quality successes that have resulted from the work of
all the participating agencies of the Water Quality Task Force.

Other things that should be included on the website include: how funding is being
leveraged to implement various projects. More monitoring guidance for NPS
projects, and additional success stories.

o

a 6 watersheds are currently having success story videos developed for them:
Strawberry River, Spring Creek (Cache Valley), East Canyon Creek, Main Creek,
San Pitch River, and the Jordan River. There is also a video being developed for
the volunteer monitoring program.

Carl Adams (DEO/DWO)- Utah Surface'Water Quality Priorities (See attached
presentation)

a The Division of 'Water 
Quality is currently trying to prioritize the areas where

water quality restoration and protection activities should take place. This includes
where TMDLs should be developed, as well as where implementation work
should take place.

o The EPA has given more flexibility to the States on how these priorities should be
developed.

To help assist with the development of these priorities the Division of Water

Quality sent out a survey to partners and the general public inquiring what
beneficial uses and waterbodies were the most important in the State of Utah.
This survey was taken by 427 total participants and was sent out on April22
2015.
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o

The results of this survey, or any survey may be dependent of the audience that
was targeted.

o For the results of the survey see the attached presentation.

Jim Harris (DEO/DWO)- Utah Integrated Report (See attached presentation)

DEQ is currently awaiting the approval letter for the 2014lntegrated Report.

The probabilistic survey was too random for EPA and DEQ will now focus on
monitoring specific impaired waterbodies. DEQ does not have to monitor every
waterbody in the state.

ln20l4 there was a more comprehensive assessment of data so tools were
developed to facilitate its assessment along with improved QA/QC. More
designated beneficial uses and parameters were assessed based on data from other
sources including DOGM data as well as data from other agencies and groups,
requiring a stricter definition of what is considered credible data.

Utah does not have a sediment standard. It did in the past, but it proved to be very
difficult to assess based on the variety of waterbody types and settings here in
Utah and was subsequently removed.

o

a It is anticipated that nutrient listings will increase once standards have been
developed.

Other Items of Business

Topics for future meetings should include:
o Available pots of money that can be used to implement water quality

projects.
o The status of nutrient standards.
o How best to integrate NPS implementation projects without developing

TMDLs, e.g. "straight to implementation"
o Watershed Restoration Initiative program update
o NRCS' Strategic Proposal program

o The overall topic of the next meeting will be how our agencies can ensure our
programs work together to accomplish a coÍrmon goal. We will have all of the
partners that are currently using their funding to address water quality projects
give a short summary of how their program works, application deadlines, and
priority areas. We will then have an open discussion of where we will be
focusing our efforts in the future, and how best to coordinate on common areas.

a
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The next meeting will be held on the 7th of January in conjunction with the Utah
Watershed Coordination Council meeting. The meeting will be held from 10:00-
1:00 and Lunch will be provided.

The 2016 National'Water Quality Monitoring Conference will be held in Utah at
the end of August. DWQ will be looking for help from their partners to plan this
meeting, probably the I&E subcommittee of the Task Force.

The NPS MOU is now complete, and the Division of Water Quality is currently
looking into the legal process of having this document finalized. It should be
mailed out to the partner agencies by the end of the calendar year.
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Utah's lntegrated Report

JIM HARfI¡1i üe to,rer Irî, ?{t!5

i
l

CLEAN WATER ACT REQUIREMENTS

Water Quality Standards
. Utah Administrative Code R317.2

lntegrated Reporting
. 305(b) and 303(d) reports

Total Maximum Daily Loads
. Watershed Planning and Protection

Water Pollution Controls
. Permitting and Compliance
. NPS Program (319)

Utah's WQ standards can be found at
waterquality.utah.gov or

http://www. ru les.utah.gov/pu blicat/code/r3L7 / r3I7 -O02.htm

1"
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coMPoNENTS OF WQ
STAN DARDS

. Des¡gnated Uses
. Drinking Water
. Recreation
. Aquatic Life
. Agriculture

. WaterbodyDescr¡ptions

. Numeric Criteria

UTAH'S STATE WATERS

EF ñsry'l'

Perennial Rivers / Streams lakes / Reservoirs / Ponds
(2,085 Total)

Freshwater Wetlands

14,250 miles 461,717 acres 510, 359 acres

HOW CAN WE.ASsESS ALL WATERS OF
THE STATE?

:--

2
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M U LTI.SPATIAL SCATE ASSESSM ENT

Probabllbt¡c SunGy Ib€Gted Survcy Prq¡mmmðtlc Survcy
" ,-l-.-¡L.l-,!!-: ¡ i¿.¿i-.;- -:¿ - . r

I

L

248 Sites*

tOWQ + Cooperätors)

*Not all s¡tes are depìcted ¡n map
50 Rândom S¡tes Site Specific

{Bâsed on DWQ Program Needs}(Jordân R¡ver Watershed¡

F.1:

.,

I

. 'i4*f-ùrv:"

DWQ,S APPROACH: AN ADAPTIVE DESIGN
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ROTATING BASIN SCHEDULE:
6.YR. STATEWIDE ASSESSMENT

*^st ,.$ì" -"iìf-
Uinta Basin

Jûrdan -- Utah Läke

Colorado

2008

2009

2010

rti t.i

z0t2

2013

2010

lüe$r
þe5clt,
&leãt $a

Sevier,
Cednr, &
lleãver

(2009 ) &
201{r

20t2

'-. .:::.¡ i l.rì,:r
,1a,:{_,¡,i 1/t:'.,ì ìlr !ì,ìì

i,i,'.r1 ',,ril | !ì{{

'l{l I :ì

Bear River 20t4

20tsWeber R¡ver

303(D) LtSTtNG PROCESS

Probabilistic Survey Targeted
ì

Survey j Programmatic Survey

Data mining, evaluat¡on, standard¡zat¡on
. Public sources
. Other agenc¡es
. Cooperat¡vemon¡tor¡ng

. Compare r¡ver, stream, lake data to WQ criteria

. Summar¡ze s¡tes not meet¡ng WQ standards

. Compile 303(d) list
.Waterbod¡es requ¡r¡nt development of TMDt

4
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New in 20L4Integrated Report

. More comprehensive assessment of
available data

. Developed tools to facilitate
assessment

. lmproved aA/aC process

. Assessed more uses and parameters

. lntegrated DOGM and publically
submitted data

. Defined credible data criteria and call
for data process

St¿rrdar dr¿rt [)ataset

ValrdaletìA/Q( iools

Ap¡rly ( or re( trorÌ f-â( t()r s Va lrrlate

Va lrcial e Rult Àssessr¡terlts

(.onrprlr. Re¡tor ts

F PA Revipw

lntegrated Report Process
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Likelihood of lmpairment L¡sting by DWQ lncreases

CATEGORY

L

CATEGORY

2
CAI FGORY

5

Ail
designated
uses are
supported,
no use is
threatened.

Available
data andlor
information
indicate that
some, but
notall ofthe
designated
uses are
Supported.

rì';:tir ì.\¡- 'i: 
:.

i:¡: i rr¡,-r:¡r ",

:ii1,ri l

1r" ì ¡lii:::r'\:

Avallable
dats sndlor
lnforl¡atlon
¡ndle¡¡te that
at least one
deûlgnåted
uÍe 19 not
belng
st¡ppofted of
Ir
threatene4
bur.aTMDI
ls not
neoded.

Available
data and/or
information
indicate that
àt least one
designated
use is not
being
supported or
is

threatened,
and à IMDL
is r.¡eeded.

Bdoñdd UÉ Sù.âñ A¡sdml rd.dicbü. .å-,r ! jhe*¡{ y No. of
- àbã¿dcrffidt,

Stream
miles

Lakes Category
AUs

83

81

340

25

222

L664 t 1 (Supporting)

lgL7 74

37

11

47

2 (No evidence of
lmpa¡rment)

5344 3 (lnsufficient
Data)

67t 4 (Pollution Control
in Place)

6379 5 (Not Support¡ng)

*Most Recent Summary. Pendlnt EPA final Approval,

CATEGORY

2
No Evidence

of
lmpairment

CATEGORY

t
Supporting ::: :, : i¡ , ,-,:¡

"..t,.r,:t r:r : r.

CAîEGCIRY

4
Follution
Control in

Place

CATFGORY

5
Nol

St.tp¡ror Irrg
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Percent of lmpairments by Parameter
2003 - 2012

ltirl-lilj¡r']i{il15 i¡i

P,l¡ I f ùi;ll/
ltìti¡ ¡rìii.lr,rrii

¡ìiir{rt.: Jn(J 5¡t eaJtnt

8%
ti(Ji,\

$/n r ,.."tt

32o/o t"]t t 

^1 

,,

22% '¡lor.r,,rtll, '.

Success Stories
. 33 Assessment Units De-listed during 2014 Cycle

. Errors in original assessment

. Changes in assessment methodology

. No longer considered threatened

. Changes to WQ standards

. lmplementation and restoration

UT16010203-008 Spring Creek-Hyrum Total Dissolved Solids

uT16010101-006

uT15010008-014

uT14030005-010

uT16020203-009

uT14070003-003

Bear River-4

North Creek

Onion Creek Lower

Main Creek-1

UM Creek Lower

Dissolved Oxygen

Total Dissolved Solids

Total Dissolved Solids

Temperature

Dissolved Oxygen

Pa ra meterAU NameAU ID

7
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NEXT STEPS: ONGOING MONITORTNG AND
ASSESSMENT

Probabilistic Survey Survey Programmatic Survey
i

¡

Track trends in water
qual¡ty
and evaluate year to
year variability

Special Studies
TMDts
Standards
development
New Criteria and
methods

Ref¡ne Targeted S¡tes &
focus Parameters of
Concern

t-å

Update assessments and evaluate water quality improvements with the goal
of de-listing (restoring uses and meet¡ng water quality standards).

. Revised Methodology

. 6 year per¡od of record

. lntegrate USGS Data

. Assessment of organic
compounds

. lssue Public Draft priorto
February Lst

. Will be providing updates
on webpage with status

8
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THANK YOU

iamesharris@utah.gov

801-536-4360

QUESTIONS ?

I



r0/74/zOLs

Utah's Surface Water
Quality Priorities

427
Total Responses

Date Created: Wednesday, April 22,2015

Complete Responses: 427

T
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Ql: How important are the following to you?
Answered:427 Sk¡pped:0

BluG n¡bbor
F¡!hGr¡ð (i..

U!" of thê
wrtcl fof-.

Rccrcflontl
Aroil (Slrt".,.

Sourcor of
Drlnlr¡ng Wrlcl

Sc.nlc qutl¡ûr

lmportrllt 8td
A¡.$ (dct¡n...

Unlquc
æo$rfam (c,,.

01 3 4

Ql: How important are the following to you?
Answered:427 Skipped:0

v.ry
lmporta]lt

2I.l6ttc
117

?ô.02%

f08

lmportrnt Lc¡¡
lmport nt

22.62'/.

95

2+l{t/
l0t

0.89./[

?9

l.t8'6
I

12.14'/o

54

21.81r.
91

16.!1.h
69

llot llo
oplnlon

+62rh
19

o,l2c¡.

3

Tot¡l Wal¡lrtod
Auôr.golmportr?rt

Blue Riþbon Fisheries (see

htlp: fwildlile.utah.goviìolspols,blucriblron.php)

Usê of lhe wslcr for indulry ond/or agricullurê

3t.Eo%
'159

1.74'/.

30 430

415

42r

4?6

424

4?3

423

?.91

41.93%

t¡4
ô.99%

29 ?.88

Rêcrcdionôl Areas (Slrtc Parks, Nalional
Parks, lrails, ctc.)

Sourccs ol Drinllng Wlter

52,26./, 30.43%

166

1.ß'/. 0.00%
??0 6 3.43

t8.03% 9,867o 0.00% 0,2tA
375 0 3.86

Scenic quality 41.9t%

178

43.63%

185

í.q¿./o 0,24fh

6 3.26

lmporlanl Bird Areas (defined lry Nütionðl

Audobon Socisty)

un¡què scosys{em (e.9, Grêat salt Lûke)

3I.12'/t
r57

35.¡lt%

150

5.6?% 0.240/ô

3.04

,t3.7¡l%

t85
3.ItY¡

16

35.93% 0.24.h

3.?0

2
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Q2: How concerned are you about the following types of water quality
issues?
Answered:427 Skipped:0

Pond ¡cum I
grcon allme...

rr r'r u.1.¡r'!- b 1 !

: ,!:i í' ::' l:t:;-'l

Eactarh /
PÍhooon. (É-.

ilr¡trlcntr ,
low dlarolca...

To¡lca ðnd
ha.vy mdalr.,.

S.n (.flcct.
Orowth ot.,

Sln ¡ mucl
(atd¡m6¡rt /...

Tcmparlurc ol
¡ iltôtm or...

lnv¡!lre
!poclor (a.g-.

Lfü.r,
dcbr¡3, lr.rh

0l 2 3 4

Q2: How concerned are you about the following types of water quality
issues?
Answered:427 Skipped:0 vary

conccfnad
SomGwh¡l
concafnGd

llot
concatnad

¡ront
l(now

Tot.l

424

4?6

4?6

WdOhtGd
AuoraeG

Pond 3cum , gracn sl¡me
(Exc"sa¡vè A19ãc Growtlì)

Bðctêr¡a / Pâthog6ns (É,
col¡, G¡âr<t¡a)

Nutriènt3 / low disrolvèd
oxygarì (ailàc1ê f¡sh anal
ollìer organlsma)

foxicô and lìêðvy mrlals
(r.9. Môrcury, SalËn¡um)

Så[ (ôlfôc,ts growth ol
irrig!|cd trlû|ls suctì a6
grâas, alfalla. vêgËtâblcs,
elc.)

S¡t / muck (3edimarìl I
alraôm þank âroaion)

Témpordwr ol r 3tream or
latê (atfccts aquatlc ùfc)

lnvas¡vc specl!g (c.9.
quag9a murs€l)

Littcr, dobria, traah

tt,60%
134

62.rt /.
:?4

l2.f 4./.
54

2.lt'/.
,l? ?.19

2.54

3.67

5t,09%
:50

3d9¡%
149

6.&.
23

o.94%

66.r0%
:35

l9.tr%
t70

1,32%
15

1.41

ô0,25ôó
!s5

21.2t Ã
t16

t.0¡% o.4t.^
? 436

3A.fE h
r51

a2.tî./.
?21

1o.90%
46

0.0¡./6
4 4t?

3a.97%
166

.t9,¡0%
:10

to.rt% 1,4r.Ã
44 426

4:s

424

4:4

2.38

2.62

2.52

44,69./.
r98

,üt.29.¿

184
8.t1.t t.al%

37 6

65,80%
:7El

29AA.t"
125

401./.
17

o,7l

6A.f to/. o.24L
?4!

33.r6%
l¿¿

f .oa.h
30

3



LO/74/207s

Q3: Which of the following have you visited and/or used within the last 5
years? Please check all that apply.
Answered:425 Sk¡pped:2

L.kc! ônd
Rgaqrvoira

R¡vora ¡[d
Stfoama

crnotell 
"1 

.1' * . .'i' ,,t,,., - i,,,:.:,,,Dltchc¡,::..,.':.-'- -.,'i n::r, 1,.;,1' ' 
-'

ilùrhaå /
Sprtuì0E /We.,.

Grc¡t Sôlt Lakc

llonè

Q4: Are there spec¡f¡c streams, lakes, or reservoirs that deserve special
cons¡deration?
Answered: 231 Skipped: 196

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Great Salt Lake

Green River

Jordan River

Colorado River

Weber River

Utah Lake

Eear River

Logan R¡ver

Provo R¡ver

P¡neview Reservo¡r

Bear Lake

Lake Powell

Deer Creek Reservoir

Ogden R¡ver

East Canyon Creek

W¡llard Bay

Farm¡ngton Bay

Cutler Reservoir

Price River

B¡g Cottonwood Creek

4
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Q4: What are your concerns about the waterbody?
I 82 responses

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

Low flows/dewatering

General water qual¡ty

Hab¡tat/ecosystem

General pollut¡on

Fisheries

Development/construction

Erosion

Temperatures

Oxygen

Trash/debris

Watershed protection

Q5: Please indicate your level of agreement or disagreement with the
following statements:
Answered: 426 skipped: 1 

rhG poprr.r¡b¡ l

fhc rmou¡|l ol
publlc auppo.,.

Thc col ol
lmprovltro w¡..,

A n|t0ril
wttor qurlll..,

A wrtcl
q0¡lhyprol-

Prolðctltro
high qurÍty.,,

4501 3

5
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Q5: PIease indicate your level of agreement or disagreement with the
following statements: Answered:426 skipped:1

2r.r1.A

&oúùr

ll.¡tÈ t.¿tt
¡:6

lhô ülM ot W¿ ß.o¡* ta.oâ4 t6.r&
38 tÊ2 27 423 3¡O

rh. cod ôl¡ry.oûæ
wd.r wliy .bdc

iruovñ6d.ltd¡.

1r.2a* {.t0* a6.oo4 la.al* 5.O0¡
63 :l 361

la.tt* ñ,tz% c,aQ.h
ì2

pr¡olyhrñ !n ¡¡.(È
êâurôdby huN¡6,

pr*dthd provu.a
6l.a¡* 7.01% l.a¡* o,a&

t€5 30

hr.3.üd r.¡êrvúÊ

{.42% ,a.a¡* a.ary.4 0.!6*
:06 ?1 ¡tl

Q6: Please rank the following uses in order of importance for protection
and improvement,
Answered:424 Sk¡pped:3

As¡cunurc 
-r 

i[.i,r,rt;,ii,ro... ": i:rì ;lfrï';:'.

llomG u¡ai /
or¡ñkhg w¡lcr

Ur¡ldlllo /
llahcrioi urlt

Rücrall¡otral
u¡ct (rwlmml...r

0f 231 6 9 10
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Q6: Please rank the following uses in order of importance for protection
and improvement.
Answered: 424 Skipped: 3

llod
lmporlnt

hrrport 
'lt

t¡.06%
rt8

Lrat Lctl'
ttrport.nt lmpoatst

Totd W.¡0t¡l!d
AÚÛIg.

Agrk!üwd r¡86s

(irlgdm sd[vastocÌ
wdcring)

3.10%

?3

21,tz'y.
103

t2.3t%
123 377

380

398

414

2.14

3.62

2.78

r .76

¡lomc u3ê8 I orlnthg
wdaf

11,4t9¡ 20.51% a,1t
?4

t,809ó

7278

l {ldlllc , Íshdhs ussr 2t:t4fh ll,g,t% ¡2.$%
r31

ù0l|,¡
32

4ttott
t95

108

Rccrcatlfial u8ôs
(swimnlm, boEl¡ng,

wadhC)

2.Q% 1t.30!t
77

¡t.tl%
132'10

Q7: Are there other issues that the state should consider regarding
priorities?
107 Response6

Conservatíon / Water Use
Endangered species
Climate change
Protection of headwaters
Grazing impacts

7
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Q8: Which group(s) do you associate yourself with?
Answered:417 Skipped: l0

O*o.atrro* ffi
Cons3rnad

Cl¡zôn

Rtuc¡llon

;ôdord ¡gcncy

fúun¡clÞ.llv
or olhd ¡oc.,.

I
Ir

Prlnto &ctor
bu¡lnaai...

Rô¡r$ch I
ISllla rgGncy

096 1096 2096 30% 40t6 50% 6016 70% 80% 9096 tOOg{

Q8: Which group(s) do you assoc¡ate yourself with?
Answered:417 Sk¡pped: 10

^ntwrr 
Cholcra

Advæacy grilp

Cfficamd Cl¡:an

Edücat¡on

Fcdrrol egcncy

hlql¡clptly d olhar locd govcrmal{

Privstê 8rrl0r bu8hrss inlarasl

Rc¡arch

Slatc rgancy

foûdn rpondaÍt r4lt

Rmponaca

11,2f

tE.?6!/t

2l,6r,t

10ß6.h

22.1¿''/t

l1,61lt

11,16t{.

24¿2ft

47

245

90

44

48

74

t0l
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Q9: What's your role with that
group?

Answered:377 Skipped:50

^îtffiil
^*..'i

""-i:lii I
-riiif# I
"-**!
"-r#,#m

".Y#fS I
0¡t¡d

Laostâ*

'flffi,JI*-*f
i.i#HI
ffffiI
'*o*'I 

,0. ír aot 50ta aoL 1Ê 80t 00* t00t

Ql0: lf your group has a water qual¡ty permit please indicate which. Mark
"Not Applicable" if this doesn't apply to you.
Answered:378 Skipped:49 Íd A9Þllo.bl.

CåfO (gó.rJ
parñl)

Gohûúdoñ
lÞDl3 prmh t

Itt!.$r,lduÍ
tud6Þd UP.-

"trsÍii: !
%:Íi*il I

**o;:;[i I
Þ.ddd. i(æn...L- I

(,å;íûli:::: I
Un&rerdñd

l¡rN.donú I

I io* æ* æï 4or sof, 6oe. ;ú Éor.

.Lllwü
o6l¡ty.-

æra 1007
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Ql0: lf your group has a water quality permit please indicate which. Mark
"Not Appllcable" if this doesn't apply to you.
Answered:378 Skipped:49 An3wcr Cholcal

Not ApÞlical,lê

CAFO (gènÊrâl prrmit)

Cøslruclion T PDES permil

Groundwûlar

lnd¡vidr¡ãl lvlur{cipål UpDES p€rr¡ú

lM¡vidual hdurtrhl UPÐ€S pêrm¡t

Operdting PerniÌ

Olhcr gcncral perml

Psslicldc (genorål p¡rrit )

Stormwdar (MS4) UÞDES p¿rnt

Undcrgromd hjecllon Corf rol

,l0l Wstcr Owl¡ty C?rt¡fìcallon

lot.l Rr.póndaît.t 3tt

Raaponrôa

tt.ta,h

0.00%

4¡07c

4,2th

E,4f%

2,tll,l

¡l2l'/t

¡.¡14%

l,t %

rc,t5.ß

1.r6./t

t,59%

194

0

1l

16

I

t6

13

41

7

6

Qll: Which of the following best describes the area you live in?
Answered:423 Skipped:4
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Discussion

Do you trust public opinion?

I Yes

ON"
I xutl
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Q13: What is the highest level of school you've completed?
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Discussion

A government can be no better than the public

opinion which sustains it.

(Franklin D. Roosevelt)
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