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2016 Integrated Report:  

E. coli Assessment Results Summary 
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2014 and 2016 Impaired AUs (E. coli) 

2016: 15 new Assessment Units 

impaired for E. coli 



Development of E. coli Monitoring 

Prioritization System 
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Step 1: Define Criteria 

• Scoring categories were identified to target areas of high visitation and/or recreation and/or 

areas with known E. coli problems 

 

Step 2: Assign Scores 

• Each assessment unit was assigned a score in 9 different scoring categories 

 

Step 3: Total Scores 

• Higher score indicates a higher priority for monitoring 
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Scoring Categories 

6 



Division of Water Quality 

Scoring Categories - Considerations 
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1) ‘Special Request’ category has not 

been populated. This will be 

undertaken closer to the sampling 

season.  
 

2) Visitation for fisheries was only 

populated for lakes (not rivers) due to 

lack of spatial information associated 

with rivers visitation numbers.  

 

3) Scoring system does not include 

visitation for each National 

Park/Monument 

 

4) Scoring system targets Assessment 

Units and not locations and does not 

provide information on how many 

locations to target within each 

Assessment Unit.  
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Breakdown of Scores 
 

900 Total Assessment Units 
 

235 Assessment Units Score >1 
 

 

Monitoring Capacity 

(Assessment Units per Year) 
 

Lakes:            20-25  

River/Stream: 60-70 

 

Total:               80 – 100  

 

 

110 Assessment Units Score >1.5  

      (22 of these are lakes) 
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Visualizing the Results 
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Legend

Assessment Unit Final Score

0.000000 - 0.905726

0.905727 - 2.211705

2.211706 - 3.726132
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Visualizing the Results – Top Lakes 
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Visualizing the Results – Top River/Stream 
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Monitoring Limitations 
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Legend

kj Equipment_Locations

Assessment Unit Final Score

0.000000 - 0.944633

0.944634 - 2.094984

2.094985 - 3.726132

                      

  

 

 

 
 

 

Equipment Locations 

• 8 Hour holding time for samples 

 

Personnel 

• Rely heavily on Cooperators and 

volunteers 

• Not possible to monitor all priority 

locations 
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 Scoring Categories: 
 

 

1) What other criteria are 

important when 

considering prioritization? 

– example: proximity to 

urban areas 

 

2) Scores and weights 

appropriate?  

                      

  

 

 

 
 

 



Questions? 

 


