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	REPORTING WATERSHED IMPROVEMENT
Based on Multiple Evidence of Watershed-wide Improvement (Option 2b) 

	Watershed Identification

	a
	Organization 

	Name and type of organization reporting for the watershed

	b
	Point of Contact
	Name, title, address, telephone number and e-mail address of individual responsible for this report

	c
	Project Title 
	Short descriptive title, e.g. “Reducing bacterial contamination in the Long Creek watershed, Indiana"

	Description of 2002 Baseline Condition

	d
	Watershed(s) 
	Enter list of one or more 12-digit HUC watersheds. Note: if 12 digit HUCs are not delineated, describe regionally-defined watershed(s) of appropriate scale.

	e
	2002 Impairments
	Enter HUC, waterbody ID and impairment cause

	
	
	Enter HUC, waterbody ID and impairment cause

	
	
	Enter HUC, waterbody ID and impairment cause

	
	
	Additional lines as needed

	f
	Map (optional)
	Attach map(s) showing watershed(s) and impaired waterbodies

	Evidence of Watershed Approach

	g
	Area of Effort
	Describe geographic area - may be larger than the watershed(s) with documented improvement

	h
	Stakeholders Involved and Their Roles
	Identify partners responsible for planning and implementation. Describe each partner’s role.

	i
	Watershed Plan
	Description of, or reference to, a watershed plan that identifies problems and proposes solutions to implement

	j
	Restoration Work
	Describe BMPs or other actions taken to improve watershed condition. Should provide a clear, succinct summary in plain language understandable to the general public. Avoid technical terms without a plain language description or definition (or photo) that demonstrates the meaning. 

	Evidence of Watershed-wide Improvement 

	k 
	Impairments Removed (If applicable)
	List waterbody IDs where one or more impairment causes identified in 2002 have been removed.  Include the date of the IR or approved 303(d) list that reflects the removed waterbodies..

	l 
	Improving Trend in Water Quality
	Describe the physical or chemical trend based on empirical data which may of may not be statistically significant (e.g., descriptive statistics) but nevertheless supports improvement.

	m
	Supporting Trends (one or more)
	1.  Evidence of improving trend in related biological indicator/index

2.  Evidence of improving trend in water quality based on predictive/modeled data, with field level ground thruthing

3.  Evidence of widespread significant load reductions

	n
	Evidence of implementation
	Evidence of widespread nonpoint source, point source, or other implementation actions

	o
	No deteriorating trends
	No evidence of significant deteriorating trends in related parameters as called for in the analytical plan. A lack of evidence (data) for other parameters identified in the analytical plan is not adequate to support this line of evidence.

	p
	Photos/Graphics (optional)
	Attach available photos or graphics, with captions, illustrating the local problem or project, and results.


Refer to “Guidance on Reporting Watershed Improvement under Measure SP-12” for more complete descriptions of information requested in this template.

