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1 Infroduction

The Ontario Lakes for the Future (OLF) program is a scientifically-based water quality
monitoring program designed to help local community groups take care of their lakes. The
program is designed to

1. Educate community members about how their lake works;
Facilitate the collection of data that describes the lake (via training and supply of
equipment); and

3. Empower community members to protect and enhance their lake.

OLF is a program of Citizens” Environment Watch (CEW), an Ontario-wide environmental
charity. OLF is based on the Muskoka Lakes Association’s Water Quality Initiative. Muskoka
Lakes Association volunteers have been learning about their lakes, monitoring their health
and taking action to protect them through this program since 2001. CEW is grateful to the
Muskoka Lakes Association for sharing their expertise with other lake associations in
Ontario.

The following report is a summary of the monitoring efforts that were undertaken by
volunteers on Oxtongue Lake in the summer of 2008. Where available, other monitoring
data (e.g. From the Ministry of Environment’s Lake Partner Program) is also included for
comparison.

Monitoring data and results are also available for wide distribution on CEW’s website at
http:/ /www.citizensenvironmentwatch.org. Useful definitions are available on the website
as well as in the Glossary at the end of this report.

2 Background

The Oxtongue Lake Association monitored total phosphorus concentration and secchi
depth in the centre of their lake through the Ministry of Environment’s (MOE) Lake Partner
Program (LPP) between 2001 and 2005. They were interested in finding out what the water
quality is like in the nearshore zone, and therefore decided to participate in the OLF
program in 2008.

Spring turnover ([TP],.) total phosphorus concentration was measured each year from 2002
to 2005, as shown in Figure 1. For these years the [TP],, stayed very consistent. Over that

petiod, the average [TP], was 6.59ug/L. This figure suggests that the lake’s nutrient level is

SO

healthy for an oligotrophic lake (it is well below the 10pg/L mesotrophic threshold level).
No trends (either up or down) are noticeable to 2005.

Likewise, volunteers had measured water clarity (secchi depth) at the same location near the
middle of the lake each year between 2001 and 2004. The average secchi depth over that
time frame was 2.9m, with each measurement consistently being near the range of 2.5 to 3.5
m. While there is no “objective” associated with secchi depth, these results suggest a
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Figure 1 — Oxtongue Lake Total Phosphorus Concentration at Site OXT-0
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Figure 2 - Oxtongue Lake Secchi Depth at Site OXT-0



relatively healthy lake; 2.9m is very comparable to other lakes in the area. Unlike with total
phosphorus concentration, there is a slight but noticeable trend suggesting that clarity is
decreasing.

3 Monitoring Locations

One nearshore site (OXT-3) was selected for monitoring total phosphorus concentration.
An additional site (OXT-0) near the centre of the lake was monitored for clarity (secchi
depth). These two sites are shown in Figure 3. An interactive version of this map is also
available online at http://tiny.cc/oxt.

Figure 3 - Oxtongue Lake sites

4 Results

Samples were collected and analyzed in 2008 according to protocols outlined in Appendix A
— Scientific Methods. Secchi depth is directly comparable to LPP results discussed in Section



2. Nearshore [TP]
activities.

o Measurements form a baseline measurement for future monitoring

4.1 Total Phosphorus

[TP,,] was not monitored. Unfortunately, this means that no direct comparisons with
historic data can be made.

Figure 4 shows [TP] measured on each sampling date. The average concentration observed
was 8.94pug/L. As illustrated in Figure 4, each sample was similatly below 10pg/L except
sample #7. This consistency suggests that there is likely no source of nutrient coming into
the lake at this area, although if the high reading observed on sample date #7 recurs in future
years, there may be a source to be investigated and mitigated. Further data should be
collected before any conclusions are drawn.
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Figure 4 - 2008 Nearshore TP Concentration for each sampling date

4.2 Secchi Depth

The secchi depth observed in 2008 is shown in Figure 2. It is slightly below the range of
historic secchi depth measurements, reinforcing the suggestion that there may be a slight
decrease in water clarity over time.



5 Recommendations

It is very difficult to draw conclusions after only one year of data collection, and the only
direct comparison between data collected in 2008 and historic data is in secchi depth.
However, it is possible to make some recommendations that will lead to more definitive
conclusions and, by extension, actions, in the future.

1.

Ensure that data collection is comparable to and builds on other data already
available for the lake. Specifically, spring turnover total phosphorus ([TP],,) should
be collected in subsequent years to evaluate whether or not nutrient concentration in
the lake is increasing towards an unhealthy level. Nearshore measurements taken at
site OXT-3 in the future will also be directly comparable to those collected in 2008.

[TP],,; should be collected at site OXT-0 to provide a baseline to compare nearshore
measurements to for the given sampling year. Since TP loading originates on land,
the concentration at the centre of the lake approximates a homogenous average
concentration, while nearshore sites represent a more acute measurement of the
affects of that loading. By identifying the area(s) that loading is having the greatest
impact in the nearshore zone (when compared to the centre of the lake), action can
be taken to remediate any sources of this loading.

Overall, monitoring should be continued in order to evaluate if and when the lake is
at risk of algae blooms and other symptoms of damage caused by humans around
the lake. If this damage is observed eatly, it will be possible to carry out remedial
measures proactively, avoiding unpleasant affects of eutrophication and high bacteria
levels.

Prepared by
Mike Logan, MCIP RPP
for Citizens’ Environment Watch



Appendix A
Scientific Methods



A1 Review of Protocols

The monitoring protocols used in the Ontario Lakes for the Future program were originally
developed in 2001 by Dr. Neil Hutchinson of Gartner Lee Ltd for the Muskoka Lakes
Association, which represents residents of Lakes Muskoka, Rosseau and Joseph
(http://www.mla.on.ca). These protocols govern the collection, analysis and reporting of
water samples.

It is part of best practices to periodically review protocols to ensure that they are relevant
and effective. CEW assembled a Review Team in February 2008 to advise on how to
increase the effectiveness of OLF monitoring protocols. Effective protocols must ensure
scientific integrity while balancing the appropriateness for community-based monitoring.
The member of the Review Team consisted of:

e Dr. Harvey Shear - Professor, Department of Geography, University of Toronto
e Dr. Karl Schiefer, Bluewater Biosciences

Details on the Review Team qualifications and Terms of Reference are available upon
request from CEW.

Each member provided guidance regarding the general appropriateness of bacteria and
phosphorus concentration as indicators of ecosystem health. In addition, they considered
both the bacteria and phosphorus concentration protocols provided suggestions for
increasing their effectiveness considering:

e Materials and equipment used;

e Data collection techniques;

e Data analysis techniques (not methodologies or technology);

e Quality control/quality assurance measures (including collection and analysis);
e Reporting techniques; and

e On-going evaluation.

CEW staff compiled a set of final recommendations which were approved by the Review
Team. These recommendations were integrated into the 2008 Field Manuals, and are
included below.

The coordinator of the Ontario Ministry of the Environment’s Lake Partner Program at the
time, Bev Clark, also contributed to the Review Team. Given his specific expertise in
phosphorus sampling however, Bev was not comfortable advising on bacteria monitoring
and therefore did not feel qualified to approve the final set of recommendations.

A2 Schedule

Sampling occurred on a biweekly schedule roughly between Victoria Day and Labour Day.
Eight sampling dates were established over the course of this time.



A3 Sites

Sites for each sampling area were predetermined through consultation with the local
community group. Volunteers were given a Google Map with satellite imagery with their
sites marked, as well as digital photographs of each site. There are two types of sites:
nearshore and offshore. Nearshore sites were located where the water depth is between
50cm and 150cm. Offshore sites are located in deep water near the centre of the sampling
area (e.g. lake or bay).

Generally, bacteria monitoring was carried out in the nearshore zone, with total phosphorus
monitoring in the deep water. Nearshore phosphorus monitoring was also undertaken in
areas local community members had concerns about algae growth or other symptoms of
elevated nutrient levels, or where previous monitoring suggested nutrient levels may be
elevated.

A4 Monitoring Parameters

The following parameters were used as indicators of water quality:
e Total Phosphorus: [TP],, and [TP]epil
e Bacteria: Total coliform and E.co/i
e Secchi depth
e Temperature

SO

The parameters measured at each sampling date were also predetermined based on the
consultation with community members. Volunteers followed the Field Manual in measuring
these parameters. In addition, supplementary information was also recorded on the
datasheet, e.g. rainfall, air temperature and sample time. A copy of the data sheet is included
in Appendix B.

A4.1 Phosphorus

Digest tubes were supplied by and returned to the Trent University Laboratory at the
Ministry of Environment’s Dorset Environmental Science Centre. Tubes were distributed to
Team Leaders who applied appropriate labels and distributed them to Team Members.

The tubes were filled directly from surface water to avoid potential problems relating to the
‘container effect’ in which phosphorus may adhere to the sides of sampling vessels and not

be transferred to the digest tube used for analysis (Clark and Hutchinson, 1992). Volunteers
used the ‘plunge and sweep’ method to fill digest tubes; they turned the tubes upside-down,
plunged them into the lake to approximately forearm depth, turned the tube 90° and ‘swept’
upwards towards the surface, filling the tube. Digest tubes were kept on ice and delivered to
the Team where they stayed chilled until they were sent to the lab in Dorset.

A4.2 Total Coliform

Volunteers collected samples for total coliform analysis using 300mL juice bottles. The

! See definition of Total Epilimnetic Phosphorus in the Glossary



bottles were purchased new from the Consolidated Bottle Company. The bottles and caps
were sterilized in boiling water, sealed and labelled either by CEW staff or Team Leaders.

The bottles were opened at the sampling location. Volunteers were instructed not to come in
contact with either the inside of the bottle or the underside of the cap during sampling. The
bottles were rinsed (completely filled and then emptied) with lake water three times. The
bottle was then filled using the ‘plunge and sweep’ method described in Section A4.1.
Samples were placed on ice in the field and returned to the Team Leader for analysis. If the
bottle was contaminated, volunteers were instructed to empty any water in the bottle and
rinse it with lake water three times before refilling.

Within the same day, analysis was completed as soon as possible after receiving all of the
samples. The elapsed time was routinely within 3 hours of sample collection. The samples
were kept on ice, in the dark to preserve the bacteria at the naturally occurring level. Water
from each sample was poured into a commercially available bacteria testing kit, as shown in
Figure Al. The kit is known by the trade name ColiPlate, and is manufactured by Bluewater
Biosciences Inc. (http://www.bluewaterbiosciences.com).

Each ColiPlate has 96 wells containing an agar that reacts with coliform bacteria and turns
blue. Actual bacterial counts are determined by comparing the number of blue cells to a table
of Most Probable Numbers (MPN). The MPN table can be seen by visiting

http:/ /www.bluewaterbiosciences.com/products_coliplate_ MPNchart.html.

Figure Al - ColiPlate with 11 blue wells.

Any well that could be identified as any shade of blue or green was counted as a positive
blue well, as per instructions from Bluewater Biosciences. Note that the ColiPlates have a
detection limit of three counts/100mL (a count of zero blue wells corresponds to a count of
“less than three” coliform/100mL). This barrier was handled by assigning all readings of
“less than three” counts of coliform/100mL sample as an absolute value of 1 count/100mL.



