


Background



Summary of Oct Mtg. Outcomes




River-Wide Comparison of Results




Issue #2. Comparison of Ohio River

Recreational Use to Beach Use
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Why compare results to beach

use data?
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Issue #3: Need to Look at How Wet
Weather Affects Recreational Use

No Rain No Rain

During Survey 3.8 : 32

24 Hours Prior 3.6 . 32

48 Hours Prior 3.8




Fish Consumption Data for Inner Zone




Conclusions




<201
TEC Action

Are we ready to take the information public?




10-Mile River Segment Equivalent
Area to Beach Use Lake Area
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Survey Objectives




Survey Objectives







Survey Design
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170 Field Surveys
285 Interviews

m Ground-truth phone survey results.
m Sites every 20 miles “randomly” selected.

® 4-héur surveys completed 2-3 times at each
location during rec season. :
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Contact Recreation Survey Sites
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Results for 2008 Primary Contact

Recreation
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Are the numbers right & what
do they mean?

| estimates!!!
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Extrapolating the Field data



Waterbody Area,
State |Wate rbody Slte Name FY2008 Visitation Acres Source

CORPS
e aC S e KY Barren River Lake uarry Road Beach 30,243 b CORP
CORP
CORPS
— CORPS
CORPS

8,200

D at a Green River Lake Smith Ridge Beach 10,550 CORPS|
Green River Lake Pikes Ridge Beach 3,805 CORPS|

CORPS]

Green River Lake State Park Beach 88,087
1 T [ S



Why/When Don’t Recreators
Recreate

Pollution other than bacteria

High or unsafelevels of bacteria

Cold temperatures

Muddy or dirty water

Poor or unsafe behavior of other recreators

Fish advisories or concern about contaminated fish
Time of theyear or the season

Fuel costs for river activities

High water level

Condition of the river following rain

Poorrecreational opportunities

Costs associated with river activities (excluding fuel)

Crowding on the river
River flow rate
Travel distance to river access

Low water level

30 40
Percent (n=3865j
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