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Introduction
The Rhode Island Water Resources Center has funded four proposals for FY 03. Two of the proposals
were technology transfer and two were research. The technology transfer proposals were to set up web
sites with water resources information. The information that was made available included reservoir water
levels to aid in water conservation. A web site was set up to allow access to the Rhode Island Water
Resources Centers research reports. The research funded projects included the enhancement of water
conservation by conducting a water balance as well as an investigation of the potential of nitrate removal
from groundwater.

Research Program
The research grants focused on the areas of water conservation and groundwater treatment for nitrates.
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Since water use on the University of Rhode Island Campus is not metered by
building, the first task was to audit all of the buildings on the Kingston Campus that are
connected to the URI water system .This included determining the types of use (drinking,
waste transport and cooling) as well as the types and number of fixtures. The survey
included information about academic, residential, athletic, research, office and food
service buildings. A companion study also surveyed the utility rooms in these buildings
that focused primarily on steam condensate return. In addition, estimates have been
obtained of the number of people using each building as well the amount of water being
used to irrigate the athletic and turf fields.
An EPA computer program "Wave Saver" has been obtained and has been used
to estimate water use in the various areas . The total amount of water used has been
compared to the amount of water pumped from the University of Rhode Island well.
Although the estimated amount was somewhat less than the actual amount pumped, the
numbers are acceptable. The data is now being analyzed to determine appropriate efforts
to reduce use.
At the time of the survey only 40% of the condensate was being returned to the
heating (steam generating) plant. Efforts by Facilities Department this spring have
increased the condensate return to 50%. These efforts are on-going. In addition
replacement of bathroom fixtures are being evaluated. About three quarters of the amount
of water used is attributed to indoor plumbing.
During the audit a number of situations were observed where water use could be
immediately reduced. These included changing the blow-down frequency on a building
cooling tower, repairing stuck or inoperable water fixtures and condensate return pumps.
The final product from this project is a fully operational copy of "Wave Saver"
that can be used to improve the operation of the water system and permit evaluation of
the savings in making proposed changes. In addition the project has made the 5
engineering students who have worked on the project familiar with water conservation
and various aspects of the operation of water systems and the methods of evaluating
components used in a system.
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INTRODUCTION
Aesthetically pleasing, managed landscapes contribute to the quality of life in
urban, suburban, and rural settings. These landscapes may include large open spaces like
parks, ornamental gardens and golf courses, or other communal sports facilities, as well
as smaller planting assemblies, such as typical backyard gardens. Ornamental plantings
may cover relatively large areas, contiguously or as the multi-yard mosaics typical of
residential subdivisions. Despite their prevalence, little is known about NO3 leaching
under managed landscapes.
Because of the predominance of lawn coverage in ornamental landscapes, water
quality research has focused on NO3 leaching from the turf-soil ecosystem. In a review
article on the fate of nitrogen applied to turf, Petrovic (1990) concluded that only a small
amount of fertilizer nitrogen (<10%) normally leaches from established turf to
groundwater, a finding mirrored by other studies (Gold et al., 1990). More recently Jiang
et al. (2000) have shown that even when the grass is killed, turf sites retain 90% of their
accumulated nitrogen during the ensuing year even if no vegetation is replanted. If turf is
re-established soon after death, a normal nitrogen retention pattern is restored within
three months of reseeding (Bushoven et al., 2000).
To assess the environmental impact of residential, institutional or municipal
landscaping fully, all components of the landscape must be evaluated for their ability to
retain nitrogen. Erickson et al. (2001) reported in a plot study of nitrogen mobility in
landscape plantings that mixed species plantings leached ten times more NO3 than did the
St. Augustinegrass [Stenotaphrum secundatum (Walt.) Kuntze] turf (48.3 vs. 4.1 kg NO3-1
N ha ). The study was conducted on recently established plots (<1 year old) that were
-1 -1
fertilized at 300 and 150 kg N ha yr for the grass and mixed-species, respectively. .
While instructive, this study likely does not reflect the NO3 mobility maintained under
minimum fertility in more northern climates.
Little is known about the pools of carbon and nitrogen in landscape plantings,
both factors that likely contribute to the cycling and retention of nitrogen. In their studies
of carbon sequestration in the turf-soil ecosystem of Colorado golf courses, based on an
analysis of historic soil-testing data, Qian and Follett (2002) found that organic matter
accumulated rapidly for 25 to 30 years at rates approaching one ton per hectare per year.
Soil organic matter content reached 4 to 5% of dry soil mass within that period. This
would be equivalent to approximately 3,000 kg organic N ha-1. In a follow-up study
using a grassland ecosystem model, Qian et al. (2003) determined that if clippings were
retained on turf after 30 years and fertilizer rates were not reduced, significant NO3leaching would occur. Similar results were reported by Porter et al. (1980) in a study of
variously aged lawns in New York. We currently have no data on the nitrogen mobility
of other landscape plant communities. For turf, the evidence to date suggests that
nitrogen retention may be linked to the maturity of the turf-soil ecosystem, as has been
observed in forest ecosystems (Emmett et al., 1994)
The research reported here addresses the issue of N retention in fully established
landscape plantings utilizing a reasonably mature, complex landscape managed according
to a minimum maintenance schedule.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study Area
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The study was conducted in the Horticultural Display Garden and the Learning
Landscape, both on the Kingston Campus of the University of Rhode Island. Both areas
were established between 1994 and 1995 on land that had been a landscaped site for at
least 50 years. The soil in areas covered with turfgrass were limed (1,952 kg ha-1) once,
prior to sodding with Chewings fescue (Festuca rubra spp. commutate) in 1994.
Turfgrass areas were fertilized with ~ 48.4 kg ha-1 approximately once a year in the
spring. Shredded bark mulch (2 - 3”) was applied to shrub, tree and perennial flower beds
annually.
Locations for soil and soil water sampling were chosen to represent a range of
landscape vegetation types. These included annual flowers (AF, n=3), perennial flowers
(PF, n=4), deciduous trees (DT, n=3), deciduous shrubs (DS, n=4), evergreen trees (ET, n
=4), evergreen shrubs (ES, n=6), ground covers (GC, n=5), turf (T, n=4), native
woodland (W, n = 5), and unplanted-mulched areas (BL, n=5). Distance from the
Learning Landscape to the woodland area sampled was approximately 500 m. The
scientific and common names of plants included in each group are shown in Table 1.
Sampling
Ceramic suction cup lysimeters (2.25-cm o.d., 7-cm long) were installed vertically
at 50 or 60 cm depth, and at approximately half the distance from the center to the edge
of a planting (for AF, PF, DS, ES, and GC) or the trunk to the edge of the drip line of a
tree (for ET, DT, and W). Lysimeters were placed in the center of the area planted to turf
(T) or covered by mulch only (BL). Suction (-80 kPa) was applied for 1 h using a hand
vacuum pump (SoilMoisture Equipment Corp., Santa Barbara, CA) one or two days after
rainfall events exceeding 25 mm. The water samples were passed through a Whatman
No. 42 filter, and the filtrate stored in 20-mL plastic vials at 4oC. Nitrate in soil water was
determined colorimetrically as described below.
Soil samples were collected monthly from the top 10 cm with a 2.5-cm dia. steel
core sampler while the ground was not frozen within 30 cm of the lysimeters. Mulch and
leaf litter were removed from the surface before sampling. Soil samples were stored in
sealable plastic bags at 4oC.
Analyses
Soil NO3 and NH4 were extracted according to the method of Keeney and Nelson
(1982). Soil (1 g fresh weight) was extracted with 10 mL 2 N KCl solution for 30 min
and the extract passed through a Whatman #42 filter. The filtrate and lysimeter water
samples were analyzed for NO3 and NH4 colorimetrically using an automated nutrient
analyzer (Alpkem Flow Solution IV, OI Analytical, College Station, TX).
Soil moisture was determined gravimetrically by drying soil (5 g) at 105oC for 24
h. Soil pH was determined by adding 10 mL deionized distilled water to 1 g soil. The
mixture was allowed to equilibrate for 1 h and the pH of the solution determined using a
pH meter (Denver Instrument, Denver, CO) (Hendershot et al., 1993). The organic matter
content of the soil was determined by mass loss-on-ignition at 550oC for 4 h (Karam,
1993).
Statistical Analyses
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Pooled data were not normally distributed, so differences in soil NO3 and NH4 and
soil water NO3 concentrations among vegetation types were evaluated using a one-way
analysis of variance on ranks. Dunn’s Multiple Range Method was used to identify
statistically significant differences among vegetation types (P<0.05).
RESULTS
Soil Organic Matter and pH
The pH and organic matter content of soils under different vegetation types are
shown in Table 2. Soil organic matter ranged from 99 g kg-1 in turf to 242 g kg-1 in the
woodlands. Woodland soil had the lowest pH value (5.2), with soil from other vegetation
types ranging in pH from 5.9 to 6.4.
Soil Water Nitrate
Median NO3 concentrations in soil water as a function of sampling date are shown
in Fig. 1. Soil water was sampled on 23 separate dates during the 20-month study period.
A particularly dry summer made it difficult to obtain soil water samples in 2002. We
report median values because the data were not normally distributed. The range of
median NO3 concentrations was greater in June of 2002 than in 2003, with the reverse
being true in November of these two years. Median soil water NO3 levels were higher
than the drinking water regulatory limit of 10 mg NO3-N L-1 in three of the 10 vegetation
types evaluated, with frequency of excedence following the order: GC (39%) > T (20%)
> BL (10%). The high median soil water NO3- concentrations recorded during June 2002
for GC and BL were probably due to soil disturbance during resetting of lysimeters,
which were raised to avoid a silt layer at 60 cm.
Values of NO3 concentration in soil water were pooled for the entire sampling
period and are shown in Table 3. Median NO3 levels spanned over two orders of
magnitude. No statistically significant differences were observed among GC, BL, T, DT,
and ET, with these vegetation types representing the highest median soil water NO3
concentrations (1.4 to 7.8 mg NO3-N L-1). The middle range of soil water NO3
concentrations (0.2 to 0.3 mg NO3-N L-1) included PF, AF, DS, and ES, with no
statistically significant differences among the vegetation types within this group. The
woodlands had the lowest soil water NO3 level (0.01 mg NO3-N L-1). Statistically
significant differences were observed among the vegetation types in the low, medium and
high soil water NO3 concentration groups.
Soil Extractable Nitrate and Ammonium
Extractable soil NO3 levels followed opposite temporal trends in 2002 and 2003
(Fig. 2). Nitrate concentrations declined steadily by an order of magnitude from June to
December of 2002, whereas an increase of almost two orders of magnitude was observed
over the same period in 2003. Soil NO3 levels were in the range of 1 to 10µg NO3-N g-1
on most of sampling dates. The woodlands constituted the exception, with NO3 values
consistently lower than 1 µg NO3-N g-1 throughout the sampling period.
Pooled median extractable soil NO3 levels in the woodland soil were 0.5 µg NO3N g-1, about an order of magnitude lower than for all other vegetation types, and were
significantly different from them (Table 3). No statistically significant differences were
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observed among all other vegetation types, with soil NO3 concentrations ranging from 3.1
µg NO3-N g-1 for annual flowers to 7.8µg NO3-N g-1 for turf.
Temporal trends in extractable soil NH4 levels were similar to those observed for
NO3 (Fig. 3), with values declining about an order of magnitude from June to December
2002, and steadily increasing over two orders of magnitude from June to December 2003.
As with extractable soil NO3, NH4 concentrations were within the range of 1 to 10 µg
NH4-N g-1 for most of the sampling period.
Analyses of pooled data indicated that levels of extractable soil NH4 ranged from
3.6 µg NH4-N g-1 for perennial flowers and evergreen trees to 10.1µg NH4-N g-1 for
annual flowers (Table 3). Statistically significant differences were observed between
those vegetation types with low NH4 levels (PF, ET, GC) and those with high levels (W,
DT, AF).
Relationship of Soil Water Nitrate to Surface Soil Properties
Correlation analyses using the Pearson Product Moment method revealed a
statistically significant negative correlation between the log10 of soil water NO3 and soil
organic matter (r = - 0.713, P = 0.0206) and a positive correlation between log10 soil
water NO3 and extractable soil NO3 (r = 0.779, P = 0.0079), whereas there was no
correlation when untransformed values of soil water NO3 were used (Fig. 4). In contrast,
no statistically significant correlation was found between log10 water NO3 and either soil
pH (r = 0.514, P = 0.129) or extractable soil NH4 (r = -0.301, P = 0.398). Multiple linear
regression analysis using a best subset approach indicated that the log10 soil water NO3-N
could be predicted based on soil OM and extractable nitrate levels (r2 = 0.644) using the
equation:
log10 soil water NO3 = -0.362 + (0.223 *soil extractable NO3) - (0.0496*soil OM)
DISCUSSION
Our results show that landscaping vegetation types differ considerably in terms of
soil water NO3 concentrations found 50-60 cm below the soil surface. At one end of the
spectrum woodlands exhibited the lowest NO3 concentrations, whereas trees, turf, ground
covers, and unplanted areas are at the other extreme, with flowers and shrubs occupying
the middle ground. Of these, ground cover, unplanted areas, and turf had median
concentrations of NO3 that were equal to or higher than the 10 mg NO3-N L-1 regulatory
limit for drinking water (Hallberg, 1989) at some point during the year. Examination of
pooled data for extractable NO3 concentration in surface (0 - 10 cm) soil revealed
statistically significant differences between the woodlands and all other vegetation types,
but no differences among the remaining vegetation types (Table 3). The acidic pH of
woodland soil (5.2) could have slowed nitrification rates, resulting in higher NH4 levels
(Table 3).
There was a statistically significant correlation between extractable soil NO3
concentration in the upper 10 cm and the log10 of NO3 concentration in soil water at a
depth of 50-60 cm, but not when the untransformed soil water NO3 concentration was
used. A correlation between extractable soil NO3 and soil water NO3 would have
suggested that the changes in the concentration of nitrate in soil water was the result of
the same processes, likely dilution occurring as a result of leaching, across all vegetation
types. The fact that soil water NO3 concentration increases disproportionately with
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surface soil extractable NO3 concentration suggests that the relative importance of
processes controlling NO3 levels (e.g. microbial immobilization, nitrification,
denitrification) differs under different types of vegetation.
In the case of turf, fertilizer inputs are a likely explanation for higher NO3- levels,
as is the large amount of N2-fixing clover intermixed with the grass. This is the first
report of elevated soil NO3 leaching from clover-invaded turf. The elevated extractable
soil NO3 during late summer, when turf roots are inhibited by high temperature (Jiang
and Huang, 2000) but clover roots may remain healthy, indicate the importance of the N
contribution by clover. Turf was irrigated and prevented from entering a drought-induced
summer dormancy, but high temperatures could not be avoided.
Differences in NO3 sinks likely also contribute to the effects of vegetation on NO3
concentration in soil water. Assuming that the microbial biomass is at steady state with
respect to N, the two main sinks for NO3 in soil are plant uptake and denitrification. The
effects of vegetation type may be due to differences in root architecture. Mature trees
generally have relatively shallow nutrient-absorbing root systems, aside from the deep
roots used for anchoring, that may result in less opportunity for interception of nitrate
deeper into the soil profile than in vegetation with a greater concentration of fine roots at
greater depths. For example, more than 90% of the small, nutrient-absorbing roots were
in the top 12.5 cm of soil in a pine forest on clay soils of North Carolina (Coile, 1937).
Furthermore, the roots most actively involved in nutrient uptake are often found outside
the drip line, whereas we took soil and water samples within the area under the tree
canopy, in part to avoid encroaching on other vegetation types. Leaf fall appears unlikely
to be an important factor. Hardwood and conifer stands contribute only 19 and 26 kg N
ha-1, respectively (Kozlowski et al., 1991). This is a modest amount of N and its
mineralization can occur over a 5-18 year period. Thus leaf fall in autumn is unlikely to
contribute significantly to N leaching.
We speculate that differences in denitrification rates - higher in vegetation types
with low soil water nitrate and lower in those with high nitrate levels - may also
contribute to the effects of vegetation on soil water NO3 levels. Such differences may
arise from different inputs of biodegradable organic C that can be used by denitrifying
bacteria, and/or the establishment of anaerobic conditions that support denitrification.
Our data show that the concentration of NO3 in soil water decreases with higher soil
organic matter, suggesting that differences in bioavailable C may affect soil water nitrate
by controlling rates of denitrification. Since OM contributes to water holding capacity, it
may also affect NO3 dynamics via establishment of conditions conducive to
denitrification. A high level of mulch-derived organic matter may thus contribute to
reduction of NO3 leaching in landscaped areas.
Our results have implications for the design and management of sustainable
landscaping to maintain groundwater quality. Woodlands clearly are the most benign type
of vegetation with respect to potential for NO3 leaching into groundwater. As such, their
incorporation in an undisturbed state into landscape designs should be given serious
consideration. Annual and perennial flowers and deciduous and evergreen shrubs also
contribute minimally to soil water NO3, and thus should be given priority in terms of area
covered by plantings. By contrast, trees, turf, ground cover plants, and unplanted areas
are most likely to contribute higher levels of NO3 to ground water, and thus should be
used sparingly. In the case of turf, the combined effects of long-term establishment,
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fertilizer additions, and clover invasion may have contributed to NO3- beyond what has
been observed by others (e.g. Petrovic, 1990; Cohen et al., 1999; Jiang et al., 2000).
Aesthetically pleasing landscaping and protection of groundwater quality may be
achieved by minimizing disturbance of existing natural woodlands, reducing the
unplanted areas and areas covered by vegetation types that are associated with high levels
of soil water NO3, and making more extensive use of those landscaping plants that show
minimal soil water NO3 levels. Those areas most likely to leach NO3- were monoculture
or sparsely vegetated areas (e.g. under trees, unplanted-mulched areas), whereas densely
planted and diversified landscapes are better able to capture mineralized N and less likely
to permit NO3- leaching.
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Table 1. Scientific and common names of plants in different vegetation types studied.
Vegetation type
Scientific name
Common name
Annual flowers
Dahlia spp.
Annual dwarf dahlia
Dwarf impatiens
Impatiens valleriana
Zinnia
Zinnia elegans
Rose moss
Portulaca grandiflora
Blue annual lobelia
Lobelia erinus
Deciduous shrubs
Spike winter-hazel
Corylopsis spicata
Summersweet
Clethra alnifolia
Japanese tree-lilac
Syringa reticulata
Garden lilac
Syringa meyeri
Dwarf fothergilla
Fothergilla gardena
Deciduous trees
Paper birch
Betula papyrifera
Japanese tree-lilac
Syringa reticulate
Dawn redwood
Metasequoia glyptostroboides
Evergreen shrubs
English yew
Taxus baccata
Inkberry
Ilex glabra
Rhododendron ‘Catawbiense’
Rhododendron
Siberian carpet grass
Microbiota decussata
Mountain laurel
Kalmia latifolia
Rhododendron
Rhododendron chinoides
Eastern white pine
Evergreen trees
Pinus strobus
American arborvitae
Thuja occidentalis
Japanese umbrella pine
Sciadopitys verticillata
Dwarf pine
Pinus mugo
Sweet box
Sarcococca hookeriana
Alberta spruce
Picea glauca var. albertiana
Myrtle
Ground cover
Vinca minor
Bearberry
Arctostaphylos uva-uris
Carpet bugle
Ajuga reptans
Pachysandra
Pachysandra terminalis
Spiked speedwell
Perennial flowers
Veronica alpina
Black cohesh
Cimcifuga racemosa
Daylily
Hemerocallis spp.
Hosta
Hosta-X “Krossa regal”
Threadleaf coreopsis
Coreopsis verticillata
Turf
Festuca rubra ssp. commutata
Chewings fescue
White clover
Trifolum repens
Native woodland
Hay-scented fern
Dennstaedtia punctiloba
Green brier
Similax spp.
American beech
Fagus grandifolia
Black oak
Quercus velutina
Gray birch
Betula populifolia
Cinnamon fern
Osmunda cinnamomea
Club-moss
Lycopodium spp.
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Table 2. Organic matter content and pH of soil under different
vegetation types.
Vegetation type
O.M. content
pH
(g kg-1)
Native woodland
242 ± 49
Perennial flowers
123 ± 6
Annual flowers
139 ± 20
Deciduous shrubs
129 ± 26
Evergreen shrubs
166 ± 75
Evergreen trees
169 ± 61
Deciduous trees
165 ± 63
Turf
99 ± 16
Unplanted - mulched
107 ± 25
Ground cover
105 ± 24

5.24
6.09
6.38
6.02
6.00
6.02
5.86
6.07
6.13
6.05
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Table 3. Concentration of NO3 in soil water and of extractable soil NO3 and NH4 under different vegetation types. Data were pooled for the June
2002 to November 2003 sampling period.
Soil water NO3 conc.
Extractable soil NO3 conc.
Extractable soil NH4 conc.
(mg N L-1)
(µg N g-1)
(µg N g-1)
Type of vegetation
n
Median1
25%
75%
n
Median
25%
75%
n
Median
25%
75%
Native woodland
95 0.0 a
0.0
0.1
77
0.5 a
0.4
0.8
70 6.7 b
4.6
23.0
Perennial flowers
45 0.2 b
0.1
0.8
60
3.4 b
2.0
6.3
60 3.6 a
2.3
8.8
Annual flowers
30 0.3 b
0.1
1.1
42
3.1 b
2.2
3.9
42 10.1 b
4.9
20.3
Deciduous shrubs
47 0.3 b
0.1
1.4
63
4.8 b
2.8
9.3
61 4.8 ab
2.9
11.2
Evergreen shrubs
63 0.3 b
0.1
1.2
76
4.0 b
2.8
6.0
76 4.8 ab
2.7
10.8
Evergreen trees
52 1.4 c
0.4
4.1
68
4.3 b
2.7
7.4
68 3.6 a
2.4
7.5
Deciduous trees
40 1.8 c
0.4
4.1
45
5.0 b
2.5
10.1
46 6.8 b
3.6
13.4
Turf
34 3.0 c
0.6
10.8
70
7.8 b
3.6
16.8
65 4.7 ab
2.9
14.0
Unplanted - mulched
73 3.7 c
0.8
8.6
67
4.2 b
2.6
7.5
64 5.4 ab
2.9
12.7
Ground cover
63 7.8 c
1.7
15.4
70
5.2 b
3.2
8.8
72 4.0 a
2.4
11.4
1
Values followed by the same letter within a column were not significantly different (P<0.05).

1
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FIGURE LEGENDS
Fig. 1. Soil water NO3 concentration under different landscaping vegetation types
as a function of sampling date from June 2002 to November 2003. Values are medians (n
≥ 3). Bold horizontal line represents regulatory limit for NO3-N in drinking water
(Hallberg, 1989). AF = annual flowers; BL = unplanted-mulched; DS = deciduous
shrubs; DT = deciduous trees; ES = evergreen shrubs; ET = evergreen trees; GC = ground
cover; PF = perennial flowers; T = turf; W = native woodland.
Fig. 2. Concentration of extractable NO3 in soil under different landscaping
vegetation types as a function of sampling date from June 2002 to November 2003.
Values are medians (n ≥ 3). Abbreviations as in Fig. 1.
Fig. 3. Concentration of extractable NH4 in soil under different types of
landscaping vegetation types as a function of sampling date from June 2002 to November
2003. Values are medians (n ≥ 3). Abbreviations as in Fig. 1.
Fig. 4. Scatter plots of median soil water NO3 vs. soil organic matter content (A),
median extractable soil NO3 (B), median extractable soil NH4 (C), and soil pH (D).
Abbreviations as in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 2
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Information Transfer Program
The information transfer program funded the creation of two web sites to allow access to water resources
research data.

A Preliminary Web Portal for RI Water Resources
Basic Information
Title: A Preliminary Web Portal for RI Water Resources
Project Number: 2003RI15B
Start Date: 6/1/2003
End Date: 5/31/2004
Funding Source: 104B
Congressional District: 02
Research Category: Not Applicable
Focus Category: Water Use, Education, Management and Planning
Descriptors:
Principal Investigators: Thomas Boving, David Fastovsky

Publication

INTRODUCTION
"When the well’s dry, we know the worth of water."- Ben Franklin
Although southern New England is not commonly considered a region in which water
abundance (as distinct from water quality) is a problem, the record from the previous few
years suggests that water abundance is indeed an issue about which RI citizens need to be
informed. This was exemplified during the most recent draught (2002), when water
levels in New England’s reservoirs reached historic lows and citizens were ask to restrict
water use to only the most urgent applications (e.g. WRB 2002). Our project was a
response to this situation. The purpose of the project was to a) construct a widely
available and easily comprehensible website documenting water abundance in RI; and b)
present current and historical data pertaining to the Scituate Reservoir and its water
levels. The goal was to provide a pilot website that eventually will afford a
comprehensive, accurate, lucid, and real-time presentation of Rhode Island’s water
resources.
Although it is relatively easy to find water-related websites in the State of Rhode Island,
no comprehensive, real-time, easily understood treatment of water level issues in Rhode
Island exists. Providence Water (www.provwater.com) provides regular press releases
qualitatively describing the abundance of water in Rhode Island. Details – if provided –
pertain only to conditions in the Scituate Reservoir. The US Geological Survey
(water.usgs.gov/cgi-bin/daily) maintains a web site that shows maps of “real-time
streamflow” data presented in a historical context. NOAA (www.noaa.gov) provides
climatological data such as rainfall, temperature, drought indices, and other climatic
variables. The State of Rhode Island Water Resources Board (www.wrb.state.ri.us)
provides a broad range of data, web links, and press releases dealing with water-related
issues.
But none of the agencies and sites listed above provides a comprehensive, easily
understood, real-time treatment of water levels in key RI reservoirs and aquifers.
Because the Scituate Reservoir is perhaps the most important (and visible) public water
source in the state of Rhode Island, we have chosen to focus attention on it for this
preliminary study. We have compiled a multi-year graphic record of water levels in the
Scituate Reservoir, and have associated fluxes in these levels with climatic events and
relevant historical data (e.g., average water levels in previous years). Examples of these
records are incorporated into the body of this report.
Public education and awareness are crucial aspects of drought management. Sometimes,
random drought messages through the news media can cause alarm regarding the
integrity of supply or the safety of drinking water. A concerted education and outreach
program is essential to provide information when wells go dry, or to inform the public
and major users of ways to conserve or find alternate sources of water. The web site was
designed to provide meaningful information to a wide range of constituents, including
students; all of whom, as a result of the web-site, will be in a better position to understand
water-use policies.

METHODS
A project website was created using the Dreamweaver MX software package by
Macromedia Inc. (licensed to PI). The website was uploaded to the Department of
Geosciences webserver (Dell PowerEdge 6400) and was titled “RI Drinking Water
Supply Data Base”. The webserver is secured from unauthorized access by various
safety measures (including a firewall and password access protection). The server and
the website are remotely accessible to the PI, allowing for frequent updates and additions
of data. The website can be accessed via http://ri-water.geo.uri.edu/scituate.asp . It was
embedded into an existing “Environmental Restoration” website, which provides links to
other water related projects of the Geosciences department.
Scituate water level data were collected by the Providence Water Supply Board (PWRB)
using fully automated procedures. The data consisted of four readings per day (every six
hours) and include, in addition to Scituate Reservoir water levels, PWRB drinking water
plant influent, water consumption by 11 water suppliers served by PWRB, and water
levels in 5 water storage facilities are recorded. The data set is delivered by email to the
PI at 7 AM every morning. Table 1 shows an example of the daily transmitted data set.
Because of security concerns, it was decided not to publicize any of the additional daily
data.

Figure 1: Example of the daily updated Scituate Reservoir levels automatically recorded by the
PWRB every six hours (first three columns). All other columns show water fluxes to the main
PRWB customers, elevations in local water storage facilities, and PRWB drinking water plant
influent.

RESULTS
The “RI Drinking Water Supply Data Base” website was designed to adhere to latest
industry standards, as well as for ease-of-use. All descriptions and explanations were
kept short and scientific jargon was minimized. The material presented is understandable
by users Grade 7 and higher, an important consideration since it was our intent that this
resource be available to and useful for secondary-school students.. The website relies
heavily on visualization (e.g. a graph of the current Sciutuate Reservoir level can be
uploaded by simply clicking on a thumb-nail picture). Resolution and graph size were
kept at moderate levels for minimal download times. This was deemed necessary to
serve those citizens that do not have access to high-speed internet connections. The
website also provides links to key water-supply resources, such as the Providence Water
Supply Board (PWSB), the Rhode Island Water Resources Board (WRB) and the Rhode
Island Water Resources Center websites. The WRB in particular provides additional
information about the status of Rhode Island’s water resources. For example, the WRB
issues a Draught Advisory, Watch, Warning, and Emergency ( in order of increasing
draught severeness) if warranted.
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The central parts of the project website are a description of the data flow and the graphic
representation of the water level and water consumption data. The following paragraph is
an excerpt from the website.
“The Scituate Reservoir, located about 15 miles west of Providence, RI, serves most of Rhode
Island's population with drinking water. Water storage in the main Scituate reservoir began in
1925 and a nearby treatment plant went in operation in 1926. Since then, the water level in the
reservoir has been constantly monitored. In recent years, the Scituate Reservoir was equipped
with modern computer based recording equipment to monitor reservoir water level and treatment
plant influent. The digital records are collected by the Providence Water Supply Board (PWBS),
which operates the Scituate Reservoir. PWBS then forwards water level and plant influent data
automatically to Dr. Boving's data base where the data stream is converted into graphs for
immediate display on this website.”

Figure 2 shows an example of the water data as displayed on the project website. The
graph was generated from daily data sets supplied automatically via email by PWBS. All
incoming data were retrieved over a T-1 line. At URI-GEO the incoming data converted
into a common data format (ASCII comma delimited format). Incoming data was stored
on a PC (Dell Dimension 8200) and backed up on an external hard-drive (Maxtor 120
GB) on a weekly basis. Raw data are loaded into MS-EXCEL (the statewide standard).

Figure 2. Water levels in the Scituate Reservoir, 05/01/00 – 06/30/04. Diamond line represents
approximately 5700 data points taken at a rate of 4/day. Solid line represents a 10-day moving
average of plant influent. Also indicated are last year’s reservoir level and the Scituate Reservoir
overflow elevation (285 ft above sea level).

2

In the future, an upgrade to an ORACLE database system may become necessary as the
amount of data generated approaches the capacity of EXCEL. Within the MS-EXCEL
environment, data are organized by: data source, date and time of collection, sampling
location, sample value, and comments. Besides calculating delta-values (=changes), the
data are continuously added to graphs and tables. EXCEL graphs were converted into
Adobe Acrobat files (pdf format). The graphs show, for example, daily water table
fluctuations at a given measurement point. The 10-day moving average of the plant
influent was calculated and graphed together with the daily water-level data. Currently,
the raw data cannot not be downloaded from the website.
We have had preliminary success with a pilot system (Java script) that automatically
extracts data from incoming PWRB email (see Figure 1) and converts it into an EXCEL
graph. Currently, problems remain with linking the graph to the server. The ultimate
goal is to automatically update the website in near real-time and to include data from as
many reliable sources as possible. It is expected that a network will evolve and develop
over a period of years, as additional monitoring, quality control, and data exchange
systems are implemented and as hydrological modeling is incorporated. Our project is
ongoing, and will continue even after the end of the current funding period.
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Electronic Dissemination of Institute Related Research
Basic Information
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Publication
1. N/A

Under this Information Transfer project work continued in disseminating past research funded by
the Institute. The goal was to make available online most recent reports published by the
Institute. To this effect, a document scanner was acquired and all available reports from the last
14 years were scanned, converted to a pdf format and placed online at the home page of the
Rhode Island Water Resources Institute. Future work will include enhancing this site by
providing a complete searching capability of the reports.

Student Support
Student Support
Category

Section 104
Base Grant

Section 104
RCGP Award

NIWR-USGS
Internship

Supplemental
Awards

Total

Undergraduate

6

0

0

0

6

Masters

2

0

0

0

2

Ph.D.

0

0

0

0

0

Post-Doc.

0

0

0

0

0

Total

8

0

0

0

8

Notable Awards and Achievements
After studying the results of the research project "URI Water Conservatin Program Development" the
University of Rhode Island committed $60,000 from a grant to fund the construction and operation of a
demonstration water recycling facility for their aquaculture center.

Publications from Prior Projects
None

