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Macatawa Watershed Voluntary Agreement 

2021 Annual Report 
 

October 1, 2020 – September 30, 2021 
 
This annual report was prepared pursuant to the Macatawa Watershed Voluntary Agreement developed 
to show the commitment between the point and nonpoint sources of phosphorus pollution to improve 
water quality in the Macatawa Watershed. The intent of the agreement is to outline the ways in which all 
parties will support reduction of phosphorus loading into Lake Macatawa as detailed in the Macatawa 
Watershed Management Plan. The agreement expired on August 31, 2020. A new agreement was 
approved by the MACC Policy Board on January 6, 2021. 
 
SUMMARY FROM ANNUAL MEETING 
 
A formal annual meeting was not held during FY2021. Instead, the Macatawa Watershed Advisory 
Committee continued to meet every other month. Representatives from the point source facilities and 
nonpoint source stakeholders are invited to attend each meeting. Phosphorus reduction activities are 
discussed on a regular basis. Meeting agendas and PowerPoint slides are attached (Attachment 1). 
 
The MACC held a virtual meeting with the point source dischargers on April 15 to discuss concerns related 
to the renewal of the voluntary agreement and impacts to their NPDES permits. A subsequent meeting 
was held with several EGLE staff on May 11 to discuss the concerns. Their primary concern is the permitted 
monthly maximum loads listed in the voluntary agreement. Existing design flows and probable future 
growth and expansion may one day exceed these permitted limits. 
 
PHOSPHORUS REDUCTION STRATEGY 
 
The Macatawa Watershed Management Plan, approved in July 2012, estimates that the 2005 total 
phosphorus load in the Macatawa Watershed was 51,820 pounds per year based on the MDEQ Pollutant 
Loading Model. This result is very different than the models used to develop the TMDL in 1999, which 
estimated the nonpoint phosphorus load in the Macatawa Watershed to be 126,100 pounds per year. The 
TMDL established a goal of an annual nonpoint source phosphorus load of 35,000 pounds per year, or a 
reduction of 91,100 pounds per year. This goal is not relevant to the models used in updating the 
management plan; therefore the watershed management plan instead aims to meet the phosphorus 
concentration recommended in the 1999 TMDL of an in-lake concentration of 50 ppb. The management 
plan lays out a three pronged action plan, including an information and education strategy and structural 
and managerial best management practices, to address the goals of restoring designated uses, enhancing 
desired uses and protecting natural areas. Since the plan was approved in 2012, a considerable amount 
of implementation has occurred. The MACC and local partners will start updating the management plan 
in 2021 with a goal of having an updated management plan complete by the end of 2023. The MACC and 
partners are actively seeking funding support the update of the plan. 
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SUMMARY OF NON-POINT SOURCE REDUCTIONS 
 
Several projects, managed by the Macatawa Area Coordinating Council (MACC) and partners, are 
currently underway to implement recommendations in the management plan.  
 
• In late 2020, the MACC completed two small grants from the Great Lakes Commission (GLC) to restore 

streambanks and install two-stage channels. No additional streambank projects were installed in 
2021, but a two-stage channel project was constructed in October 2020 on the Brower Drain in the 
City of Zeeland (Noordeloos Creek Subwatershed) in partnership with the Ottawa County Water 
Resources Commissioner. Modeled load reductions are provided in Table 1. 

• The MACC was awarded a Great Lakes Commission Grant that started in October 2019. The goals of 
this grant are to install 3,900 linear feet of grassed waterway and 1,450 acres of cover crops. During 
the reporting period, 1,328 acres of cover crops were planted and verified. Grassed waterways are 
currently being designed. Modeled load reductions for cover crops are provided in Table 1. 

• The MACC was awarded a Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) Grant in April 2020 to design and 
install various types of green stormwater infrastructure and conduct education and outreach in the 
Holland area. The grant includes funding for GSI retrofits at Holland City Hall and Kollen Park that were 
designed in 2020 and expected to be constructed in 2021. However, due to delays with State Historic 
Preservation Office reviews, construction has not yet begun. The grant also includes funding for curb-
cut rain gardens to be installed in conjunction with road re-construction projects in the City of Holland. 
Eleven rain gardens have been installed and 9 have been planted. The remaining 2 will be planted in 
spring 2022. The grant also assists with installing rainscaping practices on private property. Two 
private rain gardens have been installed and we hope to install more in 2021. While these stormwater 
management practices do not in and of themselves result in significant phosphorus reductions, they 
will help reduce the volume of runoff directly entering Lake Macatawa through storm drains. To date, 
installed projects are capturing 320,000 gallons of stormwater annually. 

• In June 2013, Project Clarity (PC) was publically launched as an initiative of the ODC Network to 
comprehensively restore the Macatawa Watershed. The PC Plan outlines a 5-part restoration strategy 
that includes about a $12 million fundraising goal. The majority of this goal has been secured in private 
pledges and some public contributions from local governments and grants. In 2021, PC teamed up 
with the Ottawa County Water Resources Commissioner to install a two-stage channel in a portion of 
the Harlem Drain (Pine Creek subwatershed) that was severely eroding. Modeled load reductions are 
provided in Table 1. 

• The ODC Network worked with Plant Tuff and other partners to install iron slag filters at tile outlets 
to remove phosphorus from tile line discharges. This is a relatively new practice that has not been 
previously used in Michigan. Three filters were initially installed and monitored by GVSU throughout 
2020 to determine the effectiveness of the systems to remove phosphorus and monitor for the 
presence of chemicals leaching from the slag (Attachment 2). A fourth filter has been installed and 
GVSU continued their monitoring in 2021. As of the 2020 monitoring results, the phosphorus removal 
rates have been variable (total phosphorus reduced by 59-76%). 
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Table 1. Summary of NPS Phosphorus Reductions from Structural BMPs (FY21) 

BMP Quantity 
Erosion reduction 
(T/yr) 

Phosphorus 
reduction (lb/yr) 

Two-stage channel (GLC) 1,025 linear feet 152 134 
Cover Crops (GLC) 1,328 ac 195 406 
Two-stage channel (PC) 4,800 linear feet 505 429 
TOTALS  852 969 

Note:  GLRI reductions were calculated using STEPL, GLC reductions were calculated using a BMP reporting form provided by GLC 
and 319 reduction were calculated using the EGLE pollutants controlled spreadsheet. 
 
Table 2 provides estimated cumulative non-point source reductions since 2012. The total assumes that all 
practices continue to be implemented on an annual basis in perpetuity. Many of the agricultural BMPs are 
done on an annual basis (cover crops, reduced tillage) and there is no guarantee that they will continue 
beyond the contracted funding. Reductions from constructed practices, like grassed waterways, wetland 
restoration and streambank stabilization may decrease over time, especially if they are not properly 
maintained. Gypsum application has a temporary effect on the soil, likely decreasing each year, and may 
need to be reapplied in the future to continue the phosphorus reduction benefit. It is hoped that by 
providing the initial cost-share dollars, farmers will see the benefit in continuing to implement these 
practice on their own. In future years, we will survey farmers that implemented BMPs previously to 
determine how many are still being used. Overall, while we can estimate the annual impacts of these 
practices, they are still estimates. The best measure of success is still the actual concentrations of 
phosphorus in Lake Macatawa. 
 
Efforts to reduce phosphorus greatly increased starting in 2016 due to the MACC’s two agricultural grants 
and the success of private funding through Project Clarity. These funding sources supported a great 
amount of conservation practices implemented through 2020. The 2021 reductions were lower than in 
previous years for various reasons. In 2021, the number of projects implemented was limited to one 
agricultural grant held by the MACC and one Project Clarity funded project. Much of the other work in the 
watershed in 2021 has been focused on stormwater improvements and litter reduction efforts. In 
addition, the Watershed Management Plan was approved in 2012. Since then a considerable amount of 
work has been implemented and project partners have decided to start a process to evaluate and update 
the management plan over the next couple years. 
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Table 2. Cumulative Non-point Source Phosphorus Reductions 
Fiscal Year Estimated phosphorus reduction (lb/yr) 
2012 487 
2013 1,579 
2014 1,022 
2015 1,304 
2016 10,178 
2017 4,807 
2018 5,338 
2019 4,047 
2020 3,773 
2021 969 
TOTAL 33,504 
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SUMMARY OF POINT SOURCE EFFLUENT DATA 
 
Table 3 provides total phosphorus discharges from two (2) of the three (3) major point sources of 
phosphorus in the watershed. Data is not currently available from Mead Johnson for 2020-2021. These 
are totals from fiscal year 2021. The data presented in Figure 1 and Table 4 below represent annual totals 
(calendar year) and are not reported based on the fiscal year as is the nonpoint source data. Point source 
discharges of phosphorus continue to operate within their NPDES permits and collectively remain below 
the limit established in the TMDL (20,000 lbs/yr). 
 
Table 3: FY2021 Point Source Phosphorus Effluent Totals 

Oct 1, 2020-Sept 30, 2021 
Point Source Total pounds of Phosphorus
Holland BPW 9,069 
Zeeland Clean Water Plant 2,333 
rb (Mead Johnson)  

 

 
Figure 1. Summary of point source phosphorus discharges in the Macatawa Watershed 
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Table 4: Annual Phosphorus Load (lbs) from Point Sources in the Watershed 
Year Holland Zeeland CDR rb/Mead Johnson Totals 
1999 11,352 941 640 335 13,268
2000 12,664 1,042 522 467 14,695
2001 10,229 1,108 339 592 12,268
2002 8,871 1,195 464 423 10,953
2003 8,252 1,135 370 433 10,190
2004 7,132 1,265 267 369 9,033
2005 12,352 1,098 107.56 317 13,875
2006 10,303 795 83.45 472 11,653
2007 9,817 1,142 56.43 549 11,564
2008 7,373 940 0 628 8,941
2009 8,802 690 0 1,138 10,630
2010 9,540 689 0 859 11,088
2011 8,070 1,032 0 967 10,069
2012 11,728 845 0 574 13,147
2013 12,733 1,140 0 728 14,601
2014 11,482 1,735 0 701 13,918
2015 11,303 2,368 0 816 14,487
2016 15,269 1,556 0 898 17,723
2017 11,199 1,525 0 524 9,977
2018 10,115 2,722 0 692 13,529
2019 10,457 2,562 0 535 13,554
2020 9,022 3,194 0  12,216
2021* 7,000 1,755  8,755

* 2021 totals only include January-September 
 
SUMMARY OF MONITORING DATA  
 
The most recent published monitoring results conducted by the State of Michigan Department of 
Environment, Great Lakes and Energy (EGLE) during 2012 determined that the average spring 
concentration of phosphorus in Lake Macatawa was approximately 133 ppb (see Figure 3). This level is 
consistent with historic levels, but it is still more than 2.5 times greater than the interim TMDL goal of 50 
ppb. Additional analysis showed that the relationship between flow and phosphorus concentrations 
continues to be influenced by nonpoint source inputs during storm events (Holden, 2014). Monitoring 
was conducted by EGLE in 2014, 2016, 2018, and 2020 but published reports have not yet been provided. 
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Figure 3. Average historic spring phosphorus concentrations at Stations 1, 2 and 4 in Lake Macatawa 
(Holden, 2014). 
 
From spring through fall of 2021, the GVSU Annis Water Resources Institute (AWRI) continued monitoring 
five sites in Lake Macatawa seasonally. The sites are located approximately in the same locations where 
EGLE monitors in even numbered years so that the data can be compared. The 2021 monitoring report 
will not be publically available until sometime in January 2022. The same monitoring effort was completed 
in 2020 (Attachment 2). 
 
The 2020 AWRI report again looked at the relationship between total precipitation and average spring 
phosphorus concentrations. While the relationship was not found to be statistically significant, Figure 4 
shows how the response of the watershed has changed over time. Historically, phosphorus numbers 
increase with increased precipitation. More recent data (2013-2020) show an improved relationship 
between phosphorus and precipitation, but it is still not statistically significant. While phosphorus 
numbers are still high and exceed the TMDL limit, Figure 4 suggests that the work that has been done in 
the watershed in recent years is helping to reduce nonpoint sources inputs of phosphorus delivered to 
Lake Macatawa in stormwater runoff.  



8 
 

 
Figure 4. Total phosphorus and precipitation dashboard 
 
The Global Water Research Institute (GWRI) at Hope College also conducts water quality monitoring in 
the watershed to supplement that monitoring done by AWRI. In addition to the 3 lake sites monitored by 
AWRI, the GWRI also monitors 7 stream sites year round. In addition to phosphorus and other physical 
and chemical measurements, they also conduct biological (E. coli) monitoring. A report of their 2020-2021 
(July 2020-June 2021) results was published in late 2021 (Attachment 3). Average lake total phosphorus 
was 102 ppb and for stream sites was 170 ppb. Stream sites have consistently higher levels of total 
phosphorus than lake sites indicating that external loading from streams continues to be a source 
contributing to the in-lake concentration. 
 
 
REFERENCES 
 
Holden, S. January 2014. Monthly Water Quality Assessment of Lake Macatawa and its Tributaries April-
September 2012. Michigan Department of Environmental Quality Water Resources Division Staff Report. 
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

 

Attachment 1: Watershed Advisory Committee Meetings 

Attachment 2: Project Clarity 2020 Annual Monitoring Report 

Attachment 3: Hope College GWRI Macatawa Watershed Annual Report 
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WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETINGS 



301 Douglas Ave  |  Holland, MI 49424  |  www.the-macc.org 
616-395-2688 (P)  |  616-395-9411 (F)  |  info@the-macc.org 

 

WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Thursday, February 4, 2021 
1:30 PM – 3:00PM 

Zoom meeting 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89665244984?pwd=OU9wRllmUUxZQmx5QUNIbXVEM0JYQT09 

Meeting ID: 896 6524 4984 Passcode: 294445 
 

AGENDA 

 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 
 

II. GRANT UPDATES 
a. GLC Two-Stage Channels and Streambank 
b. GLC Agricultural Grant 
c. GLRI Stormwater 
d. EPA Trash Free Waters 
e. Grant applications 

 
III. PROJECT CLARITY UPDATE 

 
IV. OTHER WATERSHED UPDATES 

 
V. PUBLIC EDUCATION PRIORITIZATION EXERCISE 

 
VI. PARTNER REPORTS 

 
VII. DATES TO REMEMBER 

a. March 2-3: Michigan SWCS Seminars 
b. March 4: Michigan Stormwater and Floodplain Association virtual 

Conference 
c. March 24: Michigan Natural Shoreline Partnership/Michigan Glacial 

Lakes Partnership virtual conference 
 

VIII. NEXT MEETING: April 22, 2021, 1:30-3pm, Location TBD 

 

Policy Board 

 

Howard Baumann, Jr. 

Joseph Baumann 

❖ Thomas Bird 

Nathan Bocks 

Ken DeWeerdt 

Jim Gerard 

Linda Howell 

John Kleinheksel 

❖ Kevin Klynstra 

Don Mayle 

❖ Hannes Meyers, Jr. 

❖ Terry Nienhuis 

Tom Oonk 

❖ Pankaj Rajadhyaksha 

❖ Jim Storey 

Russ Te Slaa 

Todd Wolters 

 

❖ Executive Committee 

 

ATTACHMENT 1

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89665244984?pwd=OU9wRllmUUxZQmx5QUNIbXVEM0JYQT09
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Macatawa Watershed 
Advisory Committee

February 4, 2021

Agenda

Introductions

Grant Updates

Project Clarity Update

Other Current Activities

Public Education Prioritization Exercise

Partner Reports

Dates to Remember

GLC Two-Stage and Streambank

• Both grants have been completed, final reports submitted
• Two-stage

• 2 projects, 2,660 linear feet
• 1,951 tons soil, 1,769 lb phosphorus over 10 years
• Grant = $44,262.33, Match: $18,865.6

• Streambank
• 1 project, 160 linear feet
• 108 tons soil, 100 lb phosphorus over 10 years
• Grant = $54,736, Match: $34,214

GLC Agricultural

• 1,120 acres of cover crops implemented, 1,362 under contract
• No contracts for grassed waterways

• Technical assistance: possible partnership with Allegan and/or Ottawa 
Conservation Districts

GLRI Stormwater Grant

• City of Holland GSI installations
• Retained Fishbeck/Drummond Carpenter to assist with bidding and 

contracting
• SHPO review

• City of Holland curb-cut rain gardens
• 5 constructed on 21st/20th – 21st St, 1 planted in fall, rest in May
• Outreach to 10th St and College Ave (2 interested on College) – waiting for 

final construction designs

• Macatawa Rainscaping Program
• Planning to host 2-part training on April 14 and 21
• Final planning meeting on Feb 9, then advertise

EPA Trash Free Waters

• Educational activities: Cleanup Kits
• Small bucket, gloves
• Instructional Guide, scavenger hunt, trash tracker
• Children’s book
• Coupons or stickers for turning in information

• Additional funding requests: Lowe’s, Walmart Community Foundation
• Events planned starting in April
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Grant Applications

• Michigan Coastal Management Program
• Submitted Oct 16, 2020
• $42,605 grant, $43,601 match (MACC and ODC Network staff time)
• Support watershed management plan update
• Urban and agricultural critical areas analyses – incorporate coastal hazards
• Public input sessions
• Identify and prioritize BMP locations
• Final product: approvable watershed management plan

• Others: EGLE Watershed Council, EGLE Watershed Planning, SOGL

Project Clarity Update

Other Watershed Updates

• Sustainable Watershed Funding Initiative
• Statewide Water Resource Leader Engagement – report published Dec 2020
• Seeking additional funds

• MS4: Ottawa County permit issued
• Chloride monitoring: Maplewood Intercounty Drain

Public Education Prioritization

Partner Reports

Dates to Remember

• March 2-3: Michigan SWCS Seminars
• March 4: Michigan Stormwater and Floodplain Association virtual 

Conference
• March 24: Michigan Natural Shoreline Partnership/Michigan Glacial 

Lakes Partnership virtual conference

ATTACHMENT 1



301 Douglas Ave  |  Holland, MI 49424  |  www.the-macc.org 
616-395-2688 (P)  |  616-395-9411 (F)  |  info@the-macc.org 

 

WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Thursday, April 22, 2021 

1:30 PM – 3:00PM 
Outdoor Discovery Center (picnic pavilion) 

4214 56th St, Holland 
 

AGENDA 
 

 
I. INTRODUCTIONS 

 
II. GRANT UPDATES 

a. GLC Agricultural Grant 
b. GLRI Stormwater 
c. EPA Trash Free Waters 
d. Grant applications 

 
III. PROJECT CLARITY UPDATE 

 
IV. OTHER WATERSHED UPDATES 

 
V. PARTNER REPORTS 

 
VI. DATES TO REMEMBER 

a. May 22, 10am-noon: River Cleanup, Kollen Park 
b. May 27, 9am-noon: Macroinvertebrate monitoring, Adams Street Landing 
c. June 10-20: LGROW Spring Forum 

 
VII. ACTIVITY 

 
VIII. NEXT MEETING: June 24, 2021, 1:30-3pm, Location TBD 

 

  

 

   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

   

  

   

  

   

     

  

 

   

 

  

 

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

  

    

   

  

   

   

   

     

  

 

   

 

Policy Board 

 

Howard Baumann, Jr. 

Joseph Baumann 

 Thomas Bird 

Nathan Bocks 

Ken DeWeerdt 

Jim Gerard 

Linda Howell 

John Kleinheksel 

 Kevin Klynstra 

Don Mayle 

 Hannes Meyers, Jr. 

 Terry Nienhuis 

Tom Oonk 

 Pankaj Rajadhyaksha 

 Jim Storey 

Russ Te Slaa 

Todd Wolters 

 

 Executive Committee 
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Macatawa Watershed 
Advisory Committee
June 24, 2021

Agenda

Introductions

Grant Updates

Project Clarity Update

Partner Reports

Presentation

Public Education Activity and Subcommittee

Great Lakes Commission Agricultural Grant

Contracting out technical assistance to Ottawa and Allegan Conservation Districts

Ben Jordan (OCD) and Bonne Matheson (ACD)

Identifying locations for grassed waterways and some additional cover crops (1,362 acres under 

contract)

GLRI Stormwater

CDs providing technical assistance

4 rain gardens planted on 20th/21st in May

Selected contractor for City projects, waiting for 

tribal and historic reviews

Rainscaping volunteer training held this spring, a 

few volunteers are doing assessments

ATTACHMENT 1



EPA Trash Free Waters

10 events April-May, 24 total

122.5 acres impacted

472 volunteers (922 hours)

1,596 pounds of trash removed

Grant Applications

EGLE 319 (Tulip IC Drain) not awarded

EGLE Watershed Council grant awarded - $39,350 to secure engineered designs for the Tulip IC Drain

EGLE Management Plan grant not awarded

MCMP (management plan) still pending

MGLP (geomorphic study) 2021 app not funded, reapplied for 2022

(More) Grant Applications

EGLE 319 (Peters Creek Restoration) awarded - $257,684

EGLE Watershed Council grant not awarded- funding for additional stream design and engineering

GLC Sediment and Nutrient Reduction Program Grant - pending for Macatawa River work

MiCorps Maintenance Grant - supporting macroinvertabrate program

ATTACHMENT 1



301 Douglas Ave  |  Holland, MI 49424  |  www.the-macc.org 
616-395-2688 (P)  |  616-395-9411 (F)  |  info@the-macc.org 

 

WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Thursday, June 24, 2021 

1:30 PM – 3:00PM 
Outdoor Discovery Center (pavilion) 

4214 56th St, Holland 
 

AGENDA 
 

 
I. INTRODUCTIONS 

 
II. GRANT UPDATES 

a. GLC Agricultural Grant 
b. GLRI Stormwater 
c. EPA Trash Free Waters 
d. Grant applications 

 
III. PROJECT CLARITY UPDATE 

 
IV. PARTNER REPORTS 

 
V. PRESENTATION: Macatawa Watershed Social Indicators of NPS 

Management Survey Results by Amanda Buday, GVSU 
 
VI. PUBLIC EDUCATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

 
VII. DATES TO REMEMBER 

 
VIII. NEXT MEETING: August 24, 2021, 1:30-3pm, Location TBD 

 

  

 

   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

   

  

   

  

   

     

  

 

   

 

  

 

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

  

    

   

  

   

   

   

     

  

 

   

 

Policy Board 

 

Howard Baumann, Jr. 

Joseph Baumann 

 Thomas Bird 

Nathan Bocks 

Ken DeWeerdt 

Jim Gerard 

Linda Howell 

John Kleinheksel 

 Kevin Klynstra 

Don Mayle 

 Hannes Meyers, Jr. 

 Terry Nienhuis 

Tom Oonk 

 Pankaj Rajadhyaksha 

 Jim Storey 

Russ Te Slaa 

Todd Wolters 

 

 Executive Committee 
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301 Douglas Ave  |  Holland, MI 49424  |  www.the-macc.org 
616-395-2688 (P)  |  616-395-9411 (F)  |  info@the-macc.org 

 

WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Tuesday, August 24, 2021 

1:30 PM – 3:00PM 
Outdoor Discovery Center (pavilion) 

4214 56th St, Holland 
 

AGENDA 
 

 
I. INTRODUCTIONS 

 
II. GRANT UPDATES 

a. GLC Agricultural Grant 
b. GLRI Stormwater 
c. EPA Trash Free Waters 
d. Grant applications 

 
III. PROJECT CLARITY UPDATE 

 
IV. PARTNER REPORTS 

 
V. PRESENTATION: Macatawa Watershed Social Indicators of NPS 

Management Survey Results, Part 2 – Best Management Practices by Amanda 
Buday, GVSU 

 
VI. WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN UPDATE 

 
VII. FUTURE OF THIS COMMITTEE 

 
VIII. DATES TO REMEMBER 
 

a. August 26, 8:30am-2pm: Cultivating Resiliency Farm Field Day, Dykhuis 
Farms 

b. September 21: Living Sustainably Along the Lakeshore 
c. September 25, 10am-noon: River Cleanup, Dunton Park 
d. Se 

 
IX. NEXT MEETING: October 21, 2021, 1:30-3pm, Location TBD 

  

 

   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

   

  

   

  

   

     

  

 

   

 

  

 

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

  

    

   

  

   

   

   

     

  

 

   

 

Policy Board 

 

Howard Baumann, Jr. 

Joseph Baumann 

 Thomas Bird 

Nathan Bocks 

Ken DeWeerdt 

Jim Gerard 

Linda Howell 

John Kleinheksel 

 Kevin Klynstra 

Don Mayle 

 Terry Nienhuis 

Tom Oonk 

 Pankaj Rajadhyaksha 

 Jim Storey 

Russ Te Slaa 

Todd Wolters 

 

 Executive Committee 
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Macatawa Watershed Advisory 
Committee
August 24, 2021

Agenda

Introductions

Grant Updates

Project Clarity Update

Partner Reports

Presentation

Watershed Management Plan Update

Future of this Committee

Great Lakes Commission Agricultural Grant

Contracting out technical assistance to Ottawa and Allegan Conservation Districts

Ben Jordan (OCD) and Bonne Matheson (ACD)

HEI prepared initial design concepts for a large grassed waterway project

Cover crop planting is starting

Modifications to some cover crop contracts

GLRI Stormwater

CDs providing technical assistance

Curb-cut rain gardens

City projects: waiting for SHPO review

Rainscaping: few site visits

ATTACHMENT 1



2021 West Michigan GSI Seminar EPA Trash Free Waters

Sept 14: Grand Haven State Park (Ottawa Conservation District)

Sept 25: Hacklander Boat Launch (Kalamazoo River Watershed Council)

Sept 25: Dunton Park (ODC Network/MACC)

Planning other fall events

EGLE Watershed Council Support

Engineering designs for the Tulip Intercounty Drain restoration

Quality assurance project plan approved 8/20/2021

Grant Applications
MCMP (management plan) still pending - October 1 start date

MGLP (geomorphic study) still pending - April 1 start date

GLC Sediment and Nutrient Reduction Program Grant - still pending

GLRI Riparian Restoration - North Branch Macatawa River Restoration

● Tulip and Kuipers Drain 
● $593,000 grant ($138,579 voluntary match)

GLRI Stormwater - GSI at Holland Public Schools

● Conceptual designs, public input, ranking, design, implementation
● $555,100
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Project Clarity Update
● 319 Grant Contract being finalized

● Monitoring report from Hope College due out in October

● Macro monitoring update -- join us!

Partner Reports

ATTACHMENT 1



301 Douglas Ave  |  Holland, MI 49424  |  www.the-macc.org 
616-395-2688 (P)  |  616-395-9411 (F)  |  info@the-macc.org 

 

WATERSHED ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Thursday, October 22, 2020 
1:30 PM – 3:00PM 

Zoom meeting 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84325224678?pwd=REZla3B4VjZoeXFJdCtPTWZ2MCt1UT09 

 

AGENDA 

 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS 
 

II. GRANT UPDATES 
a. GLC Agricultural Grant 
b. GLC Two-Stage Channels and Streambank 
c. GLRI Stormwater 
d. EPA Trash Free Waters 
e. Grant applications 

 
III. PROJECT CLARITY UPDATE 

 
IV. OTHER CURRENT ACTIVITIES 

 
V. PARTNER REPORTS 

 
VI. DATES TO REMEMBER 

a. November 2, 8:00am-4:00pm: Ottawa County Water Quality Forum 
(virtual) 

b. November 10, 6:30-8:00pm: Living Sustainably Along the Lakeshore – 
American Recycled Day Celebration (virtual) 

c. November 16, 6:30-8:30pm: Macatawa Watershed Annual Meeting 
(virtual) 
 

VII. NEXT MEETING: February 4, 2021, 1:30-3pm, Location TBD 

 

Policy Board 

 

Howard Baumann, Jr. 

Joseph Baumann 

❖ Thomas Bird 

Nathan Bocks 

Ken DeWeerdt 

Linda Howell 

Gerald Hunsburger 

John Kleinheksel 

❖ Kevin Klynstra 

Don Mayle 

❖ Hannes Meyers, Jr. 

❖ Terry Nienhuis 

Glenn Nykamp 

❖ Pankaj Rajadhyaksha 

❖ Jim Storey 

Russ Te Slaa 

Todd Wolters 

 

❖ Executive Committee 
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https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84325224678?pwd=REZla3B4VjZoeXFJdCtPTWZ2MCt1UT09
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Macatawa Watershed 
Advisory Committee

October 22, 2020

Agenda

Introductions

Grant Updates

Project Clarity Update

Other Current Activities

Partner Reports

Dates to Remember

Agricultural 
Update 

Spring 2020 
• 836 Acres of No-Till – Cost share through Project Clarity from EGLE 

319 grant. 

Summer 2020 
• 1,190 Acres of cover crops committed–Great Lakes Commission 

Grant. (GLC 2020)
• Funds available to install grassed waterways. (GLC 2020)
• GLC 2-stage channel and livestock crossing completed in July. 

2 – Stage Channel and Cattle Crossing 
Zeeland Township 
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Livestock Crossing

Brower Drain 2-stage - Zeeland

GLC Streambank Stabilization - Holland Twp. 
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GLRI Stormwater Grant

• Started April 1, 2020
• City of Holland GSI installations

• Bid for engineering services, hired Drummond Carpenter/Fishbeck
• Final plans delivered end of August
• Waiting for quote for engineering team to assist with construction bidding

• City of Holland curb-cut rain gardens
• 4 planted on 19th St in May (19,000 ft2 of impervious, 167,000 gallons)
• 5 planned on 21st/20th – 21st St construction complete
• Started outreach to 10th St and College Ave
• Two videos produced by the City of Holland

92 W 19th St

5/29/2020

6/26/2020

10/5/2020

9/21/2020

8/26/2020

7/17/2020

GLRI Stormwater Grant

• Macatawa Rainscaping Program
• Training and materials provided by LGROW
• MACC partners: HBPW, Hope College/City of Holland, ODC Network
• Developing training materials, volunteer resources, homeowner resources
• Created website, articles in Sentinel and MACC newsletter

• Rainscaping Site Visits and Installations
• 13 contacts, 7 scheduled site visits
• 2 homeowners installed rain gardens
• Pictured: 1,000 ft2 impervious, 1,200 gal
• Grant provides $300 per homeowner

EPA Trash Free Waters

• Grant officially awarded 9/21/2020
• Budget period: 6/15/2020-9/30/2022
• Partners: OCD, OCP, Hope College, ODC Network, ACD, KRWC
• 13 events completed, 10 still scheduled this year
• Will be discussed briefly at Ottawa County Water Quality Forum and 

Living Sustainably Along the Lakeshore
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Grant Applications

• Midwest Glacial Lakes Partnership 2021 Lake Conservation Grant
• $60,000 to conduct a geomorphic assessment

• Necessary for an update to the Macatawa Watershed Management Plan
• Process will necessitate updated aerial photography and land use

• $63,040 match (ODC, MACC, Fishbeck)
• Notifications in June-July 2021, potentially start in August 2021

• EGLE 319
• Revising and resubmitting unsuccessful FY20 application
• Channel stabilization and floodplain benches in the Tulip Intercounty Drain 

and Kuipers Drain

Project Clarity Update

Other Current Activities

Aug 27: GSI 
Seminar

Sept 10: 
Stormwater 

Development 
Rules virtual 

meeting

Sept 12: River 
Cleanup

Fish consumption 
advisory education

Oct 1: 
macroinvertebrate 

monitoring

TMDL Annual Report

• Voluntary agreement expired in August and has not been renewed
• Annual report due November 1
• Summary of point source discharges
• Summary of non-point source reductions
• Summary of available monitoring data
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Partner Reports

Dates to Remember

2 Nov., 8:00 AM – 2 Nov., 4:00 PM

Ottawa County Water Quality Forum

10 Nov., 6:30 PM – 10 Nov., 8:00 PM

LSATL – America Recycles Day

16 Nov., 6:30 PM – 16 Nov., 8:30 PM

Macatawa Watershed Annual Meeting

February 4, 2021
Next Meeting
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1. Overview 

Project Clarity is a large-scale, multidisciplinary, collaborative watershed remediation project aimed at 
improving water quality in Lake Macatawa. A holistic approach that includes wetland restoration, in-
stream remediation, Best Management Practices (BMPs), and community education is being 
implemented as part of a multimillion-dollar public-private partnership. The project is expected to have 
many economic, social, and ecological benefits – while achieving the ultimate goal of improved water 
quality in Lake Macatawa.  

Lake Macatawa is the terminus of a highly degraded watershed and has exhibited the symptoms of a 
hypereutrophic lake for more than 40 years (MWP 2012, Holden 2014). Extremely high nutrient and 
chlorophyll concentrations, excessive turbidity, low dissolved oxygen, and a high rate of sediment 
deposition has made it one of the most hypereutrophic lakes in Michigan (MWP 2012, Holden 2014). 
Nonpoint source pollution from the watershed, particularly agricultural areas, is recognized as the 
primary source of the excess nutrients and sediment that fuel the hypereutrophic conditions in Lake 
Macatawa (MWP 2012).  

Because of this nutrient enrichment, Lake Macatawa and all of its tributaries are included on Michigan’s 
303(d) list of impaired water bodies, prompting the issuance of a phosphorus (P) Total Maximum Daily 
Load (TMDL) for Lake Macatawa in 2000. The TMDL set an interim target total phosphorus (TP) 
concentration of 50 μg/L in Lake Macatawa (Walterhouse 1999). Up until recently, monthly average TP 
concentrations often exceeded 125 μg/L, and at times exceeded 200 μg/L (Holden 2014). However, 
annual mean TP concentrations of less than 100 µg/L have been observed in both 2018 and 2019 
(Hassett et al. 2020).  Nonetheless, even these concentrations are excessive, and meeting the TMDL 
target remains a major challenge in the Macatawa watershed (Steinman et al. 2018). The TMDL 
estimated that a 72% reduction in phosphorus loads from the watershed would be required to meet the 
TP concentration target (Walterhouse 1999). Remediation projects and BMPs are focused on key areas 
in the watershed; Project Clarity is focused on reducing sediment and phosphorus loads, and working to 
meet the TMDL target for Lake Macatawa.  

The Annis Water Resources Institute (AWRI) of Grand Valley State University, in cooperation with the 
Outdoor Discovery Center Macatawa Greenway (hereafter, ODC), the Macatawa Area Coordinating 
Council, and Niswander Environmental, initiated a long-term monitoring program in the Lake Macatawa 
watershed in 2013. This effort provides critical information on the performance of restoration projects 
that are part of Project Clarity, as well as the ecological status of Lake Macatawa. The goal of the 
monitoring effort is to measure pre- and post-restoration conditions in the watershed, including Lake 
Macatawa. This report documents AWRI’s monitoring activities in 2020, in combination with data 
reported previously from 2013-2019. As noted in last year’s report, we terminated sampling upstream 
and downstream of the restored wetlands in April 2019 given the limited value of the information 
provided, and we replaced that monitoring with sampling sediment within the two restored wetlands to 
determine how much, and in what form, the P is being accumulated (i.e., assessing the effectiveness of 
these restored wetlands in trapping and retaining phosphorus).  

Although it will likely take many years before the benefits of restoration actions in the watershed are 
expressed in the lake, these initial results help establish the baseline conditions against which we can 
assess future changes, similar to what is being done in Muskegon Lake (cf. Steinman et al. 2008; Bhagat 
and Ruetz 2011; Ogdahl and Steinman 2015). This report also contains several Appendices, covering 
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additional information generated by AWRI that is related to the monitoring program (A: fish monitoring 
in Lake Macatawa; B: iron slag filter study; C: the Lake Macatawa dashboard; and D: wetland 
monitoring). 

2. Methods 

2.1 Overall site description 

The Macatawa watershed (464 km2/114,000 acres), located in Ottawa and Allegan Counties, includes 
Lake Macatawa, the Macatawa River, and many tributaries. It is dominated by agricultural (46%) and 
urban (33%) land uses, which have contributed to the loss of 86% of the watershed’s natural wetlands 
(MWP 2012). The watershed includes the Cities of Holland and Zeeland and parts of 13 townships (MWP 
2012). Lake Macatawa is a 7.2 km2/1,780 acre drowned river mouth lake. It is relatively shallow, with an 
average depth of 3.6 m/12 ft and a maximum depth of 12 m/40 ft in the western basin. The Macatawa 
River, the main tributary to the lake, flows into the lake’s shallow eastern basin. A navigation channel in 
the western end of the lake connects Lake Macatawa with Lake Michigan.  

2.2 Lake Macatawa: Long-Term Monitoring  

Water quality monitoring in the lake was conducted at 5 sites during spring, summer, and fall 2020 
(Table 1, Fig. 1). Although spring sampling historically occurs in early to mid-May, 2020 spring sampling 
was delayed until mid-June due to COVID-19. The sampling sites correspond with Michigan Department 
of Environment, Great Lakes & Energy (EGLE formerly MDEQ) monitoring locations to facilitate 
comparisons with recent and historical data. At each sampling location, general water quality 
measurements (DO, temperature, pH, specific conductivity, TDS, ORP, turbidity, chlorophyll a [chl a], 
and phycocyanin [cyanobacterial pigment]) were taken using a YSI 6600 sonde at the surface, middle, 
and near bottom of the water column. Water transparency was measured as Secchi disk depth. Water 
samples were collected from the surface and near-bottom of the water column using a Van Dorn bottle 
and analyzed for SRP, TP, NO3

-, NH3, TKN, and chl a. Samples also were taken for phytoplankton 
community composition and archived for possible future analysis. 

Water for SRP and NO3
- analyses was syringe-filtered through 0.45-μm membrane filters into 

scintillation vials; SRP was refrigerated at 4°C and NO3
- frozen until analysis. NH3 and TKN were acidified 

with sulfuric acid and kept at 4°C until analysis. SRP, TP, NH3, NO3
-, and TKN were analyzed on a SEAL 

AQ2 discrete automated analyzer (U.S. EPA 1993). Chl a samples were filtered through GF/F filters and 
frozen until analysis on a Shimadzu UV-1601 spectrophotometer (APHA 1992). Any values below 
detection were calculated as ½ the detection limit for the purposes of analysis.  

Mann-Whitney rank sum tests were used to detect significant differences in pre- and post-restoration 
distributions of SRP, TP, and chl a. An equal number (n=40) of seasonally corresponding data points from 
all pre-restoration (summer 2013 – fall 2015) and the most recent post-restoration (summer 2018 – fall 
2020) sampling events were incorporated in the rank sum test, pooling data from all sites (1-5). 
Statistical significance was set with α = 0.05 and testing was performed in SigmaPlot v.14.0 (Systat 
Software, Inc.).  

In addition, we continued testing for microcystin, which began in 2017. Microcystin is the most common 
toxin produced by cyanobacteria (blue-green algae). We used the ELISA QuantiPlate kit for Microcystins 
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High Sensitivity, which is not as sensitive an assay as using High-Performance Liquid Chromatography 
(HPLC) but serves as a useful screening tool if microcystin is present in the lake. This kit has a greater 
detection limit than the QuantiTubes that were used in 2017 but still ranks below the HPLC for 
sensitivity. Advisories for microcystin consumption have been developed by the World Health 
Organization (WHO) and US EPA. For drinking water, the WHO advisory is triggered when microcystin 
concentrations >1 μg/L and the EPA advisory is >1.6 μg/L; for recreational use, WHO is >20 μg/L and EPA 
is >2 μg/L. Since Lake Macatawa is used only for recreation, we applied the latter two criteria. 

Table 1. Location and 2020 water column seasonal mean depth at Lake Macatawa long-term monitoring 
locations. 

Site Latitude Longitude Depth (m) 
1 42.7913 -86.1194 8.8 
2 42.7788 -86.1525 5.9 
3 42.7872 -86.1474 4.4 
4 42.7755 -86.1822 10.9 
5 42.7875 -86.1820 5.2 

 

 

Figure 1. Map of Lake Macatawa showing the 5 sampling locations (green dots) for long-term water quality 
monitoring. 

2.3 Macatawa Watershed Phosphorus – Precipitation Analysis  

P concentrations in Lake Macatawa are influenced by many variables, but one of the most significant is 
precipitation because rain and snow events create surface and subsurface runoff from farms and 
developed areas. In addition, atmospheric deposition can contain significant amounts of P (cf. Brennan 
et al. 2016). Consequently, it is of interest to know if changes in lake P concentrations are related to 
precipitation, land use changes, or a combination of the two. Sophisticated (i.e., computationally 
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intensive) watershed models are often used for this kind of analysis, but developing those models was 
outside our scope of work. Rather, we took a coarse-level approach to look at how TP concentrations 
near the Middle Macatawa restored wetland and in Lake Macatawa compared with precipitation 
amounts from the Tulip Airport in Holland using data from NOAA’s National Centers for Environmental 
Information (NCEI, formerly the National Climatic Data Center), and Weather Underground. Linear 
regressions on P and precipitation amount were conducted in Microsoft Excel.  

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Sampling Year 2020 

Spring sampling was delayed from May to June 2020 due to COVID-19. Perhaps related to that delay, 
Lake Macatawa’s water column temperature and DO showed evidence of incipient stratification in 
spring, with higher DO and temperature values at the surface than at the bottom (Table 2).  As 
expected, there was evidence of strong stratification in summer but the fall sampling indicated the lake 
had turned over based on the relatively uniform DO and temperature values throughout the water 
column (Table 2). Summer DO at the near bottom sampling depths at both Site 1 (nearest to the 
Macatawa River mouth: 0.81 mg/L) and site 4 (nearest to the Lake Michigan channel: 0.86 mg/L) were 
among the lowest measured by AWRI in Lake Macatawa (Fig. 2). A LOWESS (locally weighted scatterplot 
smoothing) trend analysis of summer bottom DO at sites throughout our monitoring period of record 
shows the 2016-2019 increase of bottom DO concentrations ended and decreased in 2020; the fit of this 
analysis improves when considering only sites 1, 2, and 4 (3-site R2 = 0.61; Fig. 2A) in the main flow of 
Lake Macatawa and not also including sites 3 and 5 in the bays (5-site R2 = 0.18; Fig. 2B).  

 

Figure 2. Locally weighted scatterplot smoothing (LOWESS) trend analyses of summer DO site data from Lake 
Macatawa. Only the most recent 7 years of data (2014-2020) are used for each seasonal LOWESS due to 
regression-fitting software limitations; excluded data (2013) are noted as hollow circle symbols. Sites 1, 2, and 4 
(panel A) represent the main flow of Lake Macatawa via the Macatawa River watershed and additional sites 
(panel B) incorporate conditions in the lake’s northern Big Bay and Pine Creek Bay. 

 

Surface water SRP was highest in spring at site 1 (21 μg/L) and at near-bottom depth in summer at sites 
1 and 4 (28 and 33 µg/L; Fig. 3A,B). Measured TP concentrations often exceeded the 50 μg/L TMDL 
recommendation at surface depth and showed a slightly increasing seasonal trend, generally ranging 47-
112 μg/L (Table 3, Fig. 3C). The seasonal increase was stronger for Bottom TP, with spring ranging 15-42 
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μg/L and fall ranging 55-127 μg/L (Fig. 3D). Notably, spring bottom TP concentrations were generally 
below the TMDL recommendation, averaging 38 μg/L (Table 3, Fig. 3D). For both SRP and TP, site 1 
(closest to Macatawa River mouth) had the highest concentrations among all sites, depths, and seasons 
(Fig. 3A-D), revealing: 1) watershed runoff remains the major source of P to Lake Macatawa; 2) the lake 
itself is responsible for at least some P retention (presumably due to sedimentation of both biotic and 
biotic material) as water flows to Lake Michigan; and 3) inflow from Lake Michigan helps dilute the P 
concentrations in Lake Macatawa, especially at the westernmost sampling sites, similar to observations 
in Muskegon Lake (Liu et al. 2018). 

Chl a concentrations exceeded EGLE's hypereutrophic boundary of 22 μg/L and June 2020 was the 
highest "spring" measurement by AWRI in Project Clarity history with 202 μg/L at site 1 (Table 3, Fig. 3E). 
While chlorophyll bloom concentrations of this magnitude have occurred previously in project sampling 
history, they have been rare and generally occurred in summer (July) sampling. Again, the late “spring” 
sampling in 2020 due to COVID-19 resulted in warmer temperatures (Table 2) than during our usual 
spring sampling, which in combination with the high P and N concentrations, contributed to this bloom.  
Photosynthetic activity from the algae undoubtedly accounted for the high surface DO concentrations 
(Table 2), which were well above DO saturation.    

Table 2. Lake-wide means (1 SD) of select general water quality parameters recorded during 2020 
monitoring year. Within 2020, “n” is the number of lake sites composing the seasonal mean at each 
depth. Data are shaded for readability. Dates of sampling events: 6/19/2020; 7/23/2020; 10/20/2020. 
Total dissolved solids (TDS) sensor was inoperative during Spring 2020 sampling. 

Season Depth n Temp. (°C) DO (mg/L) 
SpCond 
(µS/cm) TDS (g/L) 

Turbidity 
(NTU) 

Spring 
Surface 5 24.46 (0.76) 16.51 (1.62) 451 (26) ND (NA) 14.2 (9.8) 
Middle 5 20.64 (2.69) 8.80 (4.23) 445 (40) ND (NA) 8.3 (2.8) 
Bottom 5 16.97 (3.35) 5.27 (2.61) 392 (58) ND (NA) 13.3 (5.1) 

Summer 
Surface 5 25.79 (0.56) 10.53 (0.88) 462 (53) 0.300 (0.035) 8.7 (2.7) 
Middle 5 24.38 (1.07) 7.42 (2.80) 440 (47) 0.286 (0.031) 8.1 (3.3) 
Bottom 5 20.43 (3.98) 2.81 (1.97) 401 (43) 0.261 (0.027) 10.6 (2.0) 

Fall 
Surface 5 11.60 (0.24) 9.56 (0.30) 500 (77) 0.325 (0.050) 101.3 (60.9) 
Middle 5 11.47 (0.18) 8.81 (0.72) 502 (78) 0.326 (0.050) 147.5 (95.4) 
Bottom 5 11.44 (0.18) 8.42 (0.83) 505 (80) 0.328 (0.052) 173.5 (83.1) 

NO3
- and TKN started high in spring and generally decreased throughout 2020, likely associated with 

spring fertilizer application of nitrogen (Neilsen et al. 1982). NH3 concentrations had the opposite 
increasing trend and were highest in Fall (Table 3, Fig. 4).  

Microcystin concentrations were tested at all seasons, sites, and depths and were two or more degrees 
of magnitude below World Health Organization and Environmental Protection Agency guidelines for 
recreational waters (respectively 20 μg/L and 2 μg/L). Microcystin concentrations remained <0.1 μg/L 
throughout 2020 sampling and were seasonally lower in 2020 than in 2019 except for the Fall 2020, 
especially site 4 (near Lake Michigan Channel) at the near bottom depth, which peaked at 0.09 μg/L 
compared to 0.02 ug/L in 2019. However, these concentrations remain well below regulatory guidelines. 
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Figure 3. Soluble reactive phosphorus ([SRP]: A, B); total phosphorus ([TP]: C, D); and chlorophyll a ([chl a]: E, F) 
concentrations measured at the 5 monitoring stations in Lake Macatawa during 2020. The red horizontal lines 
on TP figures (C, D) indicate the interim total maximum daily load (TMDL) goal of 50 μg/L (Walterhouse 1999). 
The red horizontal lines on chl a figures (E, F) indicate the hypereutrophic boundary of 22 μg/L used by EGLE for 
assessing chl a in Lake Macatawa (Holden 2014). Note scales change on y-axes. COVID-19 delayed Spring 2020 
sampling from May until June. 
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Figure 4. Nitrate ([NO3-]: A, B); ammonia ([NH3]: C, D); and Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen ([TKN]: E, F) concentrations 
measured at the 5 monitoring stations in Lake Macatawa during 2020. Note scales change on y-axes. COVID-19 
delayed Spring 2020 sampling from May until June. 

 

ATTACHMENT 2



9 
 

Table 3. Lake-wide means (1 SD) of phosphorus (soluble reactive phosphorus [SRP] and total phosphorus 
[TP]), nitrogen (nitrate [NO3

-], ammonia [NH3] and total Kendal nitrogen [TKN]), laboratory extracted 
chlorophyll a (chl a), and Secchi disk depths measured during 2020 monitoring year. Within 2020, “n” is 
the number of lake sites composing the seasonal mean at each depth. Data are shaded for readability. 
See Table 2 for dates of sampling events. Note different units for the analytes.  

Season Depth n 
SRP 

(μg/L) 
TP 

(μg/L) NO3
- (mg/L) NH3 (mg/L) TKN (mg/L) 

ext. Chl 
(μg/L) 

Secchi 
Depth (m) 

Spring 
  

Surface 5 9 (7) 68 (23) 0.78 (0.19) 0.01 (0.01) 1.49 (0.63) 98 (61) 0.7 (0.1)  
Bottom 5 4 (4) 39 (17) 0.72 (0.18) 0.15 (0.13) 0.86 (0.37) 29 (13) 

Summer 
  

Surface 5 4 (1) 78 (24) 0.28 (0.08) 0.15 (0.24) 1.26 (0.38) 66 (13) 0.6 (0.1)  
Bottom 5 14 (15) 76 (23) 0.20 (0.07) 0.44 (0.40) 1.07 (0.41) 25 (9) 

Fall 
  

Surface 5 5 (3) 84 (25) 0.26 (0.13) 0.31 (0.32) 1.00 (0.32) 54 (17) 0.6 (0.2)  
Bottom 5 6 (3) 84 (29) 0.27 (0.13) 0.34 (0.36) 1.03 (0.40) 48 (13) 

 

3.2 Pre- vs. Post-Restoration Comparison 

As noted in prior reports, it is likely that it will take a considerable period of time before lake water 
quality responds on a consistent basis to actions taken in the watershed.  This is because lakes have a 
built-in resistance to change (cf. Abell et al. 2020), which is influenced by: 1) the lake’s hydraulic 
residence time (those with shorter residence times respond faster); 2) the quantity, quality, and location 
of implemented management interventions in the watershed; and 3) the importance of internal nutrient 
loading in the lake.  Given that watershed-based management changes are both recent and at a 
relatively small scale in the Macatawa watershed, it is not expected that Lake Macatawa water quality 
will respond quickly. Nonetheless, it is important to begin measuring change to establish baselines and 
evaluate trends.  

Unexpectedly, both surface and bottom SRP concentrations in Lake Macatawa were significantly higher 
post-restoration compared to pre-restoration (Fig. 7).  This analysis excludes 2016 and 2017, the years 
immediately following major restoration construction activities (Fig. 5A,B), which may have resulted in 
greater release of SRP. Research in the western basin of Lake Erie has shown that implementation of 
modified tillage practices to reduce sediment erosion has resulted in increased loading of soluble 
phosphorus (Jarvie et al. 2017), so a similar phenomenon may be occurring in the Macatawa watershed. 
However, given the limited sample size of this analysis (n=5 per seasonal sampling event and n=40 total 
per restoration period), results should be viewed with caution.  

Post-restoration summer and fall TP concentrations follow a trend seen in recent years (2018-present) 
of being lower than during pre-restoration (Table 4, Fig. 5C,D). Unlike SRP, post-restoration TP 
concentrations had a significantly lower range of values than pre-restoration samples and this was seen 
at both sampling depths (P=0.003 and P<0.001; Fig. 7C,D); this suggests that sediment transport may be 
declining in recent years, as much of the TP is associated with sediment. A decline in sediment would 
result in increased water clarity and a concomitant increase in Secchi depth, as was observed (P < 0.001; 
Figs. 4G, 6G).  
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We started measuring nitrogen concentrations in Lake Macatawa in 2017, after experiments revealed 
that the algae in the lake were co-limited by phosphorus and nitrogen (Steinman et al. 2016).  As a 
consequence, we do not have pre- vs. post-restoration comparison data for N. However, since we began 
measuring different forms of N in 2017, several trends are apparent: 1) nitrate concentrations are 
always lowest in summer, irrespective of site (Fig. 6A,B); this is likely due to rapid uptake by 
phytoplankton, given their co-limitation with nitrogen during this high-productivity period; and 2) both 
forms of inorganic N (nitrate and ammonia), as well as TKN, exhibit a strong spatial distribution, with 
highest concentrations at site 1 and lowest concentrations at site 5 (Fig. 6), reflecting the strong inputs 
from the watershed.  

Chl a at the surface has increased during the post-restoration period based on our limited sampling 
(P=0.05; Table 4, Figs. 5E, 7E), although no differences were detected in the near bottom samples 
(P=0.573; Figs. 5F, 7F). The increase in surface chlorophyll is consistent with a reduction in sediment 
loading, as greater light transmittance in the water column will allow more photosynthesis and algal 
growth.  Of course, as algae bloom, they eventually will reduce water clarity due to the abundance of 
their own cells in the water column, but until that point, water transparency will improve.   
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Table 4. Lake-wide grand means (1 SD) of phosphorus concentrations (soluble reactive phosphorus [SRP] and total phosphorus [TP]), laboratory 
extracted chlorophyll a (chl a), and Secchi disk depths measured during multi-year project history. Grand mean cells have two rows per cell: data 
in the top row represent pre-restoration sampling (Summer 2013 – Fall 2015) and data in bottom row represent post-restoration sampling 
(Spring 2016 – Fall 2020). Data are color coded for readability. ND = no data.  

Season Depth Period n 
SRP 

(ug/L) 
TP 

(ug/L) NO3
- (mg/L) NH3 (mg/L) TKN (mg/L) 

ext. Chl 
(ug/L) 

Secchi 
Depth (m) 

Spring 
Surface Pre 2 3 (0) 66 (4) ND ND ND 25 (4) 0.6 (0.1) 

Post 5 16 (23) 109 (64) 1.43 (0.52) 0.21 (0.27) 1.66 (0.35) 63 (29) 0.6 (0.3) 

Bottom Pre 2 3 (1) 98 (30) ND ND ND 24 (3)   

Post 5 15 (22) 108 (67) 1.40 (0.49) 0.37 (0.17) 1.52 (0.59) 41 (16)   

Summer 
Surface Pre 3 6 (3) 110 (66) ND ND ND 67 (39) 0.4 (0.1) 

Post 5 6 (3) 73 (22) 0.25 (0.05) 0.22 (0.09) 1.33 (0.11) 68 (26) 0.7 (0.1) 

Bottom Pre 3 17 (18) 107 (49) ND ND ND 32 (13) 
  

Post 5 11 (4) 85 (23) 0.28 (0.10) 0.44 (0.10) 1.28 (0.16) 34 (8) 

Fall 
Surface Pre 3 10 (12) 134 (23) ND ND ND 63 (43) 0.4 (0.1) 

Post 5 8 (6) 78 (8) 0.93 (0.84) 0.40 (0.26) 1.35 (0.31) 57 (27) 0.5 (0.1) 

Bottom Pre 3 11 (13) 158 (19) ND ND ND 61 (35) 
  

Post 5 10 (6) 84 (3) 1.03 (0.95) 0.41 (0.24) 1.34 (0.32) 47 (12) 
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Figure 5. Soluble reactive phosphorus ([SRP]: A, B); total phosphorus ([TP]: C, D); chlorophyll a ([chl a]: E, F); and Secchi disk 
depth: G) levels measured at the 5 monitoring stations in Lake Macatawa from 2013 through 2020. The red horizontal lines on TP 
figures (C, D) indicate the interim total daily maximum load (TMDL) goal of 50 μg/L (Walterhouse 1999). The red horizontal lines 
on chl a figures (E, F) indicate the hypereutrophic boundary of 22 μg/L used by EGLE for assessing chl a in Lake Macatawa (Holden 
2014). Summer 2016 site 4 SRP bottom depth sample (B, asterisked) is a likely outlier due to sediment disturbance. Note scales 
change on y-axes. Vertical dotted lines represent approximate restoration construction completion dates for Middle Macatawa 
and Haworth wetlands. COVID-19 delayed Spring 2020 sampling from May until June. 
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Figure 6. Nitrate ([NO3-]: A, B); ammonia ([NH3]: C, D); and Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen ([TKN]: E, F) concentrations measured at the 5 
monitoring stations in Lake Macatawa from 2017 through 2020. Note scales change on y-axes. COVID-19 delayed Spring 2020 
sampling from May until June. 
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Figure 7. Box plots of soluble reactive phosphorus ([SRP]: A, B); total phosphorus ([TP]: C, D); chlorophyll a ([chl a]: E, F; and 
Secchi disk depth: G) levels measured at the 5 monitoring stations in Lake Macatawa during all pre-restoration sampling dates 
(summer 2013 – fall 2015) and an equal and seasonally corresponding number of post-restoration sampling dates (summer 2018 – 
fall 2020). Boxes represent the middle 50% of data; the horizontal line crossing the box is the median data value; whiskers 
represent the upper 25% and lower 25% of data, excluding outliers; points outside of the box and whiskers are considered 
outliers. P-values are results of Mann-Whitney rank sum tests of pre- vs. post-restoration data. Note scales change on y-axes. 
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3.3 Lake Macatawa Phosphorus-Precipitation Relationship 

It is well known that precipitation will influence lake condition because runoff carries nutrients and 
sediment, which ultimately reach the downstream receiving water bodies (Baker et al. 2019). Hence, 
when examining lake condition in a particular year, it makes sense to compare the lake health to the 
precipitation regime in that year. This has been shown in the western basin of Lake Erie, where heavy 
spring rains transported recently applied P fertilizer into the Maumee River, and eventually Lake Erie, 
triggering massive harmful algal blooms (Michalak et al. 2013). Hence, years with anomalously good or 
bad lake condition may be driven largely by the timing of fertilizer application and precipitation. 

In Lake Macatawa, the relationship between lake TP and precipitation has not been clear-cut. Between 
1972 and 2020, the relationship between precipitation and TP concentration in the lake was not 
statistically significant (Fig. 8; R2 = 0.002; Appendix C). For example, some years have very high TP 
concentrations and relatively low precipitation (e.g., 2000 and 2004), whereas other years have modest 
levels of TP and relatively high precipitation (e.g., 2017). Interestingly, the relationship between TP and 
precipitation is much improved since 2013 (Fig. 8; R2 = 0.382; p = 0.102) but is still not statistically 
significant and is driven largely by one data point (2017). We view these data as appropriate for 
screening purposes only, as the TP concentrations are single seasonal sampling events, which may miss 
pulses of high P concentrations after storm events. In addition, relatively light steady rainfall, which has 
a chance to soak into the ground, is less likely to result in surface runoff and erode sediment particles 
than intense, episodic events. Extreme events have become more common over the past 50 years 
(Dethier et al. 2020) and are predicted to continue increasing with climate warming (Kunkel et al. 2013). 

 

Figure 8. Linear regressions plotting annual precipitation vs. mean total phosphorus (TP) concentration in Lake 
Macatawa. Historical TP data sources include U.S. EPA (1972; STORET), MDEQ/EGLE (1982, 1997-2012; S. 
Holden, personal communication), and AWRI (since 2013). Precipitation data sources include the National 
Climatic Data Center/National Centers for Environmental Information (2005-2020; NOAA) and Weather 
Underground (1972-2004; The Weather Channel Company). 

In order to gauge whether smaller and more closely associated spans of time would have a stronger 
relationship with seasonally-sampled Lake Macatawa phosphorus data, daily precipitation from 2013-
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2020 was summarized via Excel PivotTable into weeks and months of total precipitation prior to each 
specific sampling date as follows:  1 week, 2w, 3w, 4w (1 month), 2mo, 3mo, 4mo, 5mo, 6mo, 7mo, 
8mo, 9mo, 10mo, 11mo, 12mo. Separately for each weekly or monthly summary, total precipitation was 
analyzed against surface and bottom lake-wide average SRP and TP using linear regression; R2 values 
were summarized (Table 5). R2 values in the regressions were stronger for SRP than for TP, in general 
(Table 5). Using the more recent antecedent precipitation data (Table 5, cf. Fig. 9), instead of the full 
antecedent calendar year (cf. Fig. 8), may be a better indicator of the precipitation-P relationship for 
Lake Macatawa. 

 

Table 5. Summaries of linear regressions comparing total precipitation against average (dashboard 
average: sites 1, 2, 4 only) Lake Macatawa soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) and total phosphorus (TP); 
increasing periods of time summing total precipitation reflect the days immediately prior to each AWRI 
Lake Macatawa sampling day. Regression R2 values are color coded to indicate the strongest 
relationships in green and peak values are indicated with bold text.  

 
Linear Regression R2 values 

#days 
total PPTN 

SRP TP 
Surface Bottom Surface Bottom 

1-day 0.04 0.09 0.36 0.55 
7-day 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 
14-day 0.21 0.18 0.00 0.08 
21-day 0.11 0.05 0.00 0.08 
28-day 0.38 0.28 0.00 0.01 
2-month 0.47 0.32 0.02 0.15 
3-month 0.36 0.39 0.06 0.25 
4-month 0.28 0.48 0.08 0.26 
5-month 0.39 0.54 0.00 0.09 
6-month 0.46 0.39 0.00 0.03 
7-month 0.36 0.28 0.03 0.01 
8-month 0.41 0.25 0.04 0.01 
9-month 0.45 0.15 0.01 0.07 
10-month 0.23 0.12 0.02 0.27 
11-month 0.15 0.14 0.04 0.29 
12-month 0.14 0.14 0.05 0.30 
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Figure 9. Linear regressions plotting annual precipitation vs. mean soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) and total 
phosphorus (TP) concentrations in Lake Macatawa. Surface SRP and TP data are lake-wide means of seasonal 
2013-2020 AWRI sampling events. Precipitation data sources were provided by the National Climatic Data 
Center/National Centers for Environmental Information (2013-2020; NOAA). 

4. Summary 

The 2020 water quality in Lake Macatawa was either consistent or slightly improved from the past few 
years. Although TP concentrations remain substantially above the 50 µg/L TMDL target, post-restoration 
concentrations have declined significantly compared to pre-restoration values. Of some concern is that 
dissolved phosphorus values have increased significantly over time; it is unclear if this is related to soil 
tillage practices in the watershed or changes in plankton usage of dissolved P.   

Prior year concerns over high nitrate levels in spring and fall are somewhat allayed based on the 2020 
concentrations, which were considerably lower than in the past few years. This may be a reflection of 
best management practices in the watershed having a beneficial effect with respect to nitrate 
application and retention.  Future monitoring will help us make that determination.   

Chlorophyll concentration (indicative of algal biomass) and Secchi disk depth (indicative of water clarity) 
in 2020 were little changed from the past few years, and have either remained similar (chlorophyll), or 
have improved (secchi depth), compared to pre-restoration values.  

Overall, water quality trends are generally positive, although as noted previously, the current 
phosphorus and chlorophyll concentrations are well above what should be observed in a “healthy” lake. 
There will continue to be year-to-year variation in these indicators, and it will take time to see overall 
trends.  We caution once again that it can take decades for actions in the watershed to result in 
improvements in a lake.  

The appendices address additional studies AWRI is conducting in the lake and watershed. Fish 
monitoring (Appendix A), funded through Project Clarity, is in its 7th year, and the current data indicated 
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that the littoral fish assemblage showed both positive and negative indicators of the lake’s ecological 
health. Yellow perch, bluegill, and pumpkinseed were common species captured in our surveys, and 
they are indicators of good water quality, whereas commonly found gizzard shad and spotfin shiner are 
often associated with poor water quality.  

The iron slag filter project (Appendix B), funded through MDARD, has been effective at reducing P 
concentrations, but their optimal effectiveness is in regions with very high SRP concentrations in the tile 
drain effluent. There appears to be no concern over their leaching toxic substances.  Given their cost, 
their impact in reducing P will be localized at high P “hot spots”.  

The Lake Macatawa Dashboard (Appendix C) provides a visual option for quickly surveying how critical 
water quality parameters (Total Phosphorus, Chlorophyll a, and Water Clarity) are changing over time 
and responding to restoration efforts in the watershed. As noted in this report, all parameters remain in 
the undesirable range.  

We are also analyzing sediment P retention in the Middle Mac and Haworth restored wetlands 
(Appendix D), with internal AWRI funding through the Allen and Helen Hunting Innovation Research 
Fund. Our results suggest that the undisturbed sediments of the Haworth and Middle Macatawa 
wetlands are retaining their capacity to serve as P sinks.  However, there are indications that some areas 
are close to reaching P saturation, which may convert into P sources to overlying water. Continued 
monitoring will help determine the P status of these sediments, and whether or not management 
intervention is recommended to replenish their P binding ability.   

Finally, although not included in this report, our work on a computational SWAT model for the 
Macatawa watershed has restarted with the hiring of Dr. Sean Woznicki, a geospatial ecologist.   
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Appendix A. Long-Term Fish Monitoring of Lake Macatawa. 
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Introduction 

This study was initiated to provide critical information on littoral fish populations that 

will be used to evaluate the performance of watershed restoration activities that are part of 

Project Clarity. In autumn 2014, we initiated a long-term monitoring effort of the littoral fish 

assemblage of Lake Macatawa to establish baseline ecological conditions and evaluate 

ecological change over time. Our fish sampling plan for Lake Macatawa is similar to our 

ongoing, long-term (since 2003) monitoring effort in Muskegon Lake (Bhagat and Ruetz 2011). 

By using the same monitoring protocols in each water body, Muskegon Lake can serve as a 

“control” to evaluate temporal changes in Lake Macatawa in an effort to assess how the lake is 

responding to watershed restoration activities. 

Our primary objective in the seventh year (2020) of sampling was to continue to 

characterize the pre-restoration (baseline) littoral fish assemblage. We made preliminary 

comparisons with previous work in Muskegon Lake (see Bhagat and Ruetz 2011) as well as with 

six Lake Michigan drowned river mouths for which we have data (see Janetski and Ruetz 2015). 

We also begin to assess patterns in the data over time. However, the true value of this fish 

monitoring effort will come as we continue to accumulate more data so that we can examine how 

the littoral fish assemblage responds to restoration activities in the watershed.  

 

Methods 

Study sites.—Lake Macatawa is a drowned river mouth lake in Holland, Michigan that is 

located on the eastern shore of Lake Michigan in Ottawa County. Lake Macatawa has an area of 

7.20 km2, mean depth of 3.66 m, and maximum depth of 12.19 m (MDNR 2011). The shoreline 

has high residential and commercial development, and the watershed consists mainly of 
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agricultural land (MDNR 2011). Sampling was conducted at four littoral sites in Lake Macatawa 

that represented a gradient from the mouth of the Macatawa River to the connecting channel with 

Lake Michigan (Figure 1; Table 1). In 2016, much of the riparian vegetation was removed at site 

#2 for a construction project (Figure 1), which substantially changed littoral habitat. In 2020, 

high water levels in the Great Lakes made fish sampling challenging; as a result, fyke nets were 

not fished at site #3 (but all other sampling was completed). 

Fish sampling.—At each study site, we sampled fish via fyke netting and boat 

electrofishing. Using both sampling gears should better characterize the littoral fish assemblage 

than either gear by itself because small-bodied fishes are better represented in fyke netting and 

large-bodied fishes are better represented in nighttime boat electrofishing (Ruetz et al. 2007). 

Fyke nets were set on 14 September 2020 during daylight hours (i.e., between 0900 and 1400) 

and fished for about 23.2 h (range = 22.6-24.0 h). Three fyke nets (4-mm mesh) were fished at 

each site; two fyke nets were set facing each other and parallel to the shoreline, whereas a third 

fyke net was set perpendicular to the shoreline following the protocol used by Bhagat and Ruetz 

(2011). A description of the design of the fyke nets is reported in Breen and Ruetz (2006). We 

conducted nighttime boat electrofishing at each site on 10 September 2020. A 10-min (pedal 

time) electrofishing transect was conducted parallel to the shoreline at each site with two people 

at the front of the boat to net fish. The electrofishing boat was equipped with a Smith-Root 5.0 

generator-powered pulsator control box (pulsed DC, 220 volts, ~7 amp). For both sampling 

methods, all fish captured were identified to species, measured (total length), and released in the 

field; however, some specimens were preserved to confirm identifications in the laboratory. 

We measured water quality variables (i.e., temperature, dissolved oxygen, specific 

conductivity, total dissolved solids, turbidity, pH, oxidation-reduction potential [ORP], and 

ATTACHMENT 2



25 
 

chlorophyll a) in the middle of the water column using a YSI 6600 multi-parameter data sonde. 

We made one measurement at each fyke net (n = 12) and one measurement at the beginning of 

each electrofishing transect (n = 4). We measured the water depth at the mouth of each fyke net 

and visually estimated the percent macrophyte cover for the length of the lead between the wings 

of each fyke net (see Bhagat and Ruetz 2011). We also visually estimated the percent 

macrophyte cover for the length of each electrofishing transect during nighttime fish sampling. 

 

Results and Discussion 

We characterized water quality variables at each site during fish sampling (Tables 2 and 

3). The mean water depth at fyke nets was 104 cm (Table 2). Mean water temperature was 

similar during fyke netting (18.3 °C; Table 2) and boat electrofishing (19.2 °C; Table 3). At fyke 

nets, mean percent cover of macrophytes was low at all sites, with values <5% at sites #1, #3, 

and #4, and 8% at site #2. At boat electrofishing transects, percent macrophyte cover increased 

across sites from the river mouth (site #1 = 10%, site #2 = 30%) toward Lake Michigan (site #3 

= 80%, site #4 = 75%). There may be a trend of increasing percent macrophyte cover over time 

(Figure 2B). We hypothesized that low densities of macrophytes in Lake Macatawa during 2014 

and 2015 were caused by insufficient light penetrating the water column to allow submersed 

plants to grow; both turbidity from inflowing sediment and abundant phytoplankton growth in 

the lake water column can reduce light penetration. 

As stated in past reports, aquatic macrophytes are important habitat for fish (e.g., 

Radomski and Goeman 2001), and their return is an important goal for the restoration of the fish 

community in Lake Macatawa. The presence of macrophyte beds in the vicinity of our fish 

sampling sites were likely related to turbidity (i.e., lower turbidity is associated with more 

macrophytes), with turbidity in 2020 intermediate compared with lower turbidity in 2016-2019 
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and higher turbidity in 2014-2015 (Figure 3B). A detailed macrophyte survey, conducted on a 3-

5 year interval, would provide useful information for Lake Macatawa’s ecological status (see 

Ogdahl and Steinman 2014; Kleindl and Steinman 2021). 

Compared to six Lake Michigan drowned river mouths, water quality in Lake Macatawa 

(measured during autumn fish sampling) has been most similar to Kalamazoo Lake, especially 

with respect to high turbidity and specific conductivity (Janetski and Ruetz 2015). Turbidity and 

specific conductivity were higher in Lake Macatawa than Muskegon Lake, the drowned river 

mouth lake for which we have the longest time series of water quality observations (Bhagat and 

Ruetz 2011; see also https://www.gvsu.edu/wri/director/muskegon-lake-water-quality-

dashboard-78.htm). Although there has been a pattern of turbidity and specific conductivity 

decreasing over time, values in 2020 were greater than 2019 in most instances (Figure 3). High 

levels of turbidity and specific conductivity often are associated with relatively high 

anthropogenic disturbance in Great Lakes coastal wetlands (Uzarski et al. 2005). Thus, the water 

quality we measured in Lake Macatawa appears on the degraded side of the spectrum among 

Lake Michigan drowned river mouths (see Uzarski et al. 2005, Janetski and Ruetz 2015), but 

there may be an overall trend towards improvement (Figure 3). Within the lake itself, there was 

typically a gradient in specific conductivity and turbidity in most years, with higher levels at the 

east end (i.e., near river mouth) and lower levels closer to Lake Michigan (Tables 2 and 3; Figure 

3). This is to be expected given that most of the sediment entering the lake comes from the 

Macatawa River, which runs off largely agricultural land and through urbanized Holland, while 

backflow from oligotrophic Lake Michigan during westerly winds can bring cleaner, colder 

water into Lake Macatawa, similar to what has been observed in Muskegon Lake (Liu et al. 

2018). 
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We captured 1,182 fish comprising 23 species in Lake Macatawa during 2020 sampling 

surveys (Table 4). The total catch was similar to previous years, although the number of fish 

species captured was at the lower bound of what we have previously encountered, keeping in 

mind that we were able to sample fish with fyke nets at only three of four sites in 2020 because 

of high water levels (Figure 4). The most abundant fishes in the combined catch (i.e., fyke 

netting and boat electrofishing) were gizzard shad (37%), bluegill (19%), and spotfin shiner 

(16%), which composed 72% of the total catch (Figure 5A). Four of the 23 species captured 

during 2020 were non-native to the Great Lakes basin (Bailey et al. 2004)—alewife, common 

carp, white perch, and round goby—which composed 4% of the total catch (Table 4). 

In fyke netting, bluegill (29%), spotfin shiner (28%), gizzard shad (19%), round goby 

(5%), and brook silverside (4%) were the most abundant fishes in the catch, composing 85% of 

all fish captured (Figure 5B). Due to high water levels (Table 2), we were unable to set fyke nets 

at site #3. The two most abundant species at each site were gizzard shad and bluegill at site #1, 

spotfin shiner and gizzard shad at site #2, and bluegill and spotfin shiner at site #4 (Table 5). The 

number of fish captured also varied among sites, with the most fish captured at site #4 and the 

least at site #2 (Table 5; Figure 6A). Compared with the previous fyke netting surveys, the most 

abundant species in the catch varied among years (Figure 7), as did the patterns in total catch 

among sites (Figure 6A). The main difference in the relative abundance (i.e., percentage of a fish 

species in the total catch for a given year) was that we captured more spotfin shiner in 2020 

compared with most previous years (Figure 7). As we continue monitoring Lake Macatawa, we 

will be better able to assess spatiotemporal patterns and whether these observed patterns are 

associated with other environmental variables. 
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In boat electrofishing, the most abundant fishes captured were gizzard shad (61%), 

largemouth bass (8%), white sucker (5%), emerald shiner (5%), bluegill (4%), and golden shiner 

(4%), which composed 87% of the total catch (Figure 5C). Gizzard shad was most abundant in 

the catch at all sites (Table 6). The second most abundant species in the catch was white sucker 

at site #4, emerald shiner at site #1, and largemouth bass at sites #2 and #3 (Table 6). Total catch 

also varied among sites in 2020, with the higher catch at sites #3 and #4 and lower catch at sites 

#1 and #2 (Figure 6B). Compared with previous boat electrofishing surveys, the most abundant 

species in the catch varied among years, although the pattern was more similar among recent 

years (i.e., 2016-2019; Figure 8). The main difference in 2020 was that yellow perch were less 

common and gizzard shad were more common in the catch than previous years (Figure 8). 

Overall, there appears to be less variability in species composition based on boat electrofishing 

surveys compared with fyke netting surveys (see Figure 8 vs. Figure 7). 

 In conclusion, the observations reported here are the seventh year of an effort to 

characterize the littoral fish assemblage of Lake Macatawa. This monitoring effort is providing a 

baseline to assess how the fish assemblage responds to restoration activities in the Lake 

Macatawa watershed. After 7 years of fish monitoring, there are both positive and negative 

indicators of the ecological health in Lake Macatawa. Yellow perch, bluegill, and pumpkinseed 

were common species captured in our surveys, and they are indicators of good water quality 

(Janetski and Ruetz 2015; Cooper et al. 2018). Nevertheless, other common fish species in our 

surveys, such as gizzard shad and spotfin shiner, are often associated with poor water quality 

(Janetski and Ruetz 2015). The absence of rock bass (Ambloplites rupestris) in the catch likely 

indicates poor water quality (Janetski and Ruetz 2015; Cooper et al. 2018). As we continue to 

build our time series of observations, we will be able to make more robust inferences about the 
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littoral fish assemblage of Lake Macatawa (in terms of assessing the baseline, evaluating change 

over time, and comparing abiotic and biotic variables with other drowned river mouth lakes in 

the region) and better identify likely underlying mechanisms driving spatiotemporal patterns. 
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Site Lat (°) Long (°) Lat (°) Long (°) Lat (°) Long (°)
1 42.79604 -86.12117 42.79576 -86.12035 42.79572 -86.12292
2 42.79035 -86.14381 42.78988 -86.14397 42.79155 -86.14378
3 42.78614 -86.17440 42.78669 -86.17564 42.78542 -86.17375
4 42.77952 -86.19733 42.77888 -86.19800 42.78079 -86.19563

Table 1. Locations (latitude and longitude) for each 2020 fish sampling site; coordinates are the mean of the 
three fyke nets and the start and end of each boat electrofishing transect. Approximate site locations are depicted 
in Figure 1. Fyke nets could not be set at Site 3 in 2020 due to high water levels; however, water quality 
measurements were recorded.

Electrofishing 
Fyke netting Start End

Site
1 98 ± 9 19.14 ± 0.05 9.97 ± 0.01 108.0 ± 0.2 564 ± 1 0.37 ± 0.00 17.3 ± 1.0 7.72 ± 0.02 352.4 ± 2.1
2 113 ± 7 18.51 ± 0.02 9.86 ± 0.10 105.4 ± 1.1 468 ± 0 0.30 ± 0.00 21.4 ± 1.7 8.16 ± 0.02 356.1 ± 0.6
3 116 ± 3 18.16 ± 0.03 11.28 ± 0.06 119.7 ± 0.6 384 ± 0 0.25 ± 0.00 9.0 ± 0.0 8.52 ± 0.13 356.0 ± 8.8
4 90 ± 6 17.23 ± 0.02 9.98 ± 0.03 103.9 ± 0.4 381 ± 0 0.25 ± 0.00 24.8 ± 4.2 7.32 ± 0.03 403.9 ± 2.6

Table 2. Mean ± 1 standard error (n  = 3) of water quality variables at fish sampling sites in Lake Macatawa. Measurements were 
made during fyke netting on 15 September 2020 with a YSI sonde. Chl-a values were not reported in 2020 due to a sensor 
malfunction.

Dissolved
Oxygen
(mg/L)

Depth
(cm)

Water
Temperature

(°C)

Oxidation 
Reduction 
Potential pH

Turbidity
(NTU)

Total
Dissolved

Solids (g/L)

Specific
Conductivity

(µS/cm)

Dissolved
Oxygen

(%)

Site
1 19.53 7.85 85.7 536 0.348 23.9 7.79 365.2
2 19.22 6.62 71.7 479 0.311 18.5 7.8 361.9
3 19.18 10.11 109.5 376 0.245 9.5 8.17 392.0
4 18.69 11.18 119.9 376 0.244 8.7 8.48 357.2

Turbidity 
(NTU)

Oxidation 
Reduction 

Potential (mV)pH

Table 3. Water quality variables at fish sampling sites in Lake Macatawa. Measurements were made during nighttime 
boat electrofishing on 10 September 2020 with a YSI sonde. Chl-a values were not reported in 2020 due to a sensor 
malfunction.

Water 
Temperature 

(°C)

Dissolved 
Oxygen  
(mg/L)

Dissolved
Oxygen

(%)

Specific 
Conductivity 

(µS/cm)

Total 
Dissolved 

Solids (g/L)
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TL (cm) TL (cm)

Common name Scientific name Total Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max
alewife Alosa pseudoharengus 1 0 -- -- -- 1 7.1 7.1 7.1
yellow bullhead Ameiurus natalis 1 1 22.6 22.6 22.6 0 -- -- --
bowfin Amia calva 6 4 53.5 44.1 65.9 2 50.1 37.1 63.0
white sucker Catostomus commersonii 38 12 38.8 23.4 47.8 26 41.1 28.1 47.1
common carp Cyprinus carpio 7 1 63.8 63.8 63.8 6 49.8 39.3 74.5
spotfin shiner Cyprinella spiloptera 185 185 6.0 3.2 9.9 0 -- -- --
gizzard shad Dorosoma cepedianum 443 126 9.3 7.1 16.5 317 10.9 6.9 19.6
northern pike Esox lucius 1 1 49.8 49.8 49.8 0 -- -- --
channel catfish Ictalurus punctatus 4 4 45.5 15.5 61.5 0 -- -- --
brook silverside Labidesthes sicculus 41 29 7.0 5.5 8.8 12 8.1 6.9 8.9
green sunfish Lepomis cyanellus 1 1 11.7 11.7 11.7 0 -- -- --
pumpkinseed Lepomis gibbosus 19 10 13.3 6.9 19.8 9 11.4 9.8 13.5
bluegill Lepomis macrochirus 219 196 5.4 4.0 19.0 23 11.3 4.6 17.6
bluegill or pumpkinseed Lepomis spp.1 18 18 3.5 2.7 3.9 0 -- -- --
largemouth bass Micropterus salmoides 49 7 10.9 8.9 13.8 42 21.5 8.1 43.0
white perch Morone americana 6 1 9.4 9.4 9.4 5 14.6 8.5 24.2
round goby Neogobius melanostomus 38 32 6.3 3.6 7.9 6 8.9 7.5 11.0
emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides 26 2 7.3 5.4 9.1 24 9.3 8.5 10.6
golden shiner Notemigonus crysoleucas 31 12 8.7 5.4 14.5 19 9.3 7.8 14.0
spottail shiner Notropis hudsonius 4 3 10.1 8.0 11.6 1 10.5 10.5 10.5
yellow perch Perca falvescens 23 5 17.1 9.2 27.3 18 14.5 8.6 24.8
bluntnose minnow Pimephales notatus 15 14 6.3 5.1 9.0 1 9.0 9.0 9.0
black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 6 3 8.0 7.7 8.5 3 8.9 7.8 9.9
walleye Sander vitreus 6 0 -- -- -- 6 58.6 45.0 66.7

Total 1182 667 521
1Individuals were too small to easily identify to species but were either bluegill or pumpkinseed

Table 4. Number and total length (TL; mean, minimum, and maximum) of fish captured by fyke netting (n = 9 nets) on 15 
September 2020 at three sites and boat electrofishing (n  = 4 transects) on 10 September 2020 at four sites in Lake Macatawa. 
Total is the total catch combined for both gears. Fyke nets were not set at Site 3 due to high water levels.

Fyke netting Electrofishing
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TL (cm) TL (cm) TL (cm) TL (cm)
Common name Scientific name Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max
yellow bullhead Ameiurus natalis 1 22.6 22.6 22.6 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 0 -- -- --
bowfin Amia calva 2 52.0 51.6 52.4 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 55.0 44.1 65.9
white sucker Catostomus commersonii 6 36.5 23.4 42.9 3 45.1 40.6 47.8 -- -- -- -- 3 37.1 24.7 44.1
common carp Cyprinus carpio 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 63.8 63.8 63.8
spotfin shiner Cyprinella spiloptera 13 5.5 3.8 8.7 32 6.9 4.2 9.9 -- -- -- -- 140 5.8 3.2 8.6
gizzard shad Dorosoma cepedianum 96 9.2 7.1 16.5 29 9.6 8.2 12.1 -- -- -- -- 1 14.0 14.0 14.0
northern pike Esox lucius 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 49.8 49.8 49.8
channel catfish Ictalurus punctatus 2 34.6 15.5 53.7 1 51.4 51.4 51.4 -- -- -- -- 1 61.5 61.5 61.5
brook silverside Labidesthes sicculus 26 6.9 5.5 8.6 2 8.1 7.4 8.8 -- -- -- -- 1 8.2 8.2 8.2
green sunfish Lepomis cyanellus 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 11.7 11.7 11.7
pumpkinseed Lepomis gibbosus 3 14.1 11.9 16.6 6 14.0 10.6 19.8 -- -- -- -- 1 6.9 6.9 6.9
bluegill Lepomis macrochirus 45 6.6 4.1 19.0 10 5.6 4.2 9.1 -- -- -- -- 141 5.1 4.0 7.0
bluegill or pumpkinseed Lepomis spp.1 7 3.2 2.7 3.9 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 11 3.8 3.6 3.9
largemouth bass Micropterus salmoides 6 11.0 8.9 13.8 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 10.6 10.6 10.6
white perch Morone americana 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 9.4 9.4 9.4
round goby Neogobius melanostomus 1 7.5 7.5 7.5 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 31 6.3 3.6 7.9
emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 7.3 5.4 9.1
golden shiner Notemigonus crysoleucas 9 8.7 5.4 14.5 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 8.6 7.3 9.3
spottail shiner Notropis hudsonius 1 8.0 8.0 8.0 1 10.7 10.7 10.7 -- -- -- -- 1 11.6 11.6 11.6
yellow perch Perca falvescens 1 22.4 22.4 22.4 1 16.6 16.6 16.6 -- -- -- -- 3 15.5 9.2 27.3
bluntnose minnow Pimephales notatus 0 -- -- -- 10 6.3 5.7 7.4 -- -- -- -- 4 6.4 5.1 9.0
black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 3 8.0 7.7 8.5

Total 219 95 -- 353
1Individuals were too small to easily identify to species but were either bluegill or pumpkinseed

Table 5. Number and total length (TL; mean, minimum, and maximum) of fish captured by fyke netting (n  = 3 nets per site) at three sites in Lake Macatawa on 15 September 
2020. Site locations are depicted in Figure 1. Fyke nets were not set at Site 3 due to high water levels.

Site #1 Site #2 Site #3 Site #4
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TL (cm) TL (cm) TL (cm) TL (cm)
Common name Scientific name Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max Catch Mean Min Max
alewife Alosa pseudoharengus 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- --
bowfin Amia calva 0 -- -- -- 1 63.0 63.0 63.0 0 -- -- -- 1 37.1 37.1 37.1
white sucker Catostomus commersonii 1 28.1 28.1 28.1 2 41.3 39.6 42.9 1 41.2 41.2 41.2 22 41.7 34.8 47.1
common carp Cyprinus carpio 3 48.0 39.3 59.5 1 39.6 39.6 39.6 0 -- -- -- 2 57.5 40.5 74.5
gizzard shad Dorosoma cepedianum 67 10.4 6.9 18.2 61 11.9 7.4 19.6 128 10.9 7.9 18.0 61 10.6 7.5 15.6
brook silverside Labidesthes sicculus 3 7.3 6.9 8.0 4 8.4 7.8 8.9 1 8.2 8.2 8.2 4 8.3 8.0 8.5
pumpkinseed Lepomis gibbosus 1 11.4 11.4 11.4 8 11.4 9.8 13.5 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- --
bluegill Lepomis macrochirus 8 12.9 10.3 16.8 12 10.0 4.6 17.6 2 10.2 7.9 12.4 1 16.7 16.7 16.7
largemouth bass Micropterus salmoides 9 27.3 9.8 40.0 16 22.8 10.2 42.2 6 17.7 11.5 43.0 11 16.7 8.1 34.5
white perch Morone americana 1 21.2 21.2 21.2 2 9.2 8.5 9.8 2 16.7 9.2 24.2 0 -- -- --
round goby Neogobius melanostomus 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 6 8.9 7.5 11.0
emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides 21 9.3 8.5 10.6 3 9.5 8.6 10.1 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- --
golden shiner Notemigonus crysoleucas 1 7.8 7.8 7.8 3 11.2 9.7 14.0 3 9.2 8.6 9.9 12 9.0 7.8 10.8
spottail shiner Notropis hudsonius 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 1 10.5 10.5 10.5
yellow perch Perca falvescens 1 18.9 18.9 18.9 5 16.9 9.1 24.8 1 9.4 9.4 9.4 11 13.5 8.6 20.7
bluntnose minnowPimephales notatus 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 1 9.0 9.0 9.0
black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 1 9.0 9.0 9.0 0 -- -- -- 0 -- -- -- 2 8.9 7.8 9.9
walleye Sander vitreus 1 45.0 45.0 45.0 1 66.7 66.7 66.7 2 53.9 48.7 59.1 2 66.1 65.5 66.7

Total 119 119 146 137

Table 6. Number and total length (TL; mean, minimum, and maximum) of fish captured by nighttime boat electrofishing (n  = 1 transect per site) at four sites in 
Lake Macatawa on 10 September 2020. Site locations are depicted in Figure 1.

Site #1 Site #2 Site #3 Site #4
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Figure 1. Map of Lake Macatawa (Ottawa County, Michigan) showing fish sampling sites 
(triangles). The orange transects depict approximately where boat electrofishing was conducted 
at each site. Site #1 is closest to the Macatawa River and site #4 is closest to Lake Michigan. 
Note that riparian vegetation was cleared at site #2 in 2016. 
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Figure 2. Mean (±1 standard error) percent macrophyte cover visually estimated at (A) fyke net 
locations and (B) boat electrofishing transects in Lake Macatawa (n = 4 sites per year). Note that 
the area where macrophyte cover was assessed during fyke netting is much less compared with a 
boat electrofishing transect. NA means data were not available (i.e., water clarity during boat 
electrofishing prevented visual estimation).  
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Figure 3. Mean (A) specific conductivity and (B) turbidity measured during fyke netting in Lake 
Macatawa. Error bars represent ±1 standard error (n = 3 nets per site), although they may be too 
small to be visible for some means. 
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Figure 4. (A) Number of fish species captured and (B) total number of fish captured using both 
fyke netting and boat electrofishing each year in Lake Macatawa (dashed red line is average over 
all years excluding 2017). Note: the high catch in 2017 was due to 5,288 brook silversides 
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captured from a single fyke net at site #4, and fyke netting in 2020 only was completed at three 
sites.  
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Figure 5. Fish species captured in littoral habitats of Lake Macatawa by (A) fyke netting and 
boat electrofishing (i.e., combined catch), (B) fyke netting (n = 9 nets), and (C) boat 
electrofishing (n = 4 transects) during September 2020. Catch data, including the species pooled 
in the “other” category, are reported in Table 4. 
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Figure 6. (A) Mean number (±1 standard error) of fish captured in fyke nets (n = 3 nets per site) 
and (B) number of fish captured during a boat electrofishing transect (n = 1 transect per site) in 
Lake Macatawa. Note: 5,288 brook silversides captured in a single fyke net at site #4 in 2017 
were excluded when calculating means (and SE) for fyke netting. Fyke nets were not set at site 
#3 in 2020.  
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Figure 7. Fish species composition (pooled across sites) in fyke netting surveys for each 
sampling year. The number of fish captured differed among years, which is reported at the top of 
each bar. Note: 5,288 brook silversides captured in a single fyke net at site #4 in 2017 were 
excluded from the percentage of total catch, and fyke nets were not set at site #3 in 2020.  
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Figure 8. Fish species composition (pooled across sites) in nighttime boat electrofishing surveys 
for each sampling year. The number of fish captured differed among years, which is reported at 
the top of each bar. 
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1. Overview 

Lake Macatawa and its watershed suffer from excess phosphorus (P) (Walterhouse 1999). The TMDL 

(total maximum daily load) for the lake calls for a P reduction of 55,000 lb/yr from the estimated load of 

138,500 lb/yr (1997), with the majority of that load reduction coming from nonpoint sources 

(Walterhouse 1999).  If fully implemented, the model results indicate that the water column total 

phosphorus (TP) concentration will be reduced to 50 µg/L, thereby meeting the TMDL goal. 

 

Previous research has demonstrated that agriculture is a major source of nonpoint P in this watershed 

(Steinman et al. 2018). Although overland flow is generally considered the major transport mechanism for 

P, there are situations when significant P transport occurs through agricultural tile drainage (King et al. 

2015).  It is currently uncertain how much P enters Lake Macatawa from surface runoff vs. subsurface 

runoff, but very high concentrations of both TP and bioavailable P were measured in tile drain effluent 

from agricultural fields in the watershed (Clement and Steinman 2017). Similar findings have been 

reported for agricultural areas in the western basin of Lake Erie (Calhoun et al. 2002; Smith et al. 2015), 

which has been subject to devastating harmful algal blooms the past few decades (Michalak et al. 2013; 

Wynne and Stumpf 2015).  

 

Various best management practices (BMPs) have been implemented in the Macatawa watershed to reduce 

P loading, including among others, grassed waterways, cover crop plantings, gypsum application, and 

wetland restoration, although their effectiveness has been questioned (Steinman et al. 2018).  Iron slag, a 

waste product from the steel industry, can chemically bind P and has been implemented previously in 

agricultural settings (Roychand et al. 2020; Hua et al. 2016). Interest was expressed as to whether iron 

slag filters may be an effective management practice in the Macatawa watershed. To that end, the 

Outdoor Discovery Center (ODC) Network, along with Dykhuis Farms and Plant Tuff, Inc., committed to 

install up to six iron slag filters at the end of agricultural tile lines in the watershed. To date, three of the 

six have been constructed. Our goal was to evaluate the efficiency of these systems in removing P, while 

also monitoring for the presence of potentially toxic chemicals leaching from the slag, which may be 

released into surface waterways. It is our understanding that these filters are the first application of their 

kind within Michigan. 

 

2. Methods 

2.1 Overall site description 

The deployment of iron slag filters (Figs. 1, 2) was proposed in the Macatawa watershed in 2018 and 

three sites were selected as of 12/31/19 for installation. Several additional sites were considered for 
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installation in 2020. Multiple sites throughout the watershed were sampled prior to installation to 

determine which locations were best suited for iron slag filter installation. Of the three currently 

constructed filters, two were completed in April 2019 (Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2) and the third 

(Fillmore Flex; Fig. 3) in September 2019. We present the data related only to the completed iron slag 

filters. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, sampling was not permitted for several months in spring 2020 

due to the state of Michigan’s “stay-at-home” executive order. Sampling resumed once the order was 

lifted. 

 

Filters are designed to work passively, receiving water after it infiltrates through soils into subsurface 

tiled drains (Fig. 1). Water moves up and through the iron slag gravel in large concrete tank(s), where the 

slag binds with and removes the P from the water before it passively releases to adjacent surface 

waterways (Figs. 1, 2). A layer of calcium carbonate particulate was applied within the treatment tank to 

help balance tile drain water pH. A control box allows for the slag filter to be bypassed if too much water 

is moving through the tile drains (indicated by standing water on the farm field), and serves as the inflow 

access point for water collection for most sites. Outflow water can be sampled either from the outflow 

pipe, or via access points in the top of the tank with a hose and hand pump (Fig. 4). 

 

2.2 Field and Laboratory Processes 

Prior to installation, grab samples were taken monthly at only the outflow pipe, which at that time was a 

direct open connection from the tile drain pipes to adjacent surface waters. Pre-installation sampling dates 

are provided in Table 1. Post-installation samples were collected bimonthly; sampling approaches varied 

among sites due to differences in filter design and implementation (Fig. 4). Post-installation sampling 

occurred at the inflow using a hand pump and hose to siphon water accessed through an inflow pipe at 

Behind Mill (Fig. 4A) and through the control box at Oak Grove 2 and Fillmore Flex (Figs. 1, 4B). 

Outflow was sampled at the original outflow pipe (Fig. 4E; which remained after installation) for all sites; 

however, when the outflow pipe was inaccessible due to being underwater, samples were taken via one of 

the access points on top of the tank using a hand pump and hose without disturbing the calcium carbonate 

top layer (Figs. 4C-D). 

 

General water quality was monitored with a YSI 6600 data sonde (temperature, dissolved oxygen [DO], 

pH, specific conductivity [SpCond], total dissolved solids [TDS], redox potential [ORP: oxidation-

reduction potential – the degree to which a substance is capable of oxidizing or reducing another 

substance], and turbidity). Grab samples were collected for analysis of TP and soluble reactive P (SRP). 

All samples were placed in a cooler on ice until received by the AWRI lab, usually within 4 hours, where 
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they were stored and processed appropriately. Water for SRP analyses was syringe-filtered through 0.45-

μm membrane filters into scintillation vials and refrigerated until analysis. TP and SRP were analyzed on 

a SEAL AQ2 discrete automated analyzer (U.S. EPA 1993). Any values below detection were calculated 

as ½ the detection limit.  

 

2.3 Metals and PAHs 

Chemical analysis sampling for metals (mercury, arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, cobalt, copper, 

lead, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver and zinc), low-level mercury, Polycyclic Aromatic 

Hydrocarbons ([PAHs] 2-Methylonaphthalene, Acenaphthene, Acenaphthylene, Anthracene, Benzo (a) 

anthracene, Benzo (a) pyrene, Benzo (b) fluoranthene, Benzo (g,h,i) perylene, Benzo (k) fluoranthene, 

Chrysene, Dibenz (a,h) anthracene, Fluoranthene, Fluorene, Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene, Naphthalene, 

Phenanthrene, and Pyrene) and available cyanide was conducted three times post-installation (1-week, 6-

months and 1-year). Analyses were conducted at TRACE Analytical Laboratories, Inc. (Muskegon, MI) 

using Standard Methods (US EPA 1993). Any values below analytical detection methods were calculated 

as ½ their detection limits. 

 

2.4 Data analysis  

The water residence time in the reservoir depends on the rate at which the water enters the slag filter, 

determined by rain, irrigation, or a control box. This means that water during baseflow conditions can 

spend much longer in the reservoir than water during stormflow conditions, especially in dry summer 

months. Therefore, for statistical purposes, the inflow and outflow values were paired for each sampling 

event rather than using grand means. SRP, TP, and turbidity samples were analyzed using paired t-tests or 

Wilcoxon tests, depending on normality. Normality assumptions were tested using Shapiro-Wilk tests. 

Significance was set at α = 0.05. Data analysis was conducted using R (version 3.4.2 R core Team, 

Vienna, Austria). Percent reductions were calculated for the paired mean inflow and mean outflow 

measurements post-installation for SRP and TP by calculating the difference between mean inflow and 

mean outflow concentrations, dividing that number by the mean inflow concentration, and multiplying it 

by 100. Negative percent reduction values indicated an increase in P concentration. 

 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1 Pre-Installation Sampling 

Pre-installation mean water temperatures varied between sites and ranged from 8.61 – 13.89 °C, with 

lower mean temperatures associated with Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 likely due to the majority of 

sampling occurring primarily in the winter months, whereas most of Fillmore Flex sampling occurred 
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during warmer months (Table 1). Mean DO ranged from 7.86 – 11.30 mg/L with the lowest mean DO 

found at Fillmore Flex (Table 1). All sites had similarly neutral pH (Table 1). Mean SpCond ranged 676 – 

894 µS/cm, the lowest being at Oak Grove 2, while Behind Mill 1 and Fillmore Flex were similar (Table 

1). Mean ORP prior to installation was similar among all sites (Table 1). Mean turbidity was lower at 

Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 than at Fillmore Flex, with all sites <25 NTU (Table 1). 

 

Mean pre-installation SRP concentrations ranged from 135 to 283 µg/L (Table 2); these particular sites 

were selected for installation due to their relatively high initial concentrations. Mean TP concentrations 

ranged from 167 to 721 µg/L (Table 2). Among site variance was high, reflecting differences in field 

management, drainage, and time of year sampled. The highest mean P concentrations were measured at 

Fillmore Flex (Table 2).  

 

3.2 Post-Installation Sampling 

Following installation, mean DO, conductivity, TDS, and ORP showed modest declines in the outflow 

compared to the inflow (Table 1). In contrast, pH increased in the outflow, presumably due to buffering 

from the calcium carbonate layer. Whereas turbidity declined significantly at Behind Mill 1 and Oak 

Grove 2, it increased slightly at Fillmore Flex (Table 1). Reduction in turbidity between inflow and 

outflow was anticipated as water velocity decreases when water enters the iron slag filter, allowing 

sediment particles to settle out of the solution before the water reaches the surface waters. The Fillmore 

Flex outflow pipe is angled and below grade (not pictured). It has been observed to experience back flow 

from the drainage ditch into the outflow pipe if water levels are sufficiently high. This could result in 

back flow into the slag filter, which may explain the higher levels of turbidity in the outflow than inflow 

and general variability (Table 1). We did not measure sediment load within the pipes pre-or post-

installation. It is unclear if the sediment will impact the longevity of the slag filter’s P trapping 

effectiveness. 

 

After installation of the slag filters, both SRP and TP decreased in the tile drain effluent: percent 

reductions of SRP ranged from 57.3% (Oak Grove 2) to 7.4% (Fillmore Flex); percent reductions of TP 

ranged from 76.5% (Oak Grove) to 59.5% (Behind Mill 1) (Table 2). Analysis of paired inflow and 

outflow samples at each of the sampling sites revealed significant reductions of TP at Behind Mill 1 and 

Oak Grove 2 (p = 0.0011 and p = 0.0001, respectively) and of SRP (p = 0.0028 and p = 0.0004, 

respectively; Table 3). Fillmore Flex had a marginally significant reduction of SRP (p = 0.0825) and a 

statistically significant reduction of TP (p = 0.0002) (Table 3).  
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These slag filters function by the binding of phosphorus to iron, similar to what happens under oxic 

conditions in lake sediments (Mortimer 1941; Orihel et al. 2017).  Therefore, their ability to reduce P is 

not surprising, and they should remain effective as long as conditions within the reservoir remain oxic and 

the binding sites do not become saturated.  Prior studies have confirmed the ability of iron slag to bind 

phosphorus, with phosphate percent removals of 95% in metal-free and mixed-metal solutions of 

synthetic stormwater (Okochi and McMartin 2011) and a TP removal percentage of 77% (Shilton et al. 

2006) at a treatment plant, although P removal effectiveness dropped off after 5 years.  

 

Although TP reductions of ~60 to 75% are certainly helpful, mean outflowing concentrations of 100 to 

329 µg/L are still far above the 50 µg/L goal for Lake Macatawa. There will likely be additional removal 

of P due to biotic uptake and abiotic adsorption as the nutrient flows downstream to the lake, although it 

is uncertain to what degree this removal will be offset by additional P sources entering the drainage 

system.  Hence, while iron slag filters clearly can reduce P, their installation is only part of the solution, 

and will need to be complemented by other BMPs, and perhaps ultimately, a more holistic public works 

project.  

 

3.3 Metals and PAHs 

Metals were measured during pre-installation and 1-week, 6-months and 1-year post installation at all 

sites. Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 were sampled a few months past the 1-year mark because of 

COVID-19 restrictions. All metals, PAH compounds, and available cyanide were below U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA; source: https://www.epa.gov/dwstandardsregulations/secondary-

drinking-water-standards-guidance-nuisance-chemicals) and World Health Organization (WHO; source: 

https://www.wqa.org/learn-about-water/common-contaminants) standards for drinking water. 

Recreational water standards are unavailable.  

 

Mercury was below 12 ng/L for all sites, which is orders of magnitude below the drinking water standards 

for 2,000 ng/L (US EPA) and 6,000 ng/L (WHO). Behind Mill 1 showed a slight increase in mercury 

between pre-installation and 6-month post-installation, although 1-year post installation was below pre-

installation. Oak Grove and Fillmore Flex remained relatively steady with Fillmore Flex having the 

highest levels (Fig. 5A). Arsenic was found in detectable amounts only at Fillmore Flex pre-installation, 

and was below both the EPA and WHO standard of 0.010 mg/L (Fig. 5B). Barium was found below 

detection 1-week post installation at Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 and at 1 year at Fillmore Flex, 

although all samples were below drinking standards of 2.0 mg/L (EPA) and 0.7 mg/L (WHO). Behind 

Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 had similar although reduced values, where Fillmore Flex saw a reduction from 
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the highest value to below detection (Fig. 5C). Chromium was detected 1-week post installation at Oak 

Grove 2 and Fillmore Flex, 6-week post installation at Behind Mill 1 and Fillmore Flex and 1-year post 

installation only at Fillmore Flex, but all were below both the EPA (0.10 mg/L) and WHO (0.05 mg/L) 

standards (Fig. 5D). Copper increased at Behind Mill 1 and Oak Grove 2 from pre-installation to 1-year 

post installation, while Fillmore Flex Cu levels declined from pre- to 1-year post installation (Fig. 5E, 

5F). Zinc was above the detection level only at Oak Grove at 6-month post installation (Fig. 5G, 5H). 

 

Cadmium, cobalt, lead, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, silver, Naphthalene, 2-Methylnaphthalene, 

Acenaphthylene, Acenaphthene, Fluorene, Phenanthrene, Anthracene, Fluoranthene, Pyrene, Benzo (a) 

anthracene, Chrysene, Benzo (b) fluoranthene, Benzo (k) fluoranthene, Benzo (a) pyrene, Indeno (1,2,3-

cd) pyrene, Dibenz (a,h) anthracene, Benzo (g,h,i) perylene, Nitrobenzene-d5, 2-Fluorobiphenyl, and 

Terphenyl-d14, were all below detection limits for all sites and sampling dates (data not shown). Cyanide 

(available) was detectable only at Fillmore Flex at 6-month post installation (0.0027 mg/L). 

 

Prior work has shown that the presence of cadmium, lead, and zinc had minimal effect on P removal 

when using electrical arc furnace slag media; however, copper did significantly inhibit P removal (Okochi 

and McMillan 2011).  Although metal concentrations were not measured in the slag media used in the 

present study, the copper levels in the leachate from our slag filters were extremely low (Fig. 5), and 

presumably, had minimal impact on P removal. Moreover, studies have shown that there are no 

detrimental effects to human health or to the environment as a result of leaching from steel slags, and that 

due to the very high temperatures applied in their formation, heavy metals are bound tightly together 

within the slag matrix (Proctor et al. 2002; Johansson Westholm 2010; Shilton et al. 2006), which is 

consistent with our data. 

 

4. Summary 

The iron slag filters have been installed for a minimum of 1 year and the current data indicate they are 

effective at removing P from tile drain effluent. There is considerable variation in the percent reduction 

among the 3 sites, but this is not unexpected.  The percent reductions in P are significant but still well 

above the 50 µg/L goal. Encouragingly, there is no indication that the iron slag is releasing toxic metals, 

PAH compounds, or cyanide at levels that would cause concerns for drinking water standards.  

 

We conclude that the installation of these filters should be targeted to areas where tile drain effluent P 

levels are very high (SRP > 250 µg/L) to obtain an optimal cost/benefit ratio. While they are not a 
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panacea, when installed in combination with other best management practices, iron slag filters can play an 

important localized role in reducing P to Lake Macatawa. 
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Table 1. Mean (1 standard deviation [SD]) values of selected water quality parameters for tile drain in/outflow iron slag pre- and post-installation 
monitoring. Date of first sampling is provided below each Pre/Post. Data are shaded to improve readability. n= number of successful sampling 
events per site, abbreviations in main text. 

Site Pre/Post Outflow/ 
Inflow n Temp.  

(°C) 
DO  

(mg/L) pH SpCond  
(µS/cm) 

TDS  
(g/L) 

ORP  
(mV) 

Turbidity  
(NTU) 

Behind Mill 1 

Pre 
(9/20/2018 

thru 
4/16/2019) 

 8 8.61 
(5.54) 

10.93 
(2.00) 

7.91 
(0.46) 

872 
(130) 

0.567 
(0.085) 

253.2 
(103.0) 

7.9 
(16.8) 

Post 
(4/25/2019 

thru 
5/27/2020) 

Inflow 22 13.56 
(5.97) 

8.34 
(1.73) 

7.18 
(0.38) 

905 
(506) 

0.588 
(0.329) 

321.5 
(66.7) 

46.9 
(62.4) 

Outflow 22 13.36 
(5.21) 

7.23 
(1.97) 

7.91 
(0.82) 

820 
(169) 

0.533 
(0.110) 

301.2 
(80.5) 

9.3 
(11.6) 

Oak Grove 2 

Pre 
(9/20/2018 

thru 
3/19/2019) 

 7 9.13 
(7.20) 

11.30 
(2.64) 

8.19 
(0.25) 

676 
(132) 

0.439 
(0.086) 

284.3 
(72.6) 

0.0 
(5.4) 

Post 
(5/7/2019 

thru 
5/27/2020) 

Inflow 18 13.15 
(7.10) 

8.68 
(2.16) 

7.58 
(1.07) 

724 
(175) 

0.471 
(0.114) 

325.2 
(63.6) 

26.9 
(30.5) 

Outflow 17 12.62 
(7.14) 

8.49 
(1.98) 

8.08 
(1.23) 

711 
(139) 

0.462 
(0.090) 

305.0 
(64.6) 

6.2 
(9.0) 

Fillmore Flex 

Pre 
(3/26/2019 

thru 
8/28/2019) 

 9 13.89 
(5.69) 

7.86 
(1.55) 

7.65 
(1.81) 

894 
(1187) 

0.581 
(0.772) 

221.0 
(113.5) 

20.0 
(45.3) 

Post 
(9/18/2019 

thru 
9/24/2020) 

Inflow 19 14.23 
(7.77) 

7.34 
(2.43) 

7.81 
(0.73) 

537 
(164) 

0.349 
(0.106) 

315.5 
(87.5) 

28.2 
(66.8) 

Outflow 19 14.65 
(7.95) 

7.13 
(2.68) 

8.33 
(1.54) 

453 
(158) 

0.294 
(0.102) 

288.7 
(101.7) 

33.7 
(68.1) 
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Table 2. Mean (1 SD) values of soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP) and total phosphorus (TP) for tile 
drain in/outflow iron slag pre- and post-installation monitoring. Percent reduction was calculated by 
finding the difference between inflow and outflow values divided by inflow x100. Data are shaded to 
improve readability. n= number of successful sampling events per site. N/A = not applicable.  

Site Pre/Post Outflow/Inflow n SRP 
(µg/L) 

TP 
(µg/L) 

% 
Reduction 

SRP 

% 
Reduction 

TP 

Behind 
Mill 1 

Pre  8 135 
(131) 

167 
(161) N/A 

Post 
Inflow 25 365 

(357) 
598 

(652) 52.3 59.5 
Outflow 25 174 

(122) 
242 

(199) 

Oak 
Grove 2 

Pre  7 229 
(328) 

254 
(328) N/A 

Post 
Inflow 23 157 

(167) 
426 

(634) 57.3 76.5 
Outflow 22 67 

(57) 
100 
(87) 

Fillmore 
Flex 

Pre  9 267 
(201) 

721 
(699) N/A 

Post 
Inflow 23 283 

(192) 
907 

(1368) 7.4 63.7 
Outflow 22 262 

(170) 
329 

(148) 
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Table 3. Mean water quality parameters (1 SD) for paired inflow and outflow at each site for TP, SRP and 
Turbidity. Data are shaded to improve readability. n= number of successful sampling events per site. α = 
0.05. V = Wilcoxon test statistic; t = test statistic for the t-test. 

Site Analysis n Mean Inflow  Mean Outflow Stats 

Behind Mill 1 

TP (µg/L) 25 595 
(653) > 242 

(199) 
p = 0.0011  

V = 278 

SRP (µg/L) 25 364 
(355) > 174 

(122) 
p = 0.0028 

V = 270 

Turbidity (NTU) 19 49 
(61) > 9 

(12) 
p = 0.0002, 

t = 4.6 

Oak Grove 2 

TP (µg/L) 21 438 
(664) > 104 

(86) 
p = 0.0001 

V = 217 

SRP (µg/L) 21 164 
(188) > 69 

(57) 
p = 0.0004  

V = 210 

Turbidity (NTU) 10 27 
(29) ≈ 5 

(8) 
p = 0.0063 

t = 3.3 

Fillmore Flex 

TP (µg/L) 17 997 
(1451) > 304 

(126) 
p = 0.0002 

V = 210 

SRP (µg/L) 17 285 
(208) ≈ 234 

(149) 
p = 0.0825 

V = 152 

Turbidity (NTU) 15 26 
(66) ≈ 12 

(19) 
p = 0.6819 

t = 0.4 
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Figure 1. Stylized cross-section of iron slag filters design/function. Figure is not to scale as iron slag filter 
size is dependent on multiple factors (e.g. size of the tiled field, water velocity from the tile drains, soil 
type). See text for more detail on how the filters function. Image credit: Maggie Oudsema  

 

 
Figure 2. Inlet pipes being laid in the bottom of an iron slag filter. Drainage water enters at the bottom, 
moves up through the iron slag material (not yet installed) and leaves out a pipe near the top (not 
pictured) that leads to a nearby surface drain (not pictured). Photo credit: Macatawa Area Coordinating 
Council. 
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Figure 3. Completed iron slag filter sites are indicated by yellow triangles, the red polygons represent the 
adjoining fields being drained, each approximately 30 acres. Fillmore Flex and Oak Grove 2 sites flow 
into the south branch of the Macatawa River, which later joins the main branch of the Macatawa River. 
Behind Mill 1 flows into Peter’s Creek. The insert shows the location within the Macatawa watershed by 
the yellow circle, and within the lower peninsula of Michigan by the red circle. 
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Figure 4. Photos of different sampling locations. A) Behind Mill 1 with completed iron slag filters in 
place. The green tube (far right) is an inflow sampling port that was installed only at this location. Access 
ports (for cement upright tubes) are for two slag filter basins (considered to be one slag filter site) that 
receive tile drain water from the adjoining field (in background) and are used to sample outflow. B) 
Research Assistant, Emily Kindervater, using a hand pump siphon to sample from a below-ground control 
box (inflow) at Fillmore Flex; Oak Grove 2 has a similar constructed inflow access (not shown). C) Slag 
filter outflow access point for Oak Grove 2, which required a ladder to remove the large plastic cap to 
sample outflow water. D) Slag filter outflow access point at Fillmore Flex, which is covered with large 
plywood lids. E) Outflow pipe at Behind Mill 1 directly after installation; the white particulate residue 
inside the tube is from the calcium carbonate layer placed on top of the iron slag inside the tanks to 
balance pH.  
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Figure 5. Metals for pre-installation, 1-week, 6-month and 1-year post installation. Blue is pre-
installation, orange is 1-week post installation, grey is 6-month post installation, and yellow is for 1-year 
post installation. The black dotted line represents the drinking water standard from either the EPA or 
WHO, which ever was the smaller of the two standards for the given chemical. The legend in A applies to 
B-H. F and H are enlarged versions of E and G respectively. Note: y-axis for panel A is logarithmic scale. 
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Appendix C. Lake Macatawa Dashboard. 

 

 

Lake Macatawa Water Quality Dashboard 

2020 

 
Prepared: January 2021 
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Introduction 

As part of Project Clarity, Grand Valley State University’s Annis Water Resources Institute (AWRI) 
established a monitoring program on Lake Macatawa in 2013. The goal of the monitoring program is to 
evaluate and document the progress toward achieving Project Clarity’s goal of improved water quality in 
Lake Macatawa. The monitoring program involves sampling the lake 3 times per year for a suite of 
biological, physical, and chemical parameters. Hence, information is not collected continuously and may 
either capture or miss episodic, short-term conditions. The value of the dashboard is an assessment of 
long-term trends, not of short-term events.  

Key water quality indicators were selected from the many parameters that are monitored to create a 
water quality dashboard for Lake Macatawa (see full annual report for all parameters). The goal of the 
dashboard is to provide a visual representation of the current status and historical trends in Lake 
Macatawa water quality, by rating each indicator along a scale from desirable (green) to undesirable 
(red) conditions. Each scale also includes a category that indicates the water quality goal for the lake is 
being met (yellow). The indicators that were chosen are commonly used to assess lake health: total 
phosphorus concentration, chlorophyll a concentration, and Secchi disk depth (water clarity). Each 
indicator is described in more detail below.  

Historical data are included in the dashboard to facilitate comparison of current findings with past status 
of the selected water quality indicators. Sources for historical data include U.S. EPA (1972; STORET), 
Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (formerly MDEQ; 1982-2012; S. Holden, 
personal communication), and AWRI (since 2013). All current and historical data shown represent the 
annual average value of an indicator across Sites 1 (east basin), 2 (central basin), and 4 (west basin; see 
map below).  

 
Map of Lake Macatawa showing the 5 sampling locations (green dots) for long-term water quality monitoring. 
Dashboard indicators were calculated based on data from Sites 1, 2, and 4. 
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Total Phosphorus 
2020 Mean Concentration: 86 µg/L 
Target Concentration: 50 µg/L 

 
 

Phosphorus (P) is an essential element for living organisms. In many freshwater systems, P is the 
element that limits algal growth. However, when it becomes too abundant, it can help stimulate 
undesirable algal blooms. Phosphorus comes in many forms; we selected Total Phosphorus (TP) as the 
dashboard indicator because it includes all the forms of P in the lake (i.e., particulate and dissolved).  
 
Lake Macatawa has a history of extremely high TP concentrations (i.e., > 100 µg/L), placing it in the past 
in the “hypereutrophic” trophic state. As a result of this nutrient enrichment, the State of Michigan 
established an interim target TP concentration of 50 µg/L in Lake Macatawa. Thus, the TP dashboard 
shows the water quality goal as being met when TP concentrations are < 50 µg/L. While attaining this 
goal would be a significant improvement in water quality from current conditions, Lake Macatawa 
would still be in an impaired “eutrophic” state, which we define as TP concentration > 24 µg/L. 
Therefore, the TP dashboard shows the ultimate desired TP concentration as < 24 µg/L.  
 
The current status for the total phosphorus indicator is Undesirable, meaning that the average TP 
concentration in 2020 exceeded the water quality goal. Although the average TP concentration in recent 
years remains greater than the target of 50 µg/L, the overall trend shows a decline since the start of 
Project Clarity. 
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Chlorophyll a 
2020 Mean Concentration:  83 µg/L 
Target Concentration: 22 µg/L 

 

Chlorophyll a is the green pigment found in photosynthetic plants and algae. Measuring chlorophyll a is a 
relatively simple way to estimate the amount of algal biomass present in lake water, although it has some 
limitations. First, chlorophyll a does not provide information on whether or not the algae present produce 
toxins. Second, chlorophyll concentrations can change depending upon environmental conditions, such as 
light or nutrient level. Finally, chlorophyll a concentrations may be low due to very active predation by 
grazers (zooplankton), so the measurement may give an underestimate of how much algal biomass would 
otherwise be present.  
 
Lake Macatawa has a history of excess algal biomass and high chlorophyll a concentrations, typically 
exceeding the “hypereutrophic” threshold commonly used by EGLE (22 µg/L) in its assessments of the lake. 
The chlorophyll a dashboard shows that the concentration will meet the water quality goal once it is < 22 
µg/L. Although meeting the chlorophyll a goal would be a significant improvement in water quality, Lake 
Macatawa would still be categorized as “eutrophic” (i.e., > 7 µg/L chlorophyll a). Thus, the chlorophyll a 
dashboard shows that the ultimate desired chlorophyll a concentration is < 7 µg/L.  
 
Although the current status for the chlorophyll a indicator is Undesirable, the high concentration is biased by 
an unusually high Spring concentration at one site. Removing that site would still result in an undesirable 
rating, but the increase from 2019 would be less severe. The 2020 mean chlorophyll concentration continues 
a trend of relatively high chlorophyll since the lower values in 2014 and 2015. 
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Secchi Disk Depth (Water Clarity) 
2020 Mean Depth:  0.59 m (~1.9 ft)  
Target Depth: 1 m (~3.3 ft) 

 
 

 
 
Secchi disk depth is an estimate of water clarity. It is measured using a standard black and white disk, 
named after the Italian priest Angelo Secchi, who first used an all-white disk for marine waters in 1865. 
Lake ecologists modified it to black and white in the late 1800s. The Secchi disk is a simple and easy way 
to measure water clarity, although if waters are cloudy, the disk depth tells you nothing about why the 
lake is turbid (e.g., is it due to suspended algae or suspended sediment?).  
 
Along with excess phosphorus and chlorophyll a concentrations, Secchi depths have historically 
reflected extremely impaired conditions in Lake Macatawa. Oligotrophic lakes, such as Lake Tahoe, have 
Secchi disk depths down to 21 m (~70 ft) or deeper. Conversely, hypereutrophic lakes, such as Lake 
Macatawa, typically have Secchi depths shallower than 1 m (~3 ft). The water clarity goal for Lake 
Macatawa is modest, with a Secchi depth > 1 m. Because Secchi depths between 1 and 2 m are 
indicative of a eutrophic state, a desirable Secchi depth is > 2 m.  
 
The current status for the Secchi depth indicator is Undesirable, meaning that the average Secchi 
depth in 2020 was shallower (i.e., less clear) than the water quality goal. Secchi depth in 2020 remains 
very similar to the past few years. 
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Total Phosphorus and Precipitation 
 

 

Phosphorus concentrations in Lake Macatawa are influenced by many variables, but one of the most 
significant is precipitation because rain and snow events create runoff from farms and urban areas, 
when phosphorus can be transported to Lake Macatawa either in the dissolved form or as attached to 
sediment particles; precipitation also results in atmospheric deposition, which can contribute 
phosphorus directly to the lake and landscape. As a consequence, it is of interest to know if annual 
changes in lake phosphorus concentrations are related to precipitation.  
 
To answer this question, we examined total phosphorus (TP) concentrations in the lake, based on data 
from EGLE and AWRI (sampled 3× per year at 3 sites), and compared them to precipitation data from the 
Tulip City Airport in Holland. As seen above, between 1972 and 2020, the relationship between 
precipitation and TP concentration in the lake is not directly related; for example, some years have very 
high TP concentrations but relatively low precipitation (e.g., 2000 and 2004), whereas other years have 
modest levels of TP but relatively high precipitation (e.g., 2017). Indeed, the statistical relationship 
between the two is not significant (R2 = 0.002; p = 0.838). 
 
Interestingly, the relationship between TP and precipitation is much improved since 2013 (R2 = 0.382; p 
= 0.102) but is still not statistically significant. This relationship is based on only 8 data points, so it 
should be viewed cautiously. We view these data as appropriate only for screening purposes, as the TP 
concentrations are means of seasonal lake sampling events, which likely miss pulses of high P 
concentrations after storm events. 
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1. Overview 

One of the key elements of the restoration plan in Project Clarity was obtaining two properties in the 
Macatawa watershed to create/restore wetlands.  Created wetlands are often used to help detain flow 
and remove both nutrients and sediments before they reach a receiving water body.  They can range in 
size from very small to very large, and depending on their age, design, sediment type, and biotic 
structure, can be very effective in retaining pollutants (Guardo et al. 1995, Fink and Mitsch 2004, Kadlec 
and Wallace 2008).   

The two properties acquired for wetland creation/restoration are referred to as the Middle Macatawa 
and Haworth properties. Project goals included slowing the flow of water in the Macatawa River and its 
tributaries, particularly during high flow events, thus trapping and retaining suspended sediments and 
nutrients. Restoration construction at Middle Macatawa and Haworth was completed in late September 
and early October 2015, respectively. Tributary monitoring (see below) started soon thereafter, but was 
terminated in April 2019 given the limited value of the information provided. The monitoring effort was 
replaced with sampling sediment within the two restored wetlands to determine how much phosphorus 
(P), and what form of P, is accumulating in each system.  This information is a way to assess the 
effectiveness of these restored wetlands at trapping and retaining P. This appendix provides an 
overview of the P dynamics in the wetlands to date.   

2. Methods 

2.1 Overall watershed description 

The Macatawa watershed (464 km2 /114,000 acres), located in Ottawa and Allegan Counties, includes 
Lake Macatawa, the Macatawa River, and many tributaries. It is dominated by agricultural (46%) and 
urban (33%) land uses, which have contributed to the loss of 86% of the watershed’s natural wetlands 
(MWP 2012). The watershed includes the Cities of Holland and Zeeland and parts of 13 townships (MWP 
2012). Lake Macatawa is a 7.2 km2 /1,780 acre drowned river mouth lake. It is relatively shallow, with an 
average depth of 3.6 m/12 ft and a maximum depth of 12 m/40 ft in the western basin. The Macatawa 
River, the main tributary to the lake, flows into the lake’s shallow eastern basin. A navigation channel in 
the western end of the lake connects Lake Macatawa with Lake Michigan. 

2.1.1 Monitoring & Data Collection 

Sediment Analysis: Sediment cores were collected from the restored Haworth and Middle Macatawa 
wetlands on 1 and 8 October 2020, respectively, for sediment P analyses. Four coring site locations per 
wetland were determined using stratified random selection techniques to ensure that two cores were 
collected in each of the unexcavated and excavated restoration areas (Middle Macatawa) and that one 
core was collected from each of four wetland cells (Haworth). Coring site coordinates and maps are 
provided in Table 1 and Figs. 1, 2.  When sufficient overlying water was present at coring sites, surface 
water was sampled with minimal disturbance prior to sediment coring in order to assess general water 
quality parameters, as well as measure total phosphorus (TP) and soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP). 
General water quality parameters (dissolved oxygen [DO], temperature, pH, specific conductivity, total 
dissolved solids [TDS], redox potential [ORP: oxidation-reduction potential – the degree to which a 
substance is capable of oxidizing or reducing another substance], and turbidity) were measured using a 
YSI 6600 sonde. Sediments were collected in triplicate using a modified piston coring apparatus (Fisher 
et al. 1992; Davis and Steinman 1998). The modified piston corer was constructed of a 0.6-m long, 7-cm 
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inner diameter, 7.6-cm outer diameter polycarbonate tube that was driven into the ground to collect 
cores of at least 10-15 cm depth of surface sediment. Additional water was collected via grab sample 
from either a pool of standing water within the wetland (Middle Macatawa, near site 6) or the river 
upstream of the wetland (Haworth) for SRP analysis. 

Cores were transported to the laboratory on the same day, extruded to isolate the top 10 cm of 
sediment, and refrigerated at 4°C. Water samples were stored in coolers on ice and were also 
transported to the laboratory on the same day and refrigerated at 4°C until analysis. Within 24 hours of 
refrigeration, sediments were composited per site, homogenized and subsampled for sediment organic 
matter (OM), ash-free dry mass (AFDM), sediment TP concentration, isotherm experiments, and P 
fractionation analysis. Water for SRP analysis was syringe-filtered through 0.45-μm membrane filters 
into scintillation vials; TP and SRP samples were both analyzed on a SEAL AQ2 discrete automated 
analyzer (U.S. EPA 1993). Any values below detection were calculated as ½ the detection limit for the 
purposes of analysis. 

Sediment OM and AFDM were determined using gravimetric procedures (i.e., dry for 24 hr at 105˚C, 
weigh, ash at 550˚C for 1 hr, re-weigh; Steinman et al. 2017). The resultant ashed material was used for 
analysis of sediment TP on a Seal AQ2 Discrete Analyzer (U.S. EPA 1993). 

Isotherm analysis, which provides an indication of the propensity of sediments to release or take up P 
from overlying water, were conducted in triplicate for each of the homogenized composite sediment 
cores. The procedure is a modification of Mozaffari and Sims (1994) and Novak et al. (2004). Briefly, 
tubes containing 3 g of sediment with 10 mL of inorganic P solutions (KH2PO4 dissolved in 0.01 M CaCl2) 
containing 0, 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10, 50, 100, and 500 μg P/L were shaken for 24 h. After centrifugation and 
filtration (0.45 μm), the inorganic P in the supernatant was analyzed as described above. P sorption is 
calculated as the difference between the amount of P initially added to the tube and that in the solution 
at equilibrium. 

Calculations were made as follows (after Olila and Reddy 1993): 

• P lost after the 24-hr equilibration is considered sorbed (S1): 

S1 = (V/m)(C0-C24) 

where C0 = the concentration of P added (μg/L); V = total volume (mL); C24 = solution P 
concentration after 24-h equilibration (μg/L); and m = mass of dry sediment (g). 

• Native sorbed P (S0) was estimated using the least squares fit of the plot of S1 vs. C24 at low P 
concentrations (i.e., during linear relationship): 

S1 = S0 + bC24 

• The constant (y-intercept) was considered as the initial sediment P present in the adsorbed 
phase. The values for SO and S1 were added to obtain the corrected P sorption (S): 

S = S1 + S0 

ATTACHMENT 2



70 

• The equilibrium P concentration (EPC0) of the sediments, defined as the solution P concentration 
at which S1 = 0, was calculated from the equation: 

EPC0 = S0/b 

• The P sorption isotherm was constructed by plotting the mean quantity of P sorbed (mg/kg) 
against the mean P equilibrium concentration (mg/L) using the linear version of a Langmuir 
equation: 

c/(x/m) = (1/Smax)c + 1/(k)(Smax) 

where x/m (mg/kg) is the quantity of P sorbed by the sediment, Smax (mg/kg) is the P sorption 
maxima, k (L/mg) is a sorption constant relative to P binding energy, and c (mg/L) is the P 
equilibrium concentration. 

Sediment cores were separately subsampled and sequentially fractionated (based on Psenner and 
Puscko 1988 with modifications from Hupfer et al. 2009) at room temperature, resulting in four 
fractions: 1) Labile P (loosely sorbed) using 1M NH4Cl; 2) Reductant-soluble P (iron hydroxides, Mn-
bound) using 0.11 M Buffered Dithionite (NaHCO3/Na2S2O4); 3) Fe- and Al-bound P using 1M NaOH; and 
4) Ca- and Mg-bound P using 0.5 M HCl.  

 
Table 1. Site coordinates of post-restoration Haworth (10/1/2020, North Branch) and Middle Mac 
(10/8/2020, Macatawa River) wetland sediment coring. 

Wetland Site  Latitude (°N) Longitude (°W) 

Haworth 

1 42.74591 86.08409 
2 42.74394 86.08308 
3 42.74405 86.07838 
4 42.74545 86.07757 

Middle 
Mac 

5 42.77902 86.00584 
6 42.77810 86.00515 
7 42.77702 86.00864 
8 42.77771 86.01033 

ATTACHMENT 2



71 

 

Figure 1. Middle Macatawa wetland sediment coring sites (n=4 total; sites 5, 6 are in the excavated 
restoration area and sites 7, 8 are in the unexcavated area). 

 
Figure 2. Haworth wetland sediment coring sites (n=4 sites total, 1 site per wetland cell). 
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2.1.2 Data Analysis  

Monitoring of wetland sediment started in 2019; as a consequence, there are no prior data to assess 
annual trends. Rather, sediment data analysis for 2020 focuses on assessing the current P retention 
capacity of the restored wetlands. These datasets will serve as baseline data in future years, allowing us 
to rigorously measure P retention changes over time. 

 
3. Results and Discussion 
3.1 Middle Macatawa Property  

Overlying water was present in insufficient quantity throughout the four Middle Macatawa wetland sites 
for water quality analyses. Sediment TP and OM in collected cores varied depending on where they 
were sampled in throughout the restored wetland. As seen in 2019, surface (0-10 cm) sediments at sites 
5 and 6 in the excavated restoration area had lower TP (386-402 mg/kg dry weight) and OM (3-4%) 
compared to sites 7 and 8 in the unexcavated area, which were much higher (1383-1402 mg/kg dry wt.; 
10-12%; Table 2, Fig. 3A,B). These trends were expected due to the removal of sediment-laden P and 
associated organic matter at the excavated restored sites, and were consistent with other wetland 
restoration sites in west Michigan that have been dredged (Oldenborg and Steinman 2019).  

Comparison of soil TP and maximum P adsorption values (Smax) yields an indicator of whether the soils 
are saturated with P or have the capacity to adsorb more. Although Smax values were much greater at 
the unexcavated sites than the excavated sites (Table 2), values were still below soil TP, although not by 
much, suggesting these soils are close to P saturation. Among the unexcavated sites, site 5 has 
considerable additional sorption capacity, but one of the three replicate cores at site 6 indicated P 
oversaturation, whereas the other two replicates were still undersaturated (Table 2).  

EPC0 was lower at excavated sites 5 and 6 (mean = 0.002 and 0.014 mg/L) than at sites 7 and 8 (mean = 
0.032 and 0.026 mg/L; Table 2). Normally, EPC0 would be compared to the overlying water to determine 
if the sediments acted as a P sink (EPC0 < water SRP) or a P source (EPC0 > water SRP). However, there 
was no overlying water present in 2020. Instead we compared EPC0 with the measured stormflow SRP 
concentrations collected at the upstream site during post-restoration monitoring and on the 2020 
sediment coring day. In both cases, EPC0 was lower than all measured SRP concentrations (Fig. 4A,B). 
Although EPC0 was lower than water SRP at all sites, EPC0 values and SRP concentrations were much 
closer to each other and much higher overall at the unexcavated sites (7 and 8), suggesting greater 
potential for P release from those sediments in the future.  

Fractionation of surface sediments showed that the loosely-sorbed NH4Cl-P fraction, which is easily 
released from sediments, was found in minimal (0.04-0.18 µg/g) concentrations at all sites (Fig. 5).  In 
contrast, the NaOH-P fraction (Fe- and Al-bound P) was consistently the largest fraction (145-479 µg/g) 
in the Middle Macatawa wetland sediment at all sites (Fig. 5); this fraction is redox sensitive so if the 
water column were to become anoxic, the iron-bound P could be released into the water column (Orihel 
et al. 2017).  
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Overall, the trend observed in sediment P studies from 2019 to 2020 indicates that Middle Macatawa 
wetlands contain high levels of P and these wetland sediments may have limited capacity or binding 
sites to uptake additional P (Hassett et. al 2020). Sediment TP concentrations generally remain similar to 
those seen in previous years and are close to calculated maximum sorption values (Table 2). This could 
be potentially problematic if continued P loading, from either excess runoff or mineralization of 
decomposing vegetation, results in the saturation of P binding sites in the soils.  Continued monitoring 
will allow us to make that determination, and whether management practices (such as vegetation or 
sediment removal in unexcavated areas) would be justified to maintain efficient functioning of this 
wetland system.  

Table 2. Middle Macatawa wetland site and mean (1 SD) sediment characteristics from cores collected 
10/8/2020. All sediment is homogenized from near surface depth (0-10 cm, except Site 8 = 0-9 cm). TP = 
total phosphorus, OM = organic matter, EPC0 = equilibrium phosphorus concentration, Smax = 
phosphorus sorption maximum. Site 5 core replicate C data were so small (i.e., sediment sample 
adsorbed so much P during isotherm lab processing) that sediment adsorption vs. added P 
concentration relationship could not be estimated; EPC0 and Smax results are listed as NA = not applicable 
and are not included in wetland mean. 

Site 
Standing 
Water, 

cm 
Core 

Sediment 
TP (dry), 
mg/kg 

Sediment 
OM, % EPC0, mg/L Smax, 

mg/kg 

5 0 
A 402 3% 0.002 711.2 
B     0.002 763.7 
C     NA NA 

6 0 
A 386 4% 0.013 322.2 
B     0.018 466.3 
C     0.012 474.3 

7 0 
A 1383 10% 0.032 1561.2 
B     0.032 1620.4 
C     0.032 1617.9 

8 0 
A 1402 12% 0.026 1455.4 
B     0.026 1562.1 
C     0.026 1560.3 

Wetland Mean 893 7% 0.020 1101.4 
SD 577 5% 0.013 583.2 
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Figure 3. Middle Macatawa post-restoration wetland core surface sediment TP (A) and organic matter (B). 

 
Figure 4. Middle Macatawa post-restoration wetland mean (1 SD) equilibrium P concentrations (EPC0) in cores 
(n=3). Dotted reference lines represent grab sample at the restored Middle Macatawa wetland pond on 
10/8/2020 sediment coring day (0.045 mg/L). Dashed reference lines represent maximum and minimum (1.258 
and 0.206 mg/L) observed SRP concentrations collected at the Macatawa Upstream tributary monitoring site 
from all post-restoration stormflow sampling (2016-2019). Panel B is a blow-up of panel A to show greater 
detail; note the change of y-axis scale and that the minimum Macatawa Upstream stormflow SRP are above the 
displayed scale. No error bars for sites 5, 6, and 8 due to lack of variation in replicates (see Table 2).
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Figure 5. Middle Macatawa post-restoration wetland surface (top 10 cm) sediment P fractions shown as 
stacked columns by site. Note that SRP concentrations from NH4Cl (loosely sorbed P) are too small to 
appear in this figure. 

 

3.2 Haworth Property  

Similar to the Middle Macatawa wetland, there was insufficient overlying water throughout the four 
Haworth wetland sites for water quality analyses. Sediment TP at Haworth was about one-third of that 
at the unexcavated sites in the Middle Macatawa wetland, ranging 199-440 mg/kg (Table 3, Fig. 6A). 
Haworth sediment OM ranged 2-4%, very similar to the excavated restoration area at the Middle 
Macatawa wetland (Table 3, Fig. 6B). 

EPC0 ranged 0.006-0.038 mg/L among all Haworth cores, with an average of 0.022 mg/L (Table 3). Since 
no standing water was present, EPC0 values were compared to 2019 mean base and storm flow SRP data 
(0.021 and 0.077 mg/L, respectively), as well as a single grab sample collected during the 10/1/2020 
sediment coring day (0.015 mg/L), all collected at the North Branch tributary monitoring site (i.e., the 
water that will flood the wetland during stormflow). EPC0 values exceeded the mean 2019 SRP and the 
single 2020 SRP sample at sites 1, 2, and 4 (Fig. 7). However, these samples were taken at baseflow, 
when river water is unlikely to enter the wetland.  During stormflow, when SRP values increase 4 to 10× 
that of baseflow (Fig. 7; Steinman et al. 2018), the sediment is likely to serve as a P sink.   

ATTACHMENT 2



76 

Smax values tended to be similar to or lower than soil TP concentrations, suggesting these cells, with the 
exception of cell 3, are either close to or already saturated with P.  Based on fractionation results, 2 of 4 
sites were dominated (53-77%) by the NaOH-P fraction (Fe- and Al-bound P), continuing the trend 
observed in 2019. The remaining Haworth sites were dominated by the less redox-sensitive (but more 
pH sensitive) HCl-P fraction (45-51%; Fig. 8). 

Overall, Haworth sediments show an interesting contrast, with EPC values suggesting the capacity to 
adsorb more P but Smax values suggesting P saturation at most sites. Site mean sorption maximum 
values appear to have decreased at all sites from 2019 by ~47-62% (data not shown). Continued 
monitoring of these restored wetland sediments will provide more information with which to assess 
whether this is a trend or an indication of interannual variability. 

 

Table 3. Haworth wetland site and mean (1 SD) sediment characteristics from cores collected 
10/1/2020. All sediment is homogenized from near surface depth (0-10 cm). TP = total phosphorus, OM 
= organic matter, EPC0 = equilibrium phosphorus concentration, Smax = phosphorus sorption maximum. 

Site 
Standing 
Water, 

cm 
Core 

Sediment 
TP (dry), 
mg/kg 

Sediment 
OM, % 

EPC0, 

mg/L 
Smax, 

mg/kg 

1 0 
A 440 4% 0.038 465.2 
B     0.035 329.9 
C     0.034 323.2 

2 0 
A 385 3% 0.018 212.4 
B     0.022 295.9 
C     0.025 255.5 

3 0 
A 199 2% 0.007 226.4 
B     0.006 272.7 
C     0.009 251.5 

4 0 
A 272 3% 0.026 236.5 
B     0.023 202.7 
C     0.017 275.2 

Wetland Mean 324 3% 0.022 278.9 
SD 109 1% 0.012 63.0 
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Figure 6. Haworth post-restoration wetland sediment core surface sediment TP (A) and organic matter 
(B). 

 
Figure 7. Haworth post-restoration wetland mean (1 SD) equilibrium P concentrations (EPC0) in non-
sterilized live cores (n=3). Dotted reference line represents grab sample at North Branch Upstream 
tributary monitoring site on 10/1/2020 sediment coring day (0.015 mg/L). Dashed reference lines 
represent mean baseflow (0.021 mg/L) and stormflow (0.077 mg/L) SRP concentration collected at the 
North Branch Upstream tributary monitoring site in 2019, the most recent sampling year. Insufficient 
overlying water was present during sediment coring for collection and analysis to determine SRP 
concentration so we used concentrations from adjacent tributary. 
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Figure 8. Haworth post-restoration wetland surface (top 10 cm) sediment P fractions shown as stacked 
columns by site. Note that SRP concentrations from NH4Cl (loosely sorbed P) are too low to appear in 
this figure. 

 
4. Summary 

Analyses of the P biogeochemistry in the undisturbed sediments of the Haworth and Middle Macatawa 
wetlands indicate that they retain the capacity to serve as P sinks.  However, there are indications that 
some areas are close to reaching P saturation, which may convert into P sources to overlying water. 
Continued monitoring will help determine the P status of these sediments, and whether or not 
management intervention is recommended to replenish their P binding ability.   
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Executive Summary 
 
The Hope College Global Water Research Institute (GWRI) partnered with the Outdoor 
Discovery Center and Project Clarity to monitor both lake and stream sites withing the 
Macatawa Watershed. The Macatawa Watershed remains impaired with respect to nutrient 
(phosphorous and nitrate) pollution in both Lake Macatawa and the streams that feed the 
lake. While there have been concerns about E. coli levels in the eastern parts of Lake 
Macatawa, the levels in Lake Macatawa did not exceed health guidelines for recreational 
access at the monitored timepoints during the past year. However, the streams within the 
watershed all show consistently high levels of E. coli, often exceeding health guidelines for 
recreational use. Measurements of chlorophyll a were consistent with the hypereutrophic 
state of Lake Macatawa, but measurements of microcystin associated with harmful algal 
blooms were well below health guidelines. This represents the first year of monitoring as 
part of the partnership between GWRI and Project Clarity. In future years, data will be 
placed in context with data from prior years. 
 
Project Report 
 
The Macatawa Watershed in southwest Michigan is a small (464 km2) eutrophic catchment 
containing eight subbasins that drain through the Macatawa River into Lake Macatawa. The 
terminus for the watershed is an outlet to Lake Michigan (Figure 1). Lake Macatawa is a 
dimictic lake that has a small surface area (7.2 km2), shallow average depth (3.6 m), and 
therefore, short residence time of only 65 days [Fusilier and Fusilier, 1999].  It has had water 
quality concerns (e.g., high phosphorus, low clarity, poor aquatic habitat) for decades [e.g., 
Ketelle and Uttormark, 1971; Fusilier and Fusilier, 1999; Holden, 2015] and has been studied 
extensively on a local scale. The Macatawa River and its perennial tributaries have similar 
concerns and have been classified as one of the flashiest in the state [Fongers, 2012]. This, 
along with soil types that are also conducive to mobility, leads to detrimental erosion and 
transport of large amounts of sediment throughout the fluvial system. This has led to an 
implementation of Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) limits and regulation on Phosphorous 
(0.05 mg/L P in Lake Macatawa) and on E. coli in some of the watershed’s streams. 
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Land usage in the Macatawa Watershed plays a large role in the current eutrophic status of 
Lake Macatawa. The glaciated terrain is one factor that makes the region ideal/suitable for 
agriculture, which constitutes roughly 44.9% [this study calculated in GIS] of the 
watershed’s designated land use (Figure 2). Soil types ranging from sand, silt, and clay 
[Fongers, 2009; Van Fassen, 2008] contribute to high erosion and runoff potential which 
has, in part, contributed to the unfavorable health of the watershed’s water bodies with 
high sediment, nutrient, and E. coli levels. The remainder of the watershed is classified as 
32.7% urban and only 19.6% as natural and 2.8% as water or wetland [this study calculated 
in GIS]. The watershed consisted of roughly 66% agricultural land use and 15% urban in 
1978 and 50% agricultural and 31% urban in 2005. While more recent land use data than 
2009 is not available at this time, a similar trend of increasing urbanization and decreasing 
agricultural use is expected to continue, as Ottawa County and west Michigan have 
experienced rapid population growth since 2010 (10+%). Additionally, from 2005 to 2009 
there was an increase in natural areas and wetlands from 19.2 to 22.4%. This trend may also 
continue as there have been numerous remediation projects led by Project Clarity, creating 
man-made wetlands in the watershed since 2009. Upland areas of all tributaries flowing 
into the Macatawa River are dominated by agricultural land use, where the downstream 
reaches are surrounded by urban areas. The areas that drain directly into Lake Macatawa 
are dominated by urban land use, except at the western end of the watershed, where 
forested areas increase near the shore of Lake Michigan. 
 

 
Figure 1. Macatawa Watershed map showing subbasins and current monitoring sites. 
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Table 1. Macatawa Watershed Sampling Locations 
Site Name Site Abbreviation Site Type Watershed Basin 

Representation 
Geographical 
Order (East to 

West) 

Coordinates 

Black Lake 
Boardwalk 

BLB Lake N/A 10 42.772346, 
-86.204489 

Dunton Park DD Lake N/A 7 42.795571, 
-86.120257 

Graafschap GS Lake N/A 9 42.781182,-
86.137389 

Macatawa River MCR Stream South Branch, 
Middle, and Upper 

Macatawa River 

4 42.7782, -
86.01842 

North Branch NB Stream North Branch 
Macatawa River 

5 42.78367, -
86.03822 

Noordeloos NRD Stream Bosch and Hulst 
Drain 

6 42.799316, 
-86.045615 

Pine Creek 
Stream 

PCS Stream Pine Creek 8 42.79851, -
86.14185 

Peter’s Creek PTC Stream Middle Macatawa 
River 

1 42.7822, -
86.00261 

South Branch SBK Stream South Branch 
Macatawa River 

3 42.77752, -
86.01594 

Upper 
Macatawa 

UM Stream Upper Macatawa 
River 

2 42.78249, -
86.00265 

 

 
Figure 2. Macatawa Watershed Map showing land usage and 2016-2019 monitoring sites. 
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Current Monitoring Activity (July 2020 – June 2021) 
 
The Global Water Research Institute (GWRI) at Hope College is working with Project Clarity 
to provide long term monitoring of the Macatawa Watershed. This report describes data 
from the period of July 2020 through June 2021. The GWRI monitoring is meant to 
supplement monitoring that has occurred since 2013 by Project Clarity in collaboration with 
the Annis Water Resources Institute (AWRI). The GWRI monitoring overlaps AWRI 
monitoring of the lake (three sites; Figure 1, Table 1) and adds the following: 
 

1. Monitoring of seven (7) stream sites within the watershed, representing the major 
subbasins (Figure 1, Table 1) 

2. Year round monitoring to capture potential seasonality of measured parameters 
3. E. coli monitoring 

 
The following parameters are being monitored at each lake and stream site monthly: 
 

1. Physiochemical: Temperature, pH, Dissolved Oxygen, Total Dissolved Solids, 
Turbidity, Orthophosphate (o-PO4

3-), Total Phosphorous, Nitrate (NO3
-), Ammonia 

(NH4
+), Conductivity, Oxidation-Reduction Potential, Dissolved Organic Matter, 

Oxygen Saturation. 
2. Biological: E. coli levels, Microcystin (Spring/Summer/Fall), Chlorophyll a 

(Spring/Summer/Fall) 
 
All samples are nearshore, surface grabs of water. Methodology descriptions are available 
upon request. 
 
This reporting period represents the first monitoring year for the GWRI in collaboration with 
Project Clarity. During this first year, assays related to Total phosphorous (TP), microcystin 
and chlorophyll a were developed and deployed as the assays came online. The COVID-19 
pandemic impacted the speed with which these assays were developed. The TP assay was 
first used in the September 2020 sampling event; the chlorophyll a assay was first used the 
April 2021 sampling event, and the microcystin assay was first used in May 2021. 
 
Measured Phosphate Levels 
 
Two metrics for phosphate have been measured, orthophosphate and total phosphorous. 
Averaged over the full sampling period for all lake sites, the level of orthophosphate was 
20.4 ug/L (ppb) and the level of TP was 102 ug/L. For stream sites, the average level of 
orthophosphate was 98.1 ug/L and the average level of TP was 170.1 ug/L (Figure 3). This 
demonstrates that Lake Macatawa continues to contain levels of TP that are above the 
TMDL of 50 ug/L, consistent with previous monitoring by AWRI. The orthophosphate levels 
are similar to those seen in past years of monitoring by Hope College. The stream site TP  
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and orthophosphate average levels are consistently higher than lake site levels, which 
indicates that there is continued external loading of phosphate into Lake Macatawa from 
monitored subbasins in the watershed (Figure 4). The Upper Macatawa (UM) and Peter’s 
Creek (PTC) sites have the highest values, both of which feed into the Macatawa River 
(MCR) site. Noordelos Creek (NRD) shows an average TP value similar to the UM and PTC 
sites, however, the extreme high range for NRD is much lower than for the other two sites 
(Figure 4). Overall, these data indicate that Lake Macatawa continues to contain total 
phosphorous levels above the TMDL and that external loading from streams contributes to 
this throughout the year (Figure 5). 
 

 
Figure 3. Phosphate levels over the full monitoring period. Total phosphorous (left) and orthophosphate 
(right) measurements are shown for all lake and stream sites. Stream sites have higher values for both 
measures as compared to lake sites. Lake sites remain over the TMDL of 50 ug/L. 
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Figure 4. Total Phosphorous levels over the full monitoring period organized by location within the 
watershed. Total phosphorous measurements are shown for individual lake and stream sites. The eastern-
most lake site (DD) shows higher TP levels than the western-most lake site (BLB). Stream sites also vary in TP 
content with MCR, NRD, PTC and UM showing the highest average values and ranges of TP levels. 
 

 
 
Figure 5. Total Phosphorous levels over the full monitoring period grouped by season. Total phosphorous 
measurements are shown for lake and stream sites in each season. Seasonal variation is observed for stream 
sites with the highest values and largest range of values occurring in the Spring. Lake sites show less variation, 
although there are very high values that occur in fall and spring. 
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Measured Nitrate Levels 
 
The Nitrate level averaged over the full sampling period for all lake sites was 1.9 mg/L 
(ppm). For stream sites, the average level of nitrate was 8.9 mg/L (Figure 6). Although there 
is not a current TMDL on nitrate levels in the lake or streams, both site types contain 
individual measurements of nitrate levels that are considered unhealthy for the ecosystem. 
Little variation in nitrate levels for individual sites is observed for the three lake sites, 
whereas significant variation is observed for stream sites. Peter’s Creek (PTC) stands out as 
having the highest averaged nitrate value in the watershed (Figure 7). South Branch (SBK) 
has the highest measured values over the past year (outliers in Figure 7). Some seasonal 
variation in both lake and stream nitrate levels was observed, with the fall and summer 
seasons having the lowest average values (Figure 8). 
 

 
Figure 6. Nitrate levels over the full monitoring period. Nitrate (NO3

-) measurements are shown for all lake 
and stream sites. The overall average nitrate levels for streams is higher than that observed in the lake sites. 
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Figure 7. Nitrate levels over the full monitoring period organized by location within the watershed. Nitrate 
(NO3

-) measurements are shown for individual lake and stream sites. Peter’s Creek (PTC) shows the highest, 
consistent levels of nitrate of the monitored subbasins. In general, there is no difference in the average nitrate 
levels observed between lake and stream sites. 
 

 
Figure 8. Nitrate levels over the full monitoring period grouped by season. Nitrate (NO3

-) measurements are 
shown for lake and stream sites in each season. The highest values are observed in the Spring and Winter 
seasons. 
 
Measured E. coli Levels 
 
The E. coli level averaged over the full sampling period for all lake sites was 82.2 CFU/100 
mL. For stream sites, the average level of E. coli was 793.8 CFU/100 mL (Figure 9). This 
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indicates that lake E. coli levels are generally under the guidelines of 300 CFU/100 mL for 
total body contact and 1000 CFU/100 mL for partial body contact. However, the streams 
sites are consistently above the total body contact limit and exceed the partial body contact 
limit at times. These trends are clearly seen in individual site data for the watershed (Figure 
10). All lake site samples had E. coli levels below the total body contact limit, which 
indicates that it is safe to use the lake for recreational activities. In contrast, all stream sites 
exceeded the total body contact limit with most also exceeding the partial body contact 
limit at some point through the monitoring period. There is seasonal variation in the E. coli 
levels for stream sites, with winter months having the lowest values. The levels are highest 
in the streams in the Summer and Fall months when recreational activity in the watershed is 
highest. These results are consistent with the state-imposed E. coli TMDL for streams in the 
Macatawa Watershed.  
 

 
Figure 9. E. coli levels over the full monitoring period. E. coli counts in colony forming units (CFU) per 100 mL 
are shown for all lake and stream sites. Stream sites exceed the total body contact limit. Lake sites are 
generally below the contact limits. Stream sites exceed the partial body contact limit in some sampling events. 
Values for stream sites above 2500 CFU/mL are not shown. 
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Figure 10. E. coli levels over the full monitoring period organized by location within the watershed. E. coli 
counts in colony forming units (CFU) per 100 mL are shown for individual lake and stream sites. Horizontal red 
lines indicate the total body contact limit (300 CFU/100 mL) and partial contact limit (1000 CFU/100 mL). 
Stream sites regularly exceed the total body contact limit. Lake sites are below the contact limits throughout 
the monitoring period. Values for stream sites above 2500 CFU/mL are not shown. 
 

 
Figure 11. E. coli levels over the full monitoring period grouped by season. E. coli counts in colony forming 
units (CFU) per 100 mL are shown for lake and stream sites in each season. Horizontal red lines indicate the 
total body contact limit (300 CFU/100 mL) and partial contact limit (1000 CFU/100 mL). Stream sites show 
more variation than lake sites with the highest values being observed outside of Winter. Lake site values vary 
most in the Fall and Spring. Values for stream sites above 2500 CFU/mL are not shown. 
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Measured Microcystin and Chlorophyll a Levels 
 
Measurements of microcystin and chlorophyll a were planned to be monitored in the lake 
sites during the summer, fall, and spring seasons due to potential cyanobacterial bloom 
activity during these times. However, we did not begin monitoring chlorophyll a until April 
2021 and microcystin until May 2021 due to the need to establish the assays in our 
laboratory and delays associated with the COVID-19 pandemic. Chlorophyll a levels 
averaged 0.64 mg/L (ppm) across all lake sites from April through June 2021 (Table 2). 
Microcystin levels averaged 0.15 ug/L (ppb) across all lake sites from May through June 
2021 (Table 3). The values for chlorophyll a are consistent with a hypereutrophic 
classification of recreational surface waters in Michigan with increasing levels from May to 
June. The westmost lake site (BLB) showed the lowest chlorophyll a values. The values for 
microcystin are well below the 8 ug/L limit for recreational waters as recommended by the 
EPA through the late spring/early summer timeframe.  
 
Table 2. Chlorophyll a Measurements from Lake Sites 
Event 1 
5/25/21  Chl-a  Chl-b  Cartanoids 

Site 
Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

BLB 0.31 0.2152525255 0.21 0.2312165914 0.35 0.3900321469 

DD 0.36 0.1890989593 0.27 0.2783504518 0.39 0.436715377 

GS 0.44 0.1677921304 0.19 0.1217842109 0.25 0.1799695175 

Event 2 
6/15/21  Chl-a  Chl-b  Cartanoids 

Site 
Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

Avg. Conc. 
(ppm) Std Conc. 

BLB 0.26 0.03253324658 0.11 0.02931502402 0.22 0.1032326867 

DD 0.74 0.3897417261 0.02 0.04549600239 0.13 0.01240104162 

GS 0.84 0.06164840387 0.2 0.05639047083 0.36 0.01497968736 
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Table 3. Microcystin Measurements from Lake Sites 
Event 1         

Sample ID 
Sampling 
Date OD1 OD2 

Avg. 
OD %CV %B0 

Microcystin 
Conc. (ppb) 

Standard 
Values (ppb) 

DI Water 5/25/2021 0.834 1.285 1.0595 30.09959021 89.14598233   
Neg. 

Control 5/25/2021 1.309 1.068 1.1885 14.33847154 100 0.14 0 
Standard 

1 5/25/2021 1.077 1.099 1.088 1.429811506 91.54396298 0.18 0.2 

Standard 
2 5/25/2021 0.476 0.56 0.518 11.46659645 43.58435002 0.75 0.6 

Standard 
3 5/25/2021 0.162 0.182 0.172 8.222171874 14.47202356 1.80 2 

BLB 5/25/2021 1.217 1.231 1.224 0.8087822661 102.9869584 0.13  

DD 5/25/2021 1.075 1.104 1.0895 1.882156646 91.67017249 0.18  

GS 5/25/2021 1.063 1.210 1.1365 9.146035797 95.62473706 0.16  

Event 2         

Sample ID 
Sampling 
Date OD1 OD2 

Avg. 
OD %CV %B0 

Microcystin 
Conc. (ppb) 

Standard 
Values (ppb) 

DI Water 6/15/21 0.057 0.067 0.062 11.40494808 4.439670605   
Neg. 

Control 6/15/21 1.448 1.345 1.397 5.215323914 100 0.11 0 
Standard 

1 6/15/21 1.212 1.154 1.183 3.466795715 84.71177945 0.18 0.2 

Standard 
2 6/15/21 0.605 0.568 0.587 4.460861194 41.99785177 0.70 0.6 

Standard 
3 6/15/21 0.14 0.158 0.149 8.542229571 10.66953097 1.85 2 

BLB 6/15/21 1.248 1.233 1.241 0.8550263376 88.8292159 0.16  

DD 6/15/21 1.29 1.274 1.282 0.8825045631 91.8009309 0.15  

GS 6/15/21 1.285 1.262 1.274 1.277067606 91.19226638 0.15  
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