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Q.1.  Please state your name, current title, and business address. 1 

A.1. My name is Dr. Jeffrey Reutter. I am the Retired Director of The Ohio State 2 

University’s Ohio Sea Grant College Program and Stone Lab, and a former Chair of the 3 

Board of Trustees of The Nature Conservancy in Ohio.   4 

 5 

Q.2. Please summarize your educational background and professional experience. 6 

A.2. I am an aquatic biologist and limnologist. I received my Bachelor of Science and 7 

Masters of Science in Natural Resources (fisheries management) from The Ohio State 8 

University (OSU). I also received my Doctorate in Environmental Biology from OSU. I 9 

worked at OSU from 1970-2017. I was the Director of Ohio Sea Grant, Stone Lab, and 10 

the Center for Lake Erie Area Research (CLEAR) for 30 years. While in those roles, I 11 

fostered the development of 24 endowments; awarded scholarships, fellowships and 12 

employment opportunities to 2,200 students; authored over 150 papers; and awarded over 13 



3 
 

600 grants to over 300 scientists at over 20 colleges and universities. I was the President 1 

of the National Association of Marine Laboratories, the Chair of the Board of Trustees 2 

for The Nature Conservancy in Ohio, U.S. Co-Chair of the Lake Erie Millennium 3 

Network for 18 years, the U.S. Co-Chair of the Council of Great Lakes Research 4 

Managers for the International Joint Commission for 6 years, and the U.S. Co-Chair of 5 

the Objectives and Targets Task Team for Annex 4 (nutrients) of the Great Lakes Water 6 

Quality Agreement. That Task Team set the phosphorus reduction targets for Lake Erie to 7 

address harmful algal blooms (HABs) and the dead zone. I was a member of the Ocean 8 

Research and Resources Advisory Panel (ORRAP), serving 28 federal agencies and 9 

offices. As a member of ORRAP, I chaired the Education Sub-Panel, which wrote the 10 

ocean education piece for the Obama transition team. I also served on the Research to 11 

Applications Task Force at ORRAP. I was inducted into the Willoughby South High 12 

School Alumni Hall of Fame. I received the Friends of Stone Laboratory Lifetime 13 

Achievement Award in 2015, the 2015 Lifetime Achievement Award from the Ohio 14 

Environmental Council, the 2015 Water Conservationist of the Year Award from the 15 

League of Ohio Sportsmen, and the 2017 Lifetime Achievement Award from the Ohio 16 

Lake Management Association.  In 2017, OSU and the Friends of Stone Laboratory 17 

created an endowment in my name for student scholarships and research at Stone Lab. In 18 

April 2021, The Nature Conservancy in Ohio made me the first inductee to their Hall of 19 

Fame. A copy of my resume is included with my testimony as Attachment A. A paper I 20 

co-authored on climate change’s impact to harmful algal blooms (HABs) is included as 21 

Attachment B.  22 

 23 
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Q.3. On whose behalf are you offering testimony? 1 

A.3. I am testifying on behalf of the Ohio Environmental Council (OEC).  2 

 3 

Q.4. What is the purpose of your testimony? 4 

A.4. The purpose of my testimony is to provide additional context and support for the 5 

value of renewable energy to mitigate climate change and contribute to the public 6 

interest.  7 

 8 

Q.5. Have you testified previously before the Ohio Power Siting Board? 9 

A.5.      Yes. I submitted written testimony in Dixon Run Solar, Case No. 21-768-EL-10 

BGN.   11 

 12 

Q.6. Have you previously served as an expert witness before any other court, agency, or 13 

other body on the subject you plan to offer testimony on today? 14 

A.6. I have testified at hearings in the U.S. Congress, Ohio Statehouse, and Ohio 15 

administrative agencies like the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency and Department 16 

of Natural Resources. My testimony in these proceedings focused on coastal economic 17 

development and the value of Lake Erie; fishery issues; invasive species, harmful algal 18 

blooms (HABs); dead zones, excessive nutrient loading; and how climate change is 19 

impacting Lake Erie, the Great Lakes, and Ohio’s surface waters.  20 

 21 

Q.7. How do Ohio’s fossil fuel and nuclear power plants affect Ohio wildlife? 22 
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A.7. Coal, gas, and nuclear power plants require lots of cooling water—often over 1 1 

million gallons/minute. In the 1970's some of my research focused on evaluating the fish 2 

killed by the Bayshore Power Plant at the mouth of the Maumee River in Toledo, the 3 

Acme Power Plant upstream from Bayshore, and the Davis-Besse Power Plant on the 4 

south shore of Lake Erie. In those days the Bayshore plant was producing about 500 5 

megawatt electric (MWe). We estimated that each year in the process of withdrawing 6 

cooling water from Lake Erie, that power plant killed about 18 million fish and about 500 7 

million fish eggs and larvae (fry). Those fish-kill numbers almost tripled after we brought 8 

about the recovery of Lake Erie and made it the Walleye Capital of the World. Solar 9 

panels and wind turbines don't need cooling water, and, therefore, don't kill fish.       10 

 11 

Q.8. How much coal does a single coal plant consume?  12 

A.8. A 1,000- MWe coal-fired power plant uses about 9,000 tonnes of coal per day, or 13 

90, 100-ton train cars--a huge volume. The Monroe, Michigan coal-fired power plant at 14 

the west end of Lake Erie is one of the largest, ~3,200 MWe.  15 

 16 

Q.9. What is your experience with solar technology? 17 

A.9. In 2012 and 2013, I installed 90 solar panels at OSU's Stone Lab on Gibraltar 18 

Island and solar thermal hot water at the dining hall. All have been producing power and 19 

hot water with no additional input from traditional energy sources. I don’t need to burn 20 

coal, gas or oil to make them work. They get their power from the sun, and I do not need 21 

to withdraw water from Lake Erie to cool them. They have been quietly producing power 22 

and hot water since 2012. The solar and solar thermal projects at Stone Lab were 23 
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constructed in two phases.  Phase I included the installation of a solar pavilion, two 1 

ground mounts, and solar thermal on the Dining Hall.  The total of 50 panels in the Phase 2 

I installation became operational on 13 June 2012. Phase II included the installation of 40 3 

solar panels on the roof of Stone Lab.  Funding was supplied by the Ohio State Office of 4 

Energy and the Environment with the support and advice of the Ohio State President’s 5 

and Provost’s Council on Sustainability (PPCS), the Ohio State Office of Research, and 6 

the Friends of Stone Laboratory (FOSL). The solar thermal system was designed by 7 

Metro CD Engineering and installed on the Stone Lab Dining Hall roof by Inspiramental 8 

Company in March 2012.  This installation includes three, 30-tube Apricus (AP-30) 9 

evacuated tube solar heat collectors and produces almost all the hot water we use in the 10 

Dining Hall (our biggest hot water user) during the summer. 11 

 12 

Q.10. Why did you choose these solar installations? 13 

A.10.  I wanted installations that could support the Lab’s mission of research, education, 14 

and outreach. My goal was to build an installation that would demonstrate several 15 

installation strategies.   16 

 17 

Q.11. Please describe the solar pavilion. 18 

 A.11. The solar pavilion was built on top of the Lab’s old sewage treatment plant. I 19 

wanted to turn an unusable area into an outdoor classroom and a place that would allow 20 

us to discuss how climate change was affecting Lake Erie. I wanted students and visitors 21 

to be able to closely observe the panels, understand how they work, and see that they are 22 

completely safe to touch. The roof of the pavilion is composed of 44, 240-watt panels 23 



7 
 

each with a microinverter to convert the electricity produced by the panels from direct 1 

current (DC) to alternating current (AC).  Half (22 panels) of the panels are 2 

monocrystalline silicon (15% efficient) and half are polycrystalline silicon (14% 3 

efficient).  4 

 5 

Q.12. Please describe the two ground mounts? 6 

A.12. The two, 3-panel, monocrystalline ground mounts in front of the solar pavilion are 7 

only about 3 feet off the ground and can be manually tilted toward or away from the sun 8 

to enable students to see how important it is for the panels to be perpendicular to the 9 

sun’s rays. Students can also cover portions of the panels and observe how power 10 

production is reduced by shade. When not being moved for research, education, and 11 

outreach, the western ground mount is fixed at approximately a 73 degree angle to the 12 

earth’s surface so that it is perpendicular to the sun’s rays at the winter solstice (21 13 

December).  The eastern panel is set at approximately 23 degrees so that it is 14 

perpendicular to the sun’s rays at the summer solstice (21 June).  15 

 16 

Q.13. Please describe the roof installation on Stone Lab? 17 

A.13. The roof installation on Stone Lab is the most visible to the 1 million tourists who 18 

visit Put-in-Bay each year, but it was installed last because it is not visible from any 19 

location on Gibraltar Island. It was installed by Third Sun Solar and Wind Power (now 20 

Kokosing Solar).  It consists of 40 SunPower, 327-watt, high efficiency panels (20% 21 

efficient) that became operational on 23 October 2013. The installation was designed to 22 

extend the architecture of the windows on the front of the building into the roof.  Each 23 
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horizontal row of 10 panels represents a different solar production strategy for optimizing 1 

and converting the DC electricity produced by the solar panels to AC. The top row (row 2 

1) utilizes Tigo DC optimizers and an SMA SB3000-US string inverter. Row 2 utilizes 3 

Solar Edge DC optimizers and a Solar Edge SE3000A-US string inverter.  The optimizers 4 

in rows 1 and 2 allow the production from each panel to show on the website.  Row 3 5 

utilizes a transformerless SMA SB3000TL-US string inverter.  Row 4 utilizes a SMA 6 

SB3000-US string inverter with a transformer. 7 

 8 

Q.14.  What is the purpose of the solar installations? 9 

A.14. The solar projects were designed to provide environmental, education, and 10 

research benefits to the lab. The solar arrays provide an environmental benefit by 11 

powering the lab with a renewable energy source. I also wanted each of the installations 12 

to provide research and educational opportunities to the lab’s students and scientists.  The 13 

placement of the two, 3-panel, ground-mounted solar arrays in front of the pavilion help 14 

observers understand the significance of positioning panels perpendicular to the sun’s 15 

rays. The microinverters allow each panel to communicate with the website to allow 16 

tracking of the output of each panel.  The systems were designed by Metro CD 17 

Engineering and installed by Dovetail Solar and Wind. The roof installation is in an area 18 

where sea gulls historically often landed, allowing the lab to study the impacts of bird 19 

activity and droppings on the panels. The optimizers on the panels in rows 1 and 2 allow 20 

users to evaluate the impact of bird droppings on individual panels. I wanted the real-time 21 

and historical energy production of the solar panels and solar thermal systems to be 22 

viewable on the Ohio Sea Grant and Stone Lab website.  I wanted viewers to be able to 23 
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see the output of each individual panel, and I wanted people to be able to compare the 1 

output of each type of solar panel and the performance of the different solar production 2 

strategies to assist them in choosing a solar design for their own project.  Faculty and 3 

students can use the data for research and education.   4 

 5 

Q.15. Were you able to achieve these purposes? 6 

A.15. Yes. The solar installations are used in a number of Stone Lab courses and 7 

workshops and by OSU Extension educators. They generate lots of discussion and 8 

questions from students and visitors to the island including participants in our workshops 9 

for science writers, the State Legislature and Congressional Delegation, coastal county 10 

commissioners and mayors, charter fishing captains, farmers, and teachers. After seeing 11 

and observing our installations many visitors and teachers have told me they want to have 12 

them installed at their farm, home and/or school, and a number of homes and businesses 13 

in the island area have added solar panels. 14 

 15 

Q.16. What does the scientific community know about climate change? 16 

A.16. We know that climate change is caused by an increased concentration of 17 

greenhouse gases in the atmosphere. Earth’s atmosphere is about 78% nitrogen and 21% 18 

oxygen. Two greenhouse gases that we hear a lot about are carbon dioxide and methane. 19 

Carbon dioxide makes up only 0.04% of our atmosphere and methane much less, but 20 

methane is still important because it is about 25 times more potent as a greenhouse gas. 21 

These greenhouse gases warm up and hold heat in our atmosphere, and even very small 22 

amounts of the gases can have a very big impact. During the last 800,000 years, carbon 23 
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dioxide concentrations in Earth’s atmosphere averaged about 230 ppm and never got 1 

above 300 ppm until about 1960. Since 1960 the concentration of CO2 in the atmosphere 2 

has been rising rapidly due to a variety of human activities, it is now up to about 420 3 

ppm. To best see the impact of that change we need to look at global temperature. 4 

Temperatures in small, local areas are too variable to be very useful. The average global 5 

temperature has increased a little over 1 degree Celsius. That sounds small, but it is 6 

significant, and some areas are seeing much larger increases. If we compare the annual 7 

average global temperature to the average global temperature for the 1900s (the 20th 8 

century), we see that every year since 1977 has had an average global temperature above 9 

the 20th century average and the amount of increase (the size of the departure from the 10 

20th century average) is growing rapidly.  11 

 12 

Q.17. How is climate change affecting Ohio? 13 

A.17. In Ohio it is hard for people to see how warmer temperatures are causing glaciers 14 

to melt and sea level to rise. We don’t live on an ocean coast so we cannot see the sea 15 

level rise. Some of my colleagues study glaciers and many of the glaciers they were 16 

studying have disappeared or shrunk tremendously. In some parts of the world and in 17 

other states, large lakes and reservoirs have dried up. In Ohio, the impact of global 18 

warming from climate change can be seen in many ways, but some of the easiest to 19 

observe are earlier planting times and longer growing seasons for farmers, an increase in 20 

night-time temperature, fewer winter days below freezing, and an increased frequency of 21 

severe storms. For me, warmer night-time temperatures during the summer mean that I 22 

cannot use my attic exhaust fan as often as I did in the past. The warmer winters mean 23 
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that I don’t get to ice fish and ice skate as much, and tick populations are increasing, 1 

which is very noticeable when we walk our dog. One of the reasons for the increased 2 

frequency of severe storms is that warmer temperatures are increasing evaporation of 3 

water. The increase in evaporation is putting more water vapor into the atmosphere. The 4 

increase in water vapor in the atmosphere produces larger rainstorms. In the Midwest, we 5 

see that the number of storms that produce about an inch of rain in a day has not changed 6 

much from the 1960s, 70s, and 80s, but the number of storms that produce 2 inches is up 7 

about 15%, the number that produce 3 inches is up about 30%, and the number that 8 

produce over 3 inches of rain in a day is up over 50%. I can see and feel that change. 9 

 10 

Q.18. How does climate change affect Ohio’s natural resources? 11 

A.18. Climate change is one of the major causes of harmful algal blooms (HABs) on 12 

Lake Erie.  HABs are excessive growths of blue-green algae or cyanobacteria. These 13 

HABs are capable of producing toxins that harm people and animals. The 4 primary algal 14 

toxins are all more toxic than cyanide. Toxins produced by the HAB on Lake Erie in 15 

2014 caused the Toledo Water Crisis when 400,000 people were unable to drink or bathe 16 

in water from their taps for about 55 hours. HABs returned to Lake Erie around the turn 17 

of the century. Climate change exacerbates HABs by producing warmer water that favors 18 

blue-green algae. Climate change also causes more severe storms. These storms increase 19 

the runoff of fertilizer and manure from agricultural fields into our lakes and streams. 20 

Excessive phosphorus runoff from agricultural fields is the primary cause of HABs in 21 

Lake Erie. The Maumee River at Toledo is the largest source of phosphorus to the Great 22 

Lakes, and over 85% of that phosphorus comes from agricultural runoff. 70-90% of that 23 
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agricultural runoff comes in during the 10 largest storm events each year. As I have 1 

previously shown, climate change leads to more frequent severe storms. Please note that 2 

HABs now occur in all 50 states and in many bodies of water in Ohio, including the Ohio 3 

River. The largest HAB to date on Lake Erie occurred in 2015. That year we also had a 4 

HAB on the Ohio River that was 650 miles long!  5 

 6 

Q.19. Do you believe that there is enough evidence to prove that climate change is a rising 7 

threat to the living creatures in Ohio?  8 

A.19. Climate change is most certainly a rising threat to the living creatures in Ohio and 9 

on this planet. The increased carbon dioxide in the atmosphere is causing more carbon 10 

dioxide to dissolve into the ocean where it causes ocean acidification that is killing coral 11 

and plankton, and that is where we get about 50% of the oxygen we breathe. The 12 

increased frequency of severe storms is also leading to more agricultural runoff of 13 

fertilizer and manure that is causing harmful algal blooms (HABs) and making our water 14 

unsafe for animals and people. The increased frequency of severe storms is also harming 15 

wildlife. 16 

 17 

Q.20. Will the Oak Run Solar farm’s proposed 800 megawatt capacity be beneficial to the 18 

ecosystem in Ohio and our region? 19 

A.20. The simple answer is yes. Oak Run Solar’s 800 megawatts means that we will 20 

have to mine, transport, and burn less coal and natural gas. This displacement of coal 21 

means we will need less cooling water and less fish and aquatic invertebrates will be 22 

killed at cooling water intakes. Producing 800 megawatts from solar rather than coal or 23 



13 
 

natural gas will also have a positive impact on human health, the air we breathe, and 1 

climate change because we will be putting less carbon dioxide, sulfur dioxide, and 2 

particulates into the atmosphere. Less carbon dioxide in the atmosphere means less 3 

greenhouse gases. 4 

 5 

Q.21. What has your role been in studying Harmful Algal Blooms (HABs)?  6 

A.21. I began working on HAB-related issues in 1973 while I was a graduate student. 7 

Throughout my career, I have placed great emphasis on education and outreach to 8 

students, non-scientists, decision-makers and elected officials to help them understand the 9 

way Lake Erie works and how nutrient loading causes HABs.  For my outreach efforts I 10 

emphasized the economic value of the lake, the biggest issues impacting the lake, and 11 

how we changed it from a “dead lake” to the “Walleye Capital of the World.” That 12 

recovery was caused primarily by improving sewage treatment and reducing phosphorus 13 

loading by 60%. I led many teams of scientists on many research projects to enhance our 14 

understanding of this issue, and through Ohio Sea Grant, I funded many HAB-related 15 

research projects. In the early 2000s I was asked to serve on Ohio’s Phosphorus Task 16 

Forces I and II. I chaired the loadings targets group for Task Force II, and we issued our 17 

report calling for a 40% reduction in phosphorus loading in March 2013. In late 2013, I 18 

was asked to be the US Chair of the Objectives and Targets Task Team for Annex 4 19 

(nutrients) of the Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. I put together a binational team 20 

of 25 Lake Erie experts and some of the best scientists in the country. We issued our 21 

report with nutrient loading and concentration targets for phosphorus to address HABs in 22 

the Western Basin and the Dead Zone in the Central Basin in May 2015. The US and 23 
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Canadian governments formally agreed to our target recommendations in February 2016. 1 

I stepped down as Director of Sea Grant and Stone Lab in April 2015. I served for 2.5 2 

years as a Special Advisor to the program before completely retiring from OSU in 3 

October 2017. I continue to be an invited speaker on this issue, answer questions for 4 

journalists, serve as a reviewer for papers and books, and occasionally review research 5 

proposals for the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). Elected 6 

officials and agency officials still contact me for private discussions to help them 7 

understand issues. 8 

 9 

Q.22.  How would you expect this project to impact nutrient and sediment loss from these 10 

fields? 11 

A.22. Phosphorus and nitrogen runoff from these fields will be greatly reduced when they 12 

are converted from row-crop agriculture to solar production or agrivoltaics. At a 13 

minimum, I would expect fertilizer applications to be cut by 50%. This reduction, 14 

coupled with buffer strips of much greater width, will greatly reduce nutrient runoff. This 15 

will be very beneficial to Darby Creek and all downstream watersheds including the Gulf 16 

of Mexico. Sediment loss or runoff from these fields will also be greatly reduced. During 17 

the 4-year construction period, I would expect some sediment runoff, but even that will 18 

be lower because the setback areas will act like buffer strips around agricultural fields. 19 

After the construction period, and for the remainder of the 30+ year lifetime of the solar 20 

facility, sediment loss will be even less as the vast majority of the area will be vegetated. 21 

 22 

Q.23. How do you expect this project to impact water runoff from these fields? 23 
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A.23. This project will result in less water running off these fields. These fields will 1 

hold more water because they will be mostly vegetated, which will result in increased 2 

carbon concentrations in the soil. Evaporation will be less in the cool shade beneath the 3 

solar panels. The vegetation will hold water back and give it more time to infiltrate. 4 

 5 

Q.24. How do you feel about the agrivoltaics component of this project? 6 

A.24. I was very pleased to see that a mixed use facility (solar and agriculture 7 

production) was being proposed and that The Ohio State University College of FAES 8 

was involved. As is proposed for this installation, the value of these projects can be 9 

greatly enhanced by incorporating vegetation that supports the native flora and fauna and 10 

pollinators. However, I believe these fields can also remain important contributors to crop 11 

and possibly animal production. OSU’s participation assures this mixed use will be 12 

thoroughly evaluated and documented, and the results of this project will likely be 13 

beneficial to many future agrivoltaic installations. 14 

 15 

Q.25. Are there any negative environmental impacts to solar energy, and do the benefits 16 

outweigh the disadvantages? 17 

A.25. I like to say there is no such thing as a free lunch. We still have to build the 18 

panels, transport them to the site, and build the mounts. However, these are one-time 19 

issues, and construction of solar farms like Oak Run Solar is much less costly and 20 

invasive than fossil-fueled power plants. There is no need for daily transport of coal and 21 

input of millions of gallons of cooling water, and there are few moving parts to 22 

breakdown. There is also minimal noise and air pollution. 23 
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 1 

Q.26. Does this conclude your testimony?  2 

A.26. Yes.  However, I reserve the right to update my testimony to respond to any 3 

further testimony, reports, and/or evidence submitted in this case.  4 
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a.  Professional Preparation: 
     The Ohio State University: Fisheries Management, Natural Resources, BS 1973 
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b.  Experience:   
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1987-2015 Director, Center for Lake Erie Area Research, The Ohio State University 
12/84-4/86  Acting Director, Ohio Sea Grant, Stone Lab, Center for Lake Erie Res, OSU 
1982-87  Associate Director, F. T. Stone Laboratory, The Ohio State University 
1978-87   Associate Director and Extension Program Leader, Ohio Sea Grant  

College Program, The Ohio State University 
1976-87 Assistant Director, Center for Lake Erie Area Research, Ohio State Univ. 
c.  Relevant Publications: 
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Kasselmann, J.M. Reutter, and G. Wright. 2004. The current coastal resource management 
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            Kelch, D.O. and J.M. Reutter. 1995. Artificial reefs in Lake Erie:  a habitat  
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ecosystem. J.R.M. Kelso and J.H.Hartig, eds. Canada Institute for Scientific and Technical 
Information. Ottawa. Occasional Paper No. 1. 243-249. 
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    development of vegetation on a freshwater marsh created from dredge spoil.  J.  
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    Ohio State University Press.  Columbus, Ohio.  163-176. 
 Richards, P. R., I. Alameddine, J.D. Allan, D. B. Baker, N.S. Bosch, R. Confesor, 

J.V. DePinto, D.M. Dolan, J.M. Reutter, and D. Scavia, (2013), “Nutrient Inputs to the 
Laurentian Great Lakes by Source and Watershed Estimated Using SPARROW Watershed 
Models,” Dale M. Robertson and David A. Saad. JAWRA. 49(3): 715-24. 
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d.  Synergistic Leadership Activities: 
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Task Team, 2013-17 
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· National Steering Committee for the Global Ocean Observing System, 2003-07 
· Chair, IOOS Work Group for the National Sea Grant College Program, 2003-07 
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· Ohio Academy of Science - "Fellow" and member of the Board of Trustees, 2003-08 
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f.  Fellowships and Formal Awards 

· Heidelberg College Scholarship (Academic) & Grant-in-Aid (Athletic), 1968-69 
· Ohio Wildlife Management Society Scholarship, 1971 
· Gamma Sigma Delta - Honor Society of Agriculture—1972 
· Trent D. Sickles Scholarship, The Ohio State University, College of Agriculture, 1972-73 
· Fellow—Ohio Academy of Sciences—1981 and recertified in 2005  
· Distinguished Alumni Hall of Fame - Willoughby-Eastlake School District, Ohio 
· President’s Award, Sea Grant Association, September 1998 
· President’s Award, Sea Grant Association, November 2002 
· Best Presentation Award, WEA-AWWA 2014 Tech Conf & Expo, Col, Oh. 8/28/14. 
· Lifetime Achievement Award from the Friends of Stone Lab, 9/12/15 
· Lifetime Achievement Award from the Ohio Environmental Council, 11/14/15 
· Water Conservationist of the Year Award form the League of Ohio Sportsmen, 2/27/16 
· Lifetime Achievement Award from the Ohio Lake Management Association, 2017 
· OSU and the Friends of Stone Laboratory created an endowment in his name, 2017 
· The Nature Conservancy in Ohio made him the first inductee to their Hall of Fame, 2021 
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A. Introduction 
 
Our goal in writing this paper is to provide a brief, easy to read, and easy to understand 
summary of a great deal of scientific information to help non-scientists and students 
understand global warming and climate change, and how they impact nutrient loading, 
harmful algal blooms (HABs) and dead zones. We want to return to some of the very 
basic science related to weather, climate and water quality—things that some of us 
learned many years ago and may have forgotten.  And, we want to supplement that 
information with new information developed more recently as our scientific capabilities 
have advanced—things that students are studying today in middle school and high 
school, and new research results from scientists all over the world. 
 
We have used data from Lake Erie and Midwest, but the information could easily be 
extended to many other locations around the United States and the world. We have also 
included many related topics in this discussion to broaden the reader’s understanding of 
the issues. At the end of the paper we summarize what has been discussed and explain 
what we can do today to improve conditions in the future for our children and 
grandchildren.  Along the way the reader should gain an increased appreciation for the 
complexities and interrelatedness of the issues and the many ways humans can impact 
them. 
 
To make it easier to read and understand, we have not written it as a scientific 
publication. We have attempted to eliminate most of the scientific jargon and primary 
references at the end of each statement, we have included Fahrenheit readings with 
Celsius for temperature, and we have included a short list of reference materials for 
additional reading at the end. We found these reference materials particularly useful 
and also relatively easy to read and understand. NOAA’s Climate.gov website is 
particularly good and worth following for up to date information and simple answers to 
commonly asked questions. We apologize to our scientific colleagues where we have 
omitted or provided too much abbreviation of your particular piece of research or your 
particular area of emphasis.  Much more could have been written about each issue 
covered in this paper. 
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B. Understanding Global Warming and Climate Change 
 
To understand global warming and climate change you have to have a basic knowledge 
about the Earth’s atmosphere and its impact on sunlight. Our atmosphere is composed 
of the following gases: 
 

• Nitrogen (N2)— 78 percent 
• Oxygen (O2)— 21 percent 
• Argon (Ar)— 0.93 percent 
• Carbon dioxide (CO2)— 0.04 percent 
• Trace amounts of neon (Ne), helium (He), methane (CH4), krypton (Kr) and 

hydrogen (H2), ozone (O3), as well as water vapor (H2O) and more. 
 

Figure 1 
 

 
As sunlight passes through our atmosphere and reaches the Earth, some of the gases 
in our atmosphere block damaging ultraviolet light (very short wavelength light) before it 
reaches the surface. Oxygen and ozone, high up in the atmosphere, are very important 
in this regard. Some of you will remember the concerns about ozone depletion and the 
“ozone hole” over the arctic poles in the late 80s and 90s caused by 
chlorofluorohydrocarbons and hydrochlorofluorocarbons used in refrigerants (Freon) 
and in propellants in some spray cans. The loss of ozone causes more ultraviolet light 
to reach the Earth and increases the risk of skin cancer. The key point here is that the 
gases in our atmosphere are important—even those that occur in only trace amounts, 
like ozone.  
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Most of the sun’s light passes through the Earth’s atmosphere and hits the Earth, where 
it is absorbed and creates heat.  Some of the heat is radiated from the Earth and 
passes back through our atmosphere into outer space, some of the heat is blocked and 
reflected back again to Earth by the atmosphere, and some of the heat is absorbed by 
gases in our atmosphere where it helps to keep the Earth warm enough for human life. 
We often call this the “greenhouse effect.”   
 

Figure 2. The Impact of the Earth’s Atmosphere on Solar Radiation  
(Source: Ohio Sea Grant) 

 

 
 
Scientists have understood the physics of global warming for about 200 years and first 
demonstrated that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases contributed to the 
greenhouse effect in the 1850s. To a degree we experience examples of the 
greenhouse effect every winter—we expect it to be very cold on clear nights and 
warmer on cloudy nights because the clouds keep heat from radiating back into space, 
holding in the heat like a blanket. Gases in the atmosphere play this same role, holding 
in some of the heat even when we don’t have clouds. 
 
We have learned that certain gases in the atmosphere are better at absorbing heat than 
others.  We call these gases, “greenhouse gases.”  The primary greenhouse gases 
in Earth's atmosphere are water vapor, carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide (N2O), 
and ozone. Without greenhouse gases, and they are all present in very small quantities, 
the Earth would be too cold for us to survive—the average surface temperature would 
be -18oC (-0.4oF). Having the right amount of these gases is very important and very 
helpful, but too much is a big problem as it causes the Earth to get warmer (global 
warming) and leads to significant changes in our weather. And, if the increased amount 
of the gases persists, it causes long-term changes in our climate and serious 
consequences on Earth.  
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B.1. Carbon Dioxide and Other Greenhouse Gases 
 
Carbon dioxide is the most important of Earth’s long-lived greenhouse gases. It absorbs 
less heat per molecule than the greenhouse gases methane, nitrous oxide and water 
vapor, but it’s more abundant (over 100 times more abundant than methane and nitrous 
oxide) and it stays in the atmosphere much longer. Increases in atmospheric carbon 
dioxide are responsible for about two-thirds of the total energy imbalance that is causing 
Earth's temperature to rise.  
 
Drs. Lonnie Thompson and Ellen Mosley-Thompson, award-winning researchers at The 
Ohio State University’s Byrd Polar Research Center, have been collecting ice cores 
from glaciers at the north and south poles and around the world. Some of these ice 
cores date back 800,000 years. By measuring the carbon dioxide in the bubbles in the 
ice (a process jointly developed in the late 1970s and early 1980s by two groups, one in 
Bern, Switzerland and one in Grenoble, France, working together and comparing their 
results over several years and publishing papers in Science and Nature), they can 
determine the amount of carbon dioxide in our atmosphere at the time the ice was 
formed. From this we know that for the last 800,000 years the amount of carbon dioxide 
in the atmosphere has averaged ~230 parts per million (ppm) and ranged from 160 ppm 
during multiple ice ages to almost 300 ppm during the multiple warm periods between 
ice ages.  
 

Figure 3 
 

 
Atmospheric carbon dioxide concentrations in parts per million (ppm) for the past 
800,000 years, based on ice core data. The peaks and valleys in carbon dioxide levels 
track the coming and going of ice ages (low carbon dioxide) and warmer interglacial 
periods (higher levels). Throughout these cycles, atmospheric carbon dioxide was never 
higher than 300 ppm; in 2018, it reached 407.4 ppm (black dot).  
 
NOAA’s Mauna Loa Observatory in Hawaii is one of the premier laboratories in the 
world for measuring carbon dioxide concentrations in the atmosphere. When they first 
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started measuring carbon dioxide levels in the atmosphere in 1958, the level stood at 
315 ppm.  In May 2019 it reached 415 ppm. Humans, Homo sapiens, have existed on 
Earth for only about 300,000 years.  No human, until now, has ever seen the carbon 
dioxide level this high. The last time the atmospheric carbon dioxide level was this high 
was more than 3 million years ago, when the temperature was 2.0o-3.0oC (3.6°-5.4°F) 
higher than during the pre-industrial era, and sea level was 50–80 feet higher than 
today.  
 
The rate of increase in carbon dioxide is accelerating. In the 1960s, the global growth 
rate of atmospheric carbon dioxide was roughly 0.6 ppm/year. Over the past decade, 
the growth rate has been approximately 2.3 ppm/year, and the increase from the 2018 
average of 407.4 ppm (Figure 3) to the level observed in May 2019 is 7.6 ppm/year. The 
annual rate of increase in atmospheric carbon dioxide over the past 60 years is about 
100 times faster than previous natural increases, such as those that occurred at the end 
of the last ice age 11,000-17,000 years ago. This carbon dioxide is coming primarily 
from human activities. 
 
The 4th National Climate Assessment notes that while there are natural factors that 
can impact climate and global temperatures, “greenhouse gas emissions from human 
activities (burning fossil fuels and, to a lesser extent, deforestation and land-use 
change) are the only factors that can account for the observed warming over the last 
century; there are no credible alternative human or natural explanations supported by 
the observational evidence. Without human activities, the influence of natural factors 
alone would actually have had a slight cooling effect on global climate over the last 50 
years.”  
 
Another reason carbon dioxide is important in the Earth system is that it dissolves in 
water and into the ocean. It combines with water molecules, producing carbonic acid 
and lowering the ocean’s pH. Since the start of the Industrial Revolution, the pH of the 
ocean’s surface waters has dropped from 8.21 to 8.10. This drop in pH is called ocean 
acidification. The pH scale is a logarithmic scale, which means a pH of 4 is ten times 
more acidic than a pH of 5. The change of 8.21 to 8.10 means that ocean acidity has 
increased by about 30%. Increasing acidity interferes with the ability of marine life to 
extract calcium from the water to build their shells and skeletons and causes coral 
bleaching. 
 
B.2. Photosynthesis 
 
Photosynthesis is the process through which plants use sunlight, water and carbon 
dioxide to produce oxygen, water and their food (carbohydrates) to grow. The process 
occurs within the leaves of the plants. While noting that photosynthesis requires sunlight 
(it does not occur in the dark), scientists commonly write the process as: 6CO2 + 6H2O 
→ C6H12O6 + 6O2. This means that six carbon dioxide molecules and six water 
molecules are converted by light energy, which is captured by the green chlorophyll 
pigment in plants, into a sugar molecule and six oxygen molecules. One important take 
home message here is that carbon dioxide is not toxic. A small amount is very important 
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for plant growth, and we even increase the concentration of carbon dioxide in some 
horticulture facilities to stimulate more rapid plant growth. So, a small amount of carbon 
dioxide is beneficial, but too much is a problem because it warms up and holds heat, 
and it stays in the system a very long time. 
 
B.3. Respiration  
 
When we breath, we take in oxygen and combine it with food we have eaten to produce 
energy for growth and movement, and we release carbon dioxide, water, and heat. All 
plants and animals that consume oxygen (aerobic plants and animals) do this. However, 
even though they respire, plants are net producers of oxygen and without them air 
would not be fit to breathe.  
 
B.4. Transpiration 
 
Transpiration is the process by which water is taken up by the roots of a plant, carried to 
the leaves, and released as water vapor through small openings, called “stomata,” on 
the underside of the leaves. Up to 90% of the water taken up by a tree’s roots is 
released to the atmosphere as water vapor through the process of transpiration. 
 
B.5. The Importance of Trees and Other Plants 
 
Trees remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and release oxygen by 
photosynthesis, as described above.  Some of the carbon in the carbon dioxide they 
consume is held in the woody material of the tree as it grows and in the roots of the tree 
beneath the surface of the ground. Therefore, while planting trees is a great way to 
reduce carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, deforestation and forest fires are huge 
problems. They eliminate the trees that were removing carbon dioxide and producing 
oxygen, and the carbon that was stored in the woody material of the tree is released to 
the atmosphere as the tree burns. This should help to explain some of the concern over 
the loss of the rain forest in Brazil and forest fires in Australia.  
 
B.6. Acceleration of the Warming Process 
 
The warming cycle tends to accelerate over time for many reasons, but one of the most 
obvious and easy to understand reasons is that snow and ice are white and reflect the 
sun’s rays. The rays go back through our atmosphere and into space as light waves. 
Soil, rock, and water are less reflective, however, and they absorb the sun’s rays and 
radiate heat that is trapped by our atmosphere. For example, we are cooler wearing 
white on a hot sunny day than wearing black because the white clothing reflects the 
sunlight while the dark clothing absorbs it. So, as the earth warms up, we have less 
snow and ice (white materials), we absorb more of the sun’s light as heat, more ice and 
snow melt, and the warming process accelerates. 
 
The interested reader may want to compare the 4th National Climate Assessment, noted 
above to earlier versions. Scientists are clearly becoming much more alarmed at the 
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rate of change they are observing and concerns over future changes that could 
accelerate the process even more. For example, as the Arctic warms, the permafrost 
(land that had been permanently frozen) is melting and releasing large amounts of 
methane, which can greatly accelerate the warming process. 
 
B.7. Understanding the Increase in the Frequency of Severe Storms 
 
One of the biggest problems caused by warming the Earth, its water, and its 
atmosphere even a degree or 2 Celsius (1.8 to 3.6°F), is that the severity of storms 
greatly increases. The “specific heat” of a substance is the amount of heat required to 
raise the temperature of a specific quantity of that substance by 1.0oC (1.8oF). The 
specific heat of water is higher than just about any other common substance. This 
means that it takes a lot of heat, or energy, to raise the temperature of water, and water 
releases a lot of heat when it cools. Those living around the Great Lakes feel this every 
year as the lakes hold onto the heat in the fall providing warm and beautiful weather, but 
we have really cold and sometimes miserable springs as it takes a lot of heat to warm 
the lakes up.  
 
It also takes a lot of heat to change water from ice to liquid and from liquid to vapor, and 
water releases a lot of heat when it goes from a vapor to a liquid and liquid to ice. When 
water evaporates, it absorbs a lot of heat (high heat of vaporization) and changes from 
a liquid to a gas. The water that is left behind is a little cooler and warm water vapor 
goes into the atmosphere. That vapor is a very potent greenhouse gas (it is a gas 
capable of absorbing lots of heat). The percentage of water vapor in surface air varies 
from 0.01% at -42oC (-44°F) to 4.24% when the dew point is 30oC (86°F). This is 
important, as the higher temperatures from global warming lead to higher ocean and 
lake evaporation rates and increase the amount of moisture in the air.   
 
During a thunderstorm, warm, moisture-rich air rises, or is forced up, in an updraft. 
Eventually it rises into colder regions and the moisture in the air condenses into droplets 
in clouds. If the upward convection currents continue to move more moisture-rich air up, 
the cloud grows and rises into even colder air where ice can form. And, as noted above, 
the condensation process (going from a gas to a liquid or droplet) in water and the 
process of freezing from a droplet into an ice crystal, releases a lot of heat. This heat 
can contribute to the updrafts in the thunderstorm and can lift the droplets and ice 
crystals even higher and allow them to grow larger. Eventually the water droplets or ice 
crystals begin to fall creating a downdraft that overpowers the updraft and we have rain 
and hail falling to the ground. In a nutshell, the high levels of water vapor in the air, 
driven by warming even during the winter, create conditions for very heavy precipitation 
in the form of intense rain and snow storms.   
 
Hurricanes and other tropical storms get their energy from warm ocean water.  It might 
help to think of hurricanes as ocean air conditioners. These storms tend to form over 
warm ocean areas and their circulation above the ocean surface reduces the 
temperature of the water as it evaporates—and we know from the above discussion that 
a lot of heat comes out of the water as the water temperature is reduced. When ocean 
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temperatures are warmer, hurricanes and other tropical storms grow stronger, with 
faster winds, more evaporation, greater amounts of water vapor, and heavier rain and 
hail. Because of higher temperatures and increased evaporation, climate change 
causes thunderstorms and tornadoes to get stronger and become more frequent, too. In 
the Midwest, since 1961, we have experienced a 30% increase in the frequency of 
storms that produce over 2 inches of rain and a 24-hour period and a 52% increase in 
the frequency of storms that produce more than 3 inches of rain in a 24-hour period.   
 

Figure 4 
 

 
 
Changes in frequencies of storms in the Midwest, by category of storm size for five 
decades, 1961-1970 through 2001-2010. Labeled changes are for the last decade. 
Comparisons are to frequencies in 1961-1990.  Source:  Rocky Mountain Climate 
Organization and Natural Resources Defense Council 2012 Report. 
 
 

C. Evidence That the Climate is Changing and the Earth is Getting Warmer 
 

To get a complete picture of Earth’s temperature and trends over time, scientists 
combine lots of measurements of the air above land and above the ocean surface, and 
use four major datasets to understand the global temperature of the Earth. The UK Met 
Office Hadley Centre and the University of East Anglia’s Climatic Research Unit jointly 
produce HadCRUT4. In the US, the GISTEMP series comes via the NASA Goddard 
Institute for Space Sciences (GISS), while the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) creates the MLOST record. The Japan Meteorological Agency 
(JMA) produces a fourth dataset. Scientists then compare the global temperature from 
each year to the average global temperature from the twentieth century (1900-1999).  
The following points are worth noting: 
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• Global temperature has been on a steady upward trend since about 1960. 
• Starting with 1977, the average global temperature of every year has been above 

the twentieth century average. 
• Nine out of 10 of the warmest years on record have occurred since 2005. 
• From 1900-1980, a new record high for global temperature was set on average 

of once every 13.5 years. Since 1981, a new record high for global temperature 
has been set on average of every 3 years. 

• The Arctic appears to be warming more than twice as fast as the global average. 
• The world’s glaciers are melting and shrinking and sea level is rising. 

 
Figure 5 

 
This plot shows temperature on the left and carbon dioxide concentration on the right. 
The zero line for temperature is the average global temperature for the 20th century. 
Blue lines are years with below average temperature, and red lines are years with 
above average temperature from 1880-2019, based on data from NOAA NCEI. The 
gray line shows the carbon dioxide concentrations from 1880-2019: 1880-1958 
from IAC, 1959-2019 from NOAA ESRL. Original graph by Dr. Howard Diamond (NOAA 
ARL), and adapted by NOAA Climate.gov. 
 
 

D. Understanding Harmful Algal Blooms, Dead Zones, and Nutrient Loading 
 
D.1. Harmful Algal Blooms 
 
The three major groups of algae in Lake Erie are diatoms (cold water forms), green 
algae (cool water forms), and blue-green algae or, more accurately, cyanobacteria 
(warm water forms). Diatoms and green algae are important to the food chain in Lake 
Erie and all lakes. However, cyanobacteria are capable of producing very potent toxins 
that are dangerous to people and animals, and they are of little value to the food chain.  
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In addition to being found most commonly in warm water, cyanobacteria require high 
concentrations of nutrients (primarily phosphorus), and are capable of forming incredibly 
dense blooms. Because of their ability to produce toxins, large blooms of cyanobacteria 
are referred to as harmful algal blooms (HABs). The four primary algal toxins are all 
more toxic than cyanide. Some of the toxins attack the nervous system and some attack 
the liver. Research by Dr. Jiyoung Lee at The Ohio State University, shows that 
increases in non-alcoholic liver cancer rates are linked to the presence of harmful algal 
blooms. 
 
D.2. Dead Zones 
 
Many lakes and ponds stratify during the summer with warm water on the top and cold 
water on the bottom. The line separating the warm surface layer (epilimnion) from the 
cold bottom layer (hypolimnion) is called the thermocline. The thermocline normally 
forms in late spring or early summer and lasts until late summer or early fall when the 
temperature of the warm surface layer cools to the temperature of the cold bottom layer, 
and the thermocline disappears. The warm surface layer normally has plenty of 
dissolved oxygen because it is in contact with the air and it normally has plenty of light 
from the sun allowing the algae to produce oxygen by the process of photosynthesis. 
While the thermocline is in place, the cold bottom layer does not come in contact with 
the air, and it is often too dark for a significant amount of photosynthesis to occur. 
Therefore, over time, the amount of dissolved oxygen in the cold bottom layer goes 
down as fish and other organisms living there consume the oxygen through respiration. 
If the demand for oxygen is great enough, all of the oxygen in the cold bottom layer can 
be used up before the thermocline disappears.  When the oxygen in the cold bottom 
layer becomes very low (2.0 ppm or less), scientists call it hypoxic. When all of the 
oxygen in the cold bottom layer is consumed, the area is called “anoxic (meaning: 
without oxygen),” or an “area of anoxia,” or more commonly, a “Dead Zone,” because 
oxygen breathing organisms cannot live there. Bacterial decomposition of organic 
matter (bacteria eating dead algae and other organic matter) is normally the largest 
consumer of oxygen in the cold bottom layer. Therefore, if we reduce the amount of 
algae sinking to the bottom, there will be less demand for oxygen, and we are less likely 
to have a dead zone. When all of the oxygen is consumed, only bacteria that do not 
need oxygen can live there. We call them anaerobic bacteria, and they release lots of 
methane as they grow, which, as noted above, is a greenhouse gas 25 times more 
potent than carbon dioxide. Therefore, improving water quality and eliminating dead 
zones will also reduce the amount of greenhouse gases going into the atmosphere. 
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Figure 6. The Area of Anoxia or Dead Zone in Lake Erie (Source: Ohio Sea Grant) 
 

 
 
D.3. Why Are Phosphorus and Nitrogen Important?   
 
Cyanobacteria, the grass in our lawns, and common crops like corn, soybeans, and 
wheat, need nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium (N:P:K). We call these three 
nutrients: essential nutrients. Without an essential nutrient, cyanobacteria, our grass, 
and our crops, cease to grow.  During a HAB, the cyanobacteria continue to grow and 
multiply until one of the essential nutrients is used up. In fresh water, the essential 
nutrient in the shortest supply is almost always phosphorus. In salt water it is almost 
always nitrogen. Therefore, to reduce the size of HABs in fresh water, we try to reduce 
the amount of phosphorus (the essential nutrient in the shortest supply). However, 
nitrogen should also be reduced in fresh water as the toxins the cyanobacteria produce 
are 14% nitrogen by weight.  Therefore, reducing the amount of nitrogen can prevent 
cyanobacteria from producing toxins. 
 
D.4. How Much Do We Have to Reduce Phosphorus Loading?   
 
In March 2013, the Ohio Phosphorus Task Force recommended a 40% reduction in 
phosphorus loading to Lake Erie to address HABs. The International Joint Commission 
endorsed the 40% reduction in October 2013. In May 2015, the binational (US and 
Canada) Objectives and Targets Task Team of the Nutrient Annex (Annex 4) of the 
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement recommended a 40% reduction in spring 
phosphorus loading to address HABs in the western basin of Lake Erie and a 40% 
reduction in annual phosphorus loading to address the Dead Zone in the central basin. 
The US and Canadian governments endorsed the Annex 4 reduction targets in 
February 2016. The target reductions will not eliminate HABs or the Dead Zone. Instead 
the goal is to produce HABs like the small HABs of 2004 and 2012 or smaller, nine 
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years out of ten, and to raise the average dissolved oxygen level in the hypolimnion of 
the central basin to above 2.0 ppm. 
 
Total phosphorus (TP) is a combination of particulate phosphorus (PP), phosphorus 
attached to sediment particles, and dissolved reactive phosphorus (DRP), phosphorus 
dissolved in water.  PP is approximately 26% bioavailable (usable by plants and algae), 
and DRP is 100% bioavailable.   
 
The annual load of TP to Lake Erie has not changed much since the early 1980s, but 
the amount of DRP in that load began increasing in the mid-90s and has increased by 
132 percent.  This is the primary driver for the current algal blooms on Lake Erie.  The 
Annex 4 recommendations call for reductions in both TP and DRP. 
 
Satellite observations have shown that HABs in the western basin have grown rapidly 
since 2002 with the worst blooms occurring in 2011 and 2015, and the six worst blooms 
all occurring since 2011.  Unfortunately, USEPA’s National Lakes Assessment in 2012 
showed that the excessive nutrient loading and HAB problem was quite pervasive:  
approximately 40 percent of the lakes and ponds in the US have excess phosphorus, 
more than 35 percent have excess nitrogen, and algal toxins were detected in 39 
percent of the lakes.  The report also showed that the problem got worse from 2007 to 
2012. 
 
D.5.  Where Does the Phosphorus Come From?   
 
The Cuyahoga River in Cleveland, Ohio, burned in June 1969. Lake Erie became the 
posterchild for pollution problems in the world. The next year USEPA and NOAA were 
formed and we celebrated the first Earth Day. In the late 1960s and early 1970s, Lake 
Erie was clogged with algae and many toxic substances, and the media called it a “dead 
lake.” At that time, about 70% of the phosphorus causing the algae blooms in Lake Erie 
was coming from poor sewage treatment. The problem was solved by improving 
sewage treatment plants and reducing phosphorus loads from sewage treatment by 75-
90%. Today, the biggest source of phosphorus is agricultural runoff of fertilizer and 
manure to the Maumee River, which drains about 4 million acres of agricultural land. 
Sewage loads represent 9% of the total, failing septic tanks account for 4% of the total, 
and combined sewer overflows make up 1% of the total. Effective 1 January 2013, 
Scotts Miracle-Gro removed phosphorus from its lawncare products, and we estimate 
that 95% of the market followed Scotts lead. The most recent estimate indicates that 
agricultural runoff now accounts for over 85% of the load. 
 
D.6. The Impact of More Frequent Severe Storms and Higher Temperatures 
 
Excessive phosphorus from agricultural runoff is the primary driver of harmful algal 
blooms in the western basin of Lake Erie and the dead zone in the central basin.  
Severe storms produce the greatest amount of agricultural runoff. Of the total amount of 
phosphorus going into Lake Erie from the Maumee River annually, 70-90% goes in 
during the 10 largest storms each year. Higher water and air temperatures exacerbate 
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this problem because most cyanobacteria grow best at temperatures above 15.5oC 
(60oF) and most other forms of algae prefer lower temperatures. 

 
 

E. The Solutions 
 
E.1. Global Warming and Climate Change 
 
National Climate Assessments were published in 2000, 2009, 2014, and 2017/18. As 
one might expect, we have learned a lot about global warming and climate change in 
the last 20 years. Our observations and our ability to model, predict and forecast 
changes have improved every year. As a result, each report is able to make stronger 
and more well-informed statements about global warming and climate change and what 
the future will look like. It is also worth noting that the more we learn about global 
warming and climate change, the more alarmed we become about both the rate of 
change and the impact of that change on future generations. 
 
To protect future generations, the United States needs to join the majority of the 
countries in the world and work to reduce the concentrations of greenhouse gases in 
the atmosphere. Actions to take: 

• Improve the energy efficiency of our buildings and homes. 
• Move away from fossil fuels as an energy source and convert to renewable 

energy sources, e.g., wind and solar. 
• Improve the efficiency of our various modes of transportation. 
• Reduce our meat consumption. Animals, especially cows, produce a huge 

amount of methane. 
• Plant trees. 
• Stop deforestation. 
• Live our lives sustainably. 
• Support policies and leaders that help to promote these actions. 

 
E.2. Excessive Nutrient Loading, HABs and Dead Zones 
 
The four most important immediate actions for all farmers to reduce nutrient runoff from 
their fields are: 
 

1. Do not apply more phosphorus (commercial fertilizer and manure) than is 
needed. 

2. When applying commercial fertilizer and/or manure, do not simply broadcast it 
across the surface of the soil and leave it.  Instead, insert the commercial 
fertilizer and manure 3-5 inches below the surface so that it is readily available to 
the seed and not likely to runoff the surface during rain events. 

3. Work to reduce erosion from agricultural fields. 
4. Work to reduce the amount of water leaving your fields by improving soil health, 

using drainage water management, and diverting runoff water through wetlands. 
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Numbers 1 and 2 above are most important.  If all farmers did just the first two actions 
we would reduce phosphorus loading significantly and could potentially solve the 
problem. More information on suggested actions for farmers and possible policies to 
improve the situation will be included in a future supplement to this paper. 
 
While we have learned that most phosphorus comes from agricultural runoff, there are 
still actions we can all take to reduce our contributions, and every little bit helps. 

• Be sure your septic tank is working properly. 
• Work with your city to improve the city sewage system. 
• Use lawncare products that do not contain phosphorus. 
• Use low phosphate cleaning products. 
• Reduce the amount of water you send to your city sewage treatment plant. 

o Install rain barrels and rain gardens. 
o Separate sanitary and storm sewers. 
o Install low-flow toilets and showerheads. 

 
 

F. Summary 
 

• We have learned how greenhouse gases (water vapor, carbon 
dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, and ozone) work (the greenhouse effect) to hold 
in solar radiation from the sun and warm the surface of the Earth.  

• While greenhouse gases constitute a very small percentage of the gases in 
Earth’s atmosphere, and without them Earth would be too cold to accommodate 
life as we know it.  However, if their concentrations are too high, it causes big 
problems. 

• Carbon dioxide is by far the most abundant of the greenhouse gases and the 
most long-lasting in the atmosphere. 

• Concentrations of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere are on a very steep upward 
trajectory and are currently more than 33% higher than at any point in the last 
800,000 years. 

• Carbon dioxide dissolves easily in water, creates carbonic acid, and causes 
ocean acidification and harms ocean life. 

• Global temperature has been on a steady upward trend since about 1960. 
• Starting with 1977, the average global temperature of every year has been above 

the twentieth century average. 
• Nine out of 10 of the warmest years on record have occurred since 2005. 
• From 1900-1980, a new record high for global temperature was set on average 

of once every 13.5 years. Since 1981, a new record high for global temperature 
has been set on average once every 3 years. 

• The Arctic appears to be warming more than twice as fast as the global average. 
• The world’s glaciers are melting and shrinking and sea level is rising. 
• The warming process is accelerating. 
• The 4th National Climate Assessment notes that while there are natural factors 

that can impact climate and global temperatures, “greenhouse gas emissions 
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from human activities (burning fossil fuels and, to a lesser extent, deforestation 
and land-use change) are the only factors that can account for the observed 
warming over the last century; there are no credible alternative human or natural 
explanations supported by the observational evidence. Without human activities, 
the influence of natural factors alone would actually have had a slight cooling 
effect on global climate over the last 50 years.”  

• Plants and trees can store carbon in their tissues, remove carbon dioxide from 
the atmosphere by photosynthesis, and produce oxygen and carbohydrates. 

• Warmer temperatures increase the evaporation rate of water, which adds water 
vapor to the atmosphere, and leads to an increased frequency of severe storms. 

• Warm-water forms of algae, or cyanobacteria, are blooming. We call these 
blooms harmful algal blooms (HABs) because they are capable of producing 
toxins that are more toxic than cyanide. 

• HABs need high concentrations of phosphorus. That phosphorus can come from 
any source. In Lake Erie, more than 85% of the phosphorus comes from 
agricultural runoff, and 70-90% of that comes in during the 10 largest storm 
events each year. More severe storm events driven by climate change leads to 
more phosphorus and larger HABs. 

• Approximately 40 percent of the lakes and ponds in the US have excess 
phosphorus, more than 35 percent have excess nitrogen, algal toxins were 
detected in 39 percent of the lakes, and the problem is getting worse. 

• To solve the HAB and dead zone issues in Lake Erie, we need to reduce the 
amount of phosphorus going into the Lake by 40%. 

• To protect future generations, the United States needs to join the majority of the 
countries in the world and work to reduce the concentrations of greenhouse 
gases in the atmosphere. 
 

 
G. Related Reading 

 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA) Climate Change Website 
http://www.climate.gov/  
 
National Climate Assessments 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Climate_Assessment 
 
“Fourth National Climate Assessment Report” 
https://nca2018.globalchange.gov/ 
 
“Greenhouse Effect: Atmosphere Energy Absorption” 
http://www.soest.hawaii.edu/mguidry/Unnamed_Site_2/Chapter%202/Chapter2B2.html 
 
“Climate Change:  Atmospheric Carbon Dioxide” 
https://www.climate.gov/news-features/understanding-climate/climate-change-
atmospheric-carbon-dioxide 
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“The Discovery of Global Warming” 
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/discovery-of-global-warming/ 
 
“Lake Erie: Past, Present and Future” in the “Encyclopedia of Water”: 
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119300762.wsts0085? 
 
“Summary of Findings and Strategies to Move Toward a 40% Phosphorus Reduction”  
http://go.osu.edu/habswhitepaper 
 
“Commentary: Achieving phosphorus reduction targets for Lake Erie” 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jglr.2018.11.004 
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