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Our Mission: 
Protect and improve the environment and enhance human health



MPCA’s organization

 We are 900+ employees

 Average age = 47 years

 53% are males; 47% are females

 We are 70% scientists: Biologists, Chemists, 
Engineers, Hydrologists, Pollution Control 
Specialists, Soil Scientists

 We have offices in Detroit Lakes, Duluth, Mankato, 
Marshall, Rochester, St. Paul & Willmar 
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Water quality in Minnesota
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Legislation

Benchmarks

Status and progress



Legislation

Clean Water Act

Clean Water Legacy Act

Clean Water Land and Legacy Amendment
 Established Clean Water Fund
 Enables science
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Benchmarks
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Benchmarks: beneficial uses
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Designated and existing uses

Multiple classes of use



Benchmarks: water quality standards

Numeric translation of beneficial uses

Address three key questions
 Who are we protecting?
 What conditions are protective?
 How do we maintain high quality?
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Benchmarks

Wild rice sulfate standard
 Standard adopted 1973

 Further study underway

 Potential for change to 
standard based on 
updated science
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Benchmarks

Mercury and 
human health
 Minnesota 
first state to 
address this

 Additional 
study needed
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Status and progress
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Every 
Ten Years

Watershed 
Approach



Status and 
progress
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42 of 81 
watersheds have 
been intensively 
monitored (52%)

On track to 
complete state 
in ten years



Status and progress
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 Lake Superior Basin
 Nemadji
 Lake Superior North
 Lake Superior South
 Cloquet
 St. Louis River



Status and progress

Poplar River Watershed
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Part of Lake Superior (N) Watershed



Status and progress

Poplar River 
Watershed
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Status and progress
St. Louis River Area of Concern
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Status and progress: St. Louis River AOC

 Leveraging state dollars (FY 2010‐2014)
 Minnesota Legacy funds

• Clean Water Fund $3,945,020
• Outdoor Heritage Fund $3,460,000

$7,405,020
 Federal funds

• US EPA $8,733,338
• US ACE $5,732,100
• NOAA $4,129,000
• US FWS $1,100,000
• NFWF $   559,504

$20,293,942
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Conclusions

Watershed science: we are seeing change as a 
result of this work

The state of Minnesota has received national 
recognition for our commitment to water 
quality protection and restoration
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Closing thoughts

Significant contributions of pollutants to 
Minnesota’s air, land and water originate 
outside the state

However, it is incumbent upon us to do our 
part to reduce local contributions

To understand the value of our actions, we 
need ongoing scientific monitoring & research
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Things I used 
to know…


