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Ohio’s State Parks are the third most visited
park system in the nation and generate over a
billion dollars to their local economies per year,
yet the investment in them has declined pre-
cipitously. While in 1997 Ohio’s State Parks
won the first-ever Gold Medal Award for hav-
ing the finest state park system in the nation,

OHIO STATE PARKS
BY THE NUMBERS:

o/ 74 state parks in 60 counties
o/ 174,212 land & water acres

50,000,000 + visitor occasions annually
v $1.1 billion economic impact annually

¢/ 2,638 buildings
o/ 1,844 miles of road
o/ 1,167 miles 394 trails

things have changed considerably since then.
In fact, recent surveys have shown a decline in
customer satisfaction, and focus groups have
revealed that many people are seeing a notice-
able deterioration in the parks. Here’s why:

146 water/ 142 sewer systems
518 cottages

36 nature/visitor centers
7,000 volunteers

GRF is 54% of operating budget
- $0.74 GRF spent per visitor occasion
$228 GREF spent per state park acre
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DECLINE IN
STATE PARKS:

Reduced full-time employees by 45% since
®
1991.

458 permanent employees, 1,000 less than
full-time employees (from 1,183 last year).

$¢ Ratio of permanent to less than full-time
employees is 1 to 2.2.

¥ 22 state parks have no fulltime perma-
nent staff and 32 have no on-site manager.

Streamlined 74 parks into 25 regional units

with shared staff.

¢ 80% of buildings are more than 20 years
old. Average age of largest buildings is 38
years.

% Infrastructure and facility backlog is $550
million to upgrade existing facilities and
structures, including water treatment facili-

ties. Figure represents no new construction.

54% of vehicles exceed 100,000 miles.
Average age of vehicles: 10 years old.

% Selfgenerated revenues from fees and by
other means generated by parks increased
from 19% to 41% of operating budget since
1991

¢ 7,000 over-extended volunteers provide
350,000 hours of service to assist staff. This
is an all-time high.

¢ A majority of the parks’ water treatment
systems were built over 20 years ago. Nearly
60 percent are in need of renovation and do
not fully comply with current EPA standards
ensuring quality drinking water.
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Ohio’s 88 county soil and water conservation
districts and ODNR’s Division of Soil and Water
Conservation help keep Ohio’s land productive
and water clean through cooperation with farmers
and other landowners and partners. They develop
conservation plans for crop farms and nutrient
management plans for livestock and poultry oper-
ations to help protect streams and drinking water.

The DSWC enforces standards when voluntary
efforts fail. They also provide watershed resto-
ration and protection plans for Ohio’s streams,
aquifers and drinking water supplies. But the
88 county districts and the Division of Soil

and Water have seen reductions in their opera-
tional and program budgets that have hindered
their ability to meet community and landowner
needs. Here’s why:

88 LOCAL SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS AND DSWC

BY THE NUMBERS:

Provide conservation assistance on more

than 20,000,000 acres.

¢/ Assist over 25,000 landowners annually.
¢/ Help install over 3,500 pollution and
storm water control practices per year.

Primary SWCD funding is 55% local non-
v

mandated appropriations (county, munici-
pal, township) and 45% state funding
(85% GREF, 15% C&D fees).

v/ Faclitate local development and
implementation of over 40 watershed
action plans.

V Led entollment of nearly 100,000

acres of cropland along streams into
riparian water quality and wildlife
practices (in the Lake Erie, Upper
Big Walnut Creek, and Scioto River
Watersheds).

DECLINE OF SOIL AND
WATER CONSERVATION:

¥ Half of all requests for conservation prac-
tices go unmet annually due to personnel
and funding shortages.

¥ The number of Division of Soil and Water
Conservation staff has fallen to 38 in 2008
from 62 in 2000, and from 85 in 1990 -

down well over 50%.

9 State costshare funds for agricultural pro-
ducers have decreased from $1.3 million
to $0 since 2001; Ohio now ranks 50th
amonyg all states. Regulatory and assistance
programs for 35,000 small- and medium-
size livestock producers are
at risk.

¥ Over 5,000 conservation practices request-
ed by landowners are backlogged due to
SWCD and division staff shortages.

#¢ 60,000 crop farmers are in need of new or
updated conservation plans.

b4 New conservation challenges associated with
climate change and renewable/alternative
energy production from Ohio farms will go
unmet; 30,000 livestock and poultry opera-
tions need current nutrient management
plans.

¢ State funds to enroll wetland and riparian
water quality/wildlife practices in the Lake
Erie Conservation Reserve Enhancement
Program have been eliminated, down from
$2 million per year in 2000.

¢ Over 40 stateendorsed watershed action
plans remain largely unimplemented, imped-
ing achievement of water quality, flood pro-
tection and other goals.
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