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INTRODUCTION  
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THE LAND BETWEEN REGION 
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BLUE FLAG 

   

The Blue Flag ecolabel has been shown to: 

¶ improve environmental health 

¶ improve communication and collaboration between stakeholders 

¶ increase government support for programs 

¶ create a stronger sense of community 

¶ reduce insurance costs 

¶ improve the image, reputation, and competitiveness for participating 

businesses 

¶ improve property values 

 (Creo & Fraboni, 2011; Klein & Dodds, 2017; van Dijk, J., 2009) 
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THE BLUE LAKES PROGRAM 

PROGRAM EVALUATION 

 

THE PILOT STUDY AIMED TO ANSWER THE FOLLOWING  

RESEARCH QUESTIONS: 

1. CAN AN ECOLABEL PROGRAM, INTERNATIONALLY SUCCESSFUL FOR 

OCEAN MARINAS, BE ADAPTED TO LAKE ENVIRONMENTS WITH PARALLEL 

BENEFITS? 

2. CAN AGILE AND REAL-TIME DATA THAT IS IN-HAND EMPOWER OR 

ENHANCE STEWARDSHIP ACTIONS REQUIRED FOR THE LABEL? 

3. IS THE PROGRAM ATTRACTIVE, AGILE AND MEANINGFUL TO BE 

TRANSFERRABLE AT LARGE SCALES, INTEGRATING MORE DATA AND 

PARTNERS? 

4. CAN THE PROGRAM BECOME A SHARED PLATFORM FOR LANDOWNERS 

AND PARTNERS? 

5. CAN THE PROGRAM HAVE AN EFFECT, BEYOND CONSERVATION, TO 

IMPROVE LAKE HEALTH? 

The Blue Lakes program aims to: 

¶ increase awareness of the land, 

water resources, and habitats, and 

stewardship needs in lake 

communities 

¶ participate in community-based 

relationships and networks 

¶ encourage better personal 

stewardship choices 

¶ engage in collective stewardship 

projects and efforts 
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METHODOLOGY 

 

 

 

 

 

LAKE COMMUNITY RESIDENT SURVEY 

 

 

1 Not all participants completed the survey and some were removed from the final analyses due to insufficient data. The final 
data set included 302 lake community residents representing 32 different lakes from across the region. 

file:///F:/4%20-%20The%20Land%20Between/Blue%20Lakes%20Program/Report/bluelakes.ca
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GENERAL PUBLIC SURVEY 

PRESENTATION AND WORKSHOP SURVEYS 

 

REALTOR SURVEY 

 

INTERVIEWS 

 

 

Stinkpot turtle (Sternotherus odoratus) 

Photo by Ontley is licensed under CC BY 

file:///F:/4%20-%20The%20Land%20Between/Blue%20Lakes%20Program/Report/thelandbetween.ca
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Stinkpot_Turtle.jpg
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/deed.en
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ANALYSES 



9 

KEY FINDINGS 
1. CAN AN ECOLABEL PROGRAM, INTERNATIONALLY SUCCESSFUL FOR OCEAN MARINAS, BE 

ADAPTED TO LAKE ENVIRONMENTS WITH PARALLEL BENEFITS? 

A. CAN THE BLUE LAKES PROGRAM IMPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH? 

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 
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Based on surveys responses, it is evident that the program has a strong possibility 

of encouraging conservation behaviours. In fact, after deliberate program 

presentations and workshops, uptake was remarkable. Lake residents have also 

urged the program to provide educational tools, suggesting that available 

resources, especially in an accessible portal, are currently lacking in the sector.  

¶ 

¶ 

¶ 
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A. CAN THE BLUE LAKES ECOLABEL INCREASE PROPERTY VALUES? 

  

If a program that publicly recognizes and awards lake communities for their stewardship practices 

were introduced to cottage country, what effect might it have on property values? 

òImmense! Personally, since I also live on the lake I try to communicate and educate 

buyers on how we as residents have to be the lake stewards!ó 

òConsiderable.ó 

òAny recognition of water and lake quality helps.ó 

òMight create differences between some of the communities. Hard to say how it 

will be received-based on publicity around the program.ó 

 

The responses suggest that the Blue Lakes ecolabel could have a strong, positive 

impact on property values, especially as those surveyed were agents specializing 

in lakefront properties from across different areas or markets ð from Muskoka, 

Haliburton, and the City of Kawartha Lakes.  
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Ratings for community support or community-building aspects of the program were 

high compared with property values and were only a close second to aspects of 

environmental improvement. Residents appear to be more interested in the 

potential gains for their community members more generally, rather than the 

potential financial gains of the program. 

B. CAN THE BLUE LAKES PROGRAM HELP BUILD A SENSE OF COMMUNITY?  

¶ 

¶ 
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C. CAN THE BLUE LAKES PROGRAM HELP BUILD AN EQUAL PLATFORM FOR 

DECISIONS AND COLLABORATION? 

¶ 

¶ 

 

Parallel benefits of the Blue Flag program, where the label enabled greater 

sharing amongst diverse stakeholders, is clear. As indicated in interviews and 

shortly after pilot testing, some participating lake associations have already been 

approached by new and contrasting groups to open the discussion.  
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Accessing and collecting data was rated as the most important aspect of the 

program, next to motivating action to improve and protect lake health. Lake 

association executives stated that access to real-time data would give them an 

objective measure of lake health and allow them to act more quickly. They also 

want to use the Blue Lakes database as a communication tool to broaden peopleõs 

knowledge and get more people involved. 

2. CAN AGILE AND REAL-TIME DATA THAT IS IN-HAND EMPOWER OR ENHANCE STEWARDSHIP 

ACTIONS REQUIRED FOR THE LABEL? 

¶ 

¶ 

 

0.4 0.7

5.5 22.4 71

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Importance of Accessing and Collecting Data on Lake Health

Not at all Important Slightly Important Somewhat ImportantModerately Important Very Important

Note: percentages are based on 285 survey responses. 

3.5

1.4
1.4

6.3 38.2 49.1

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Agreement with Usefulness of Data to Target Action for Lake Health

Not Sure Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

Note: percentages are based on 272 survey responses. 
A ònot sureó column was included in the survey and is shown on the left in grey. 
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3. IS THE PROGRAM ATTRACTIVE, AGILE AND MEANINGFUL TO BE TRANSFERRABLE AT LARGE 

SCALES, INTEGRATING MORE DATA AND PARTNERS? 

¶ 

 

4.2 0.4
1.4

8.1 32.2 53.7

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I would endorse a program that publicly recognizes
lake communities for their stewardship

Program Endorsement
(Lake Community Residents)

Not Sure Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

Note: percentages are based on 283 survey responses.  
A ònot sureó column was included in the survey and is shown on the left in grey. 

4.4

1.5
1.5

4.4

5.9

36.8

41.2

54.4

50

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I think there is a need for a program that
provides a standard of achievement for lake

stewardship

I would support a program that publicly
recognizes lake communities for their

stewardship

Need and Support for Program
(General Public)

Not Sure Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

Note: A ònot sureó column was included in the survey and is shown on the left in grey. 
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29.5

14

13

7.8

1.8

1.1

0.7

0.7

25

19.6

12.2

14.9

7.4

5.5

7.4

5.4

2.6

1.9

1.7

0.7

1.5

17.2

25.5

28.1

26.4

23.9

17.7

16.7

17.9

16.2

10.7

10.5

5.5

6.3

19.8

25.1

23

32.7

35.7

40.2

31.9

33.8

33.6

32.2

30.1

22.4

19.5

8.6

15.9

23.7

18.2

31.3

35.4

43.3

42.5

46.9

54.8

57.3

71

72.8

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

Increasing tourism

Increasing local business revenue

Increasing property values

Incorporating fun activities

Building a sense of community

Connecting with others

Public recognition for stewardship values

Creating common goals and values

Creating a standard to achieve

Educational resources

Open dialogue and cooperation

Lake data

Motivating action

Importance of Program Features and Potential Outcomes

Not at all Slightly Somewhat Moderately Very

Note: Between 239-272 lake community residents rated the importance of features and potential outcomes of the program on 
a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (not at all important) to 5 (very important). Features and potential outcomes are ordered 
above from the most to least important based on average scores from all responses. 
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The overwhelming interest in the program across the region suggests that the 

program is attractive. Because the program has criteria that must be met in order 

to achieve the label, it provides meaning and value. Lake association executives 

stated that the program may also help with funding and granting agencies since 

the ecolabel requires meeting certain criteria and recognizes achievements in lake 

stewardship. 
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4. CAN THE PROGRAM BECOME A SHARED PLATFORM FOR LANDOWNERS AND PARTNERS? 

¶ 

 

  

The program has the potential to connect a wide variety of interested parties. 

Already new dialogues with diverse groups have been initiated with participating 

lake associations because the lakes have showcased the label. The awareness that 

is generated, and the values that the label communicates, creates transparency 

and trust, inviting open and new connections. 

òItõd be really nice if we had a way of accessing a tool . . . that we could use ourselves 

to provide the data for those that know how to use it.ó 

òWhat weõd love to see is, hopefully, the database becomes a repository for all 

information.ó 

ð Lake Association Executives 
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Many of the potential features and outcomes of the program were rated significantly 

higher in importance by those who attended a presentation compared with those who 

did not attend a presentation, including: 

¶ Educational resources  

¶ Public recognition for stewardship values 

¶ Connecting with others 

¶ Building a sense of community  

¶ Incorporating fun activities  

¶ Increasing property values  

¶ Increasing local business revenue 

¶ Increasing tourism 

 

5. CAN THE PROGRAM HAVE AN EFFECT, BEYOND CONSERVATION, TO IMPROVE LAKE HEALTH? 
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On average, those who attended a presentation: 

¶ were more aware of issues affecting lakes 

¶ perceived some threats to lake health as more serious 

¶ discussed lake health issues more frequently with others 

¶ felt more connected with lakes and their community 

¶ were more likely to support communities fostering stewardship 

¶ were more likely to endorse a publicly recognized stewardship program 
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PRESENTATION AND WORKSHOP ATTENDEES 

7.1

6.7

7.1

6.7

13.3

6.7

7.1

6.7

7.1

33.3

21.4

33.3

13.3

35.7

46.7

35.7

26.7

6.7

46.7

28.6

40

50

66.7

13.3

33.3

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I feel capable of protecting or maintaining natural
shoreline features

I feel a greater responsibility for protecting or
maintaining natural shoreline features

I have a greater appreciation for natural shorelines
and the many species that depend on them

I think it is important to protect a wide variety of plants
and animals

Most people in my community have a softened or
natural shoreline

I have a good knowledge about the importance of soft
shorelines for lakes and lake habitats

Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree
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8.7

4.3

13

4.3

26.1

13.6

21.7

13

34.8

30.4

27.3

17.4

34.8

21.7

43.5

34.8

59.1

56.5

52.2

30.4

52.2

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

I feel capable of reporting turtle sightings

I feel a greater responsibility for protecting turtle
populations

I have a greater appreciation for turtles and why lakes
and people depend on them

I think it is important to report turtle sightings

Most people in my community seem to be careful to
watch for turtles on the road and in the lake

I understand the role turtles play in lake health and
why it's important to protect them

Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

Note: survey responses were collected from both adult and youth workshop attendees. Some caution may therefore be needed 
in interpreting the results. 

Interactive and educational activities offered through the Blue Lakes program can 

foster conservation behaviours by increasing peopleõs knowledge and skills, and 

enhance their awareness of resources to help them get involved. Overall, people 

were very satisfied with the presentation and workshop and were eager to learn 

more. 
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KEY FINDINGS FROM INTERVIEWS 


















































































