APPENDIX 1. IMC scores for the twelve watersheds in this study. Score of “1”"=low, “2”=average, “3”=high.

Indicator Indicator ACF|Columbia|Crocodile(Fraser|Hudson|King’s|Ocklawaha|Peace[Sacramento| St. [Suwannee|Zambezi
category Bay Mary’s
Ecological [Flow regime 2 1 2 2 1 3 2 2 1 3 3 1
Water, 2 1 2 3 1 3 3 2 1 3 3 1
sediment/soil
quality
Riparian 2 2 2 3 1 2 2 1 1 2 3 2
ecosystem
integrity
Biodiversity/food| 3 2 3 2 1 2 3 2 3 3 3 2
chain integrity
Ecological 2.3 1.5 2.3 25 1.0 25 25 1.8 1.5 2.8 3.0 1.5
Average
Social Participatory 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 1
structures /
networks
Well-being 3 3 1 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 3 1
Stakeholder 1 2 2 3 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 1
equality
Demand for 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1
ecosystem
integrity
Social Average |2.5 2.8 |1.8 2.8 3.0 2.5 2.5 1.8 2.5 2.8 3.0 1.0
Institutional |Stability & 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 1
Flexibility
Transparency & | 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1
Accountability
Legal 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 1
Instruments
Planning 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 1
Capacity
Institutional 2.3 2.5 2.0 3.0 2.8 2.8 2.5 2.0 2.5 2.5 2.8 1.0
Average
AM-Enabling|[Empowering 2 3 3 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 3 1
Structures
Effectiveness 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1
Experimentation | 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 1
Information & 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 2
Learning
Financial 2 3 1 3 3 2 2 2 1 2 2 1
Resources
AM-Enabling 1.6 2.2 1.6 2.6 2.8 2.2 2.0 1.8 2.0 2.4 2.6 1.2
Average
Final IMC Score |8.1 9.0 7.6 10.9| 9.6 9.7 9.5 7.3 8.5 10.4 11.4 4.7




