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* Reports of bee declines have created a groundswell of interest in the important role of bees in * Long-term monitoring programs that make use of citizen scientists are an ideal way * The PollinatorVWatch program was designed to engage
ecosystem functioning, agricultural production, and their presence around us in protected areas, green to provide public education while collecting important ecological information. citizen scientists in monitoring pollinating insects visiting
spaces, and even our own backyards. People want to get involved and help to make a difference; gardeners, Successful citizen science programs must be properly developed if they are to produce flowers, but it has not yet been examined for how

naturalists, land owners, and policy makers can all play a role in the conservation and monitoring of bees. valuable results that augment regular scientific research. accurately it characterizes the bee fauna.

Can citizen scientists produce high quality data relevant to monitoring bees?

How can volunteer bee observations best be organized to provide reliable data to ecologists?
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type in our analyses.



