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Introduction

Many Great Lakes shoreline reaches have deteriorated in function and quality due in part to land use
change, shoreline alterations, coastal infrastructure, and other influences. Effective restoration actions in
these dynamic, complex systems require integrated approaches to enhance coastal biodiversity and
promote ecological resilience. To help facilitate the development of these approaches, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), the Coastal States Organization (CSO), and Great Lakes
Coastal Zone Management Programs conducted workshops in each of the eight Great Lakes states. These
workshops were an opportunity for state-level partners to influence the direction of potential future
restoration actions in the Great Lakes, and to advocate for funding to be spent at state-prioritized
locations for coastal management and habitat objectives.

The overarching purpose of these workshops was to convene stakeholders and partners and to identify
shared coastal management principles, goals, priorities, currently available data sources, and outstanding
data needs. Emphasis was on identifying, to the extent possible, place-based actions; partners who could
support the planning, execution, and maintenance of restoration actions; and identifying and describing
data needs associated with these preferred actions. To meet these objectives, state partners developed
invitee lists that drew from a wide range of partners, including representatives from local, state, federal,
and tribal organizations. A full summary of the workshop invitees and attendees is provided in Section 5.
The workshop results are based on the events of the day and participants in attendance. Organizers made
an effort to invite a representative, broad based group of experts. Results are not intended to replace or
supplant any current or future planned processes.

This report covers the proceedings of the one-day workshop held in Hermantown, MN on Tuesday,
January 7, 2020 as well as the background materials used during the workshop.
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1 Morning Session (9:30 AM — 12:30 PM)

1.1 Opening Remarks

Mike Molnar from the Coastal States Organization (CSO) started the meeting with introductions and by
providing the following background on the workshops:

This series of workshops is an outgrowth of three years of work between CSO, the US Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), NOAA, other Federal Agency partners, and each of the Great Lakes State Coastal
Programs to address coastal resiliency issues in the Great Lakes Region. Group efforts originally focused
on developing scope of work, and securing funding for the Great Lakes Coastal Resiliency Study (GLCRS).
The purpose of the proposed GLCRS was to assess coastal conditions, and develop a risk based
management approach for the next 50 years. While the GLCRS did not receive funding in the FY20
USACE budget, and future direction is uncertain at this time; this workshop is an outgrowth of the GLCRS
discussions and an opportunity to align state habitat restoration needs with the EPA Great Lakes
Restoration Initiative (GLRI) Action Plan. Funding for the workshops provided by agreement with NOAA
Office for Coastal Management via US EPA GLRI Focus Area 4. State-level partners worked together to
identify and numerically rank habitat restoration projects that align with the restoration goals identified
by the GLRI Focus Area 4—Species and Habitat in the draft GLRI Action Plan 111 (USEPA, 2019). The
study area for restoration projects extends from the 80-m bathymetry contour in Lake Superior waters to
the ordinary high water mark including terrestrial or inland aquatic habitats including “connecting
habitats for coastal species or critical zones of influence for priority nearshore areas” (FA4 Coastal
Systems Work Group) (Figure 1).

The goals of this workshop are to:
1. Identify shared coastal management principles and goals for Minnesota;

2. Develop a list of coastal and nearshore habitat restoration projects for funding in FY21 and
beyond that target habitat benefits for lake trout, walleye, lake sturgeon, yellow perch, cisco, and
migratory birds and waterfowl; and,

3. Develop a list of available data, identify gaps, and prioritize data needs.

At the conclusion of all state workshops, NOAA will coordinate with other state and federal partners to
identify funding mechanisms and determine potential projects to fund. NOAA OCM, NOAA Restoration
Center, USFWS, USACE, USGS, EPA, and NFWF, amongst other funders, will look to this list for projects
to fund.
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Figure 1. Map of the Minnesota Study Area

1.2 Overview Workshop and Agenda

The workshop agenda is summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Workshop Agenda

Workshop Segment Purpose
Introduction Describe workshop purpose, Welcome and introductory
(9:30-9:50 AM) preview agenda statements
Icebreaker Activity Prepare group for
(9:50-10:10) interactive workshop
Shared Principles and Prepare audience for discussions by Very brief presentation
Goals: An overview of state | providing overview of past summarizing state-level
and regional plans (10:10- communicated priorities, and identifying | reports and GLRI Action
10:30) Plan 111 Focus Area 4
Page | 3
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Workshop Segment

3/25/2020

Format

Purpose

alignments with GLRI Action Plan 111
Focus Area 4

Identification of Coastal
Habitat Principles
(10:30-10:55)

Start prioritization process by
considering high-level principles guiding
action

Small group brainstorming
and reporting cycles for two
guestions prompting
discussion

Mid-Morning Break

Identification of Coastal
Habitat Goals (11:15-12:30)

Transition to identification of regional or
species-specific goals, target 3-5 goals
per region

Small group brainstorming
organized by region

Lunch Break

Identifying and Prioritizing
Projects and Locations: An
overview of state and
regional plans

(1:00-1:20)

Prepare audience for discussions of
project prioritization and data needs by
summarizing past projects

Very brief presentation
summarizing past projects

Identification and
Prioritization of Project
Locations (1:20-1:50)

Roughly identify extent of potential
projects and prioritize these. Complete
worksheets summarizing potential
project details.

Small group identification of
potential projects on
physical maps organized by
region

Mid-Afternoon Break

Overview of Data
Availability (3:05-3:15)

Prepare audience for
discussion of data gaps by summarizing
presently available data

Very brief presentation of
available data related to
habitat

Collaborative Identification
of Data Needs (3:15 — 4:15)

Identify data gaps and articulate why
these data are needed. Complete
worksheets summarizing data needs.

Wrap-up and Evaluation
(4:15—-4:30)

Note forthcoming reports and request
completion of evaluation forms

Paper evaluation form

1.3 Shared Principles and Goals: A Review of State and Regional Plans

Before working together to identify common habitat restoration goals and principles, LimnoTech staff gave
a brief presentation highlighting regional principles and goals for habitat restoration in Lake Superior. The
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purpose of this presentation was to help workshop attendees consider their own principles and goals related
to habitat restoration in the Lake Superior region.

LimnoTech first started by defining the terms “principles” and “goals”, and then gave several examples from
the GLRI Action Plan 11l and the Lake Superior Biodiversity Conservation Assessment (LSLAMP-SWG,
2013). Principles were defined as foundational science-based ideas that would influence action. Goals were
defined as the desired result of an action. Principles and goals from the GLRI Action Plan 11l and The Lake
Superior Biodiversity Conservation Assessment are summarized in Figures 2 and 3. To link the regional
plans to state-level planning efforts, LimnoTech also presented several principles and goals from several
state-level reports (Audubon MN, 2014; MPCA, 2018a; MPCA, 2018b). These principles and goals are
summarized in Figure 4.

LimnoTech discussed how alignment exists between principles and goals defined in past reports and the
objectives, commitments, and measures expressed in GLRI Action Plan 111 Focus Area 4 (Habitat and
Species). Attendees were encouraged to identify alignment between their current principles and goals
expressed during the workshop, and the GLRI action plan.

Focus Area 4: | 4.1. Protect and restore communities of native = Identify, restore, and protect habitats and provide habitat
Habitats and | aquatic and terrestrial species important to the connectivity 1o support important species and associated
Species Great Lakes. habitats.

* Update and implement recovery actions for faderal threatened,
endangered, and candidate species.

* Support population-level protections, enhancements, and
re-introeducticns for tribal, state, and Great Lakes native species
of importance.

4.2, Increase resiliency of species through
comprehensive approaches that complement
on-the-ground habitat restoration and
protection.

Figure 2. Summary of Focus Area 4—Species and Habitat Principles and Goals Excerpted from GLRI
Action Plan 111 (USEPA, 2019)

Nearshore Zones and Reefs

— Protect nearshore areas used by adult Lake
Whitefish for foraging and spawning.

— Protect embayments and the nearshore areas
which provide habitat for developing larvae and
juveniles

Coastal Wetlands

— Survey for and eradicate Phragmites inthe St.

Louis River Estuary

— Explore ways to protect Interstate Island
from erosion and extend the island's
habitat.

Coastal Terrestrial Habitats

— Protect green space/undeveloped land on
MN [Point]...for Piping Plover nesting
habitat.

— Establish forested riparian areas for shade
and long term wood recruitment.

— Identify where there are adverse effects to
connectivity and fish passage/access to
spawning areas.

Figure 3. Summary of Select Habitat Restoration Goals Presented in the Lake Superior Biodiversity
Conservation Assessment (LSLAMP-SWG, 2013)
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and fishery

habitat, particularly exceptional use streams and cold water streams.

to provide shade and remain consistent with
current buffer requirements

Identify/prioritize the rehabilitation of problematic road or trail and
stream intersections.

that maintain the
which help create suitable nesting habitat.

Figure 4. Summary of Select Principles and Goals from Minnesota State-Level Reports (Audubon
MN, 2014; MPCA, 2018a; MPCA, 2018b)

1.4 Identifying Principles

During an approximately 25-minute interactive session, workshop attendees organized themselves into
groups of approximately six people and responded to the following prompt:

1. What do you think are the key principles for achieving success in nearshore habitat restoration in
the Great Lakes and/or your state?

Each small group reported out on three words or phrases representing the key principles underlying
successful habitat restoration projects (Figure 5 and 6). The words and phrases could generally be broken
into four broad categories: partnerships and planning, science and data, and sustainability. The full
results from the first prompt are summarized in Table 2.

After each group reported out their key principles for a successful habitat restoration project, participants
were asked if any principles were missing. There was one principle some participants thought was
missing: funding. None of the principles listed directly addressed funding issues around habitat
restoration projects; however, many participants felt that their principles indirectly addressed funding
(e.g., if you mentioned “sustained monitoring” activities then sustained funding to support those activities
would be implied). Other participants felt that funding didn’t need to be directly addressed because of the
Minnesota Legacy Amendment Act, which already enshrines funding as important in this state. At the
conclusion of this discussion everyone acknowledged that consistent funding was an important principle
for successfully completing a habitat restoration project, and as such, it was added as a principle.
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Figure 5. Snapshot of the Results from the Principles Discussion

Figure 6. Participants Working Together to Develop Common Principles

3/25/2020

Page | 7



Draft Proceedings Report on Great Lakes Coastal and Nearshore Habitat Assessment Project—Minnesota 3/25/2020

Table 2. Summary of Key Principles Reported by Each Working Group

Category Key Principle Further Details

Partnerships and This is related to capacity. It is important to remove the
Planning barriers that would prevent this project from moving forward.

Diverse input from partnerships at all levels of
governments

Effective communication This is needed among partnerships and with the public.

Communication about the benefits, the data,
sharing, and funding mechanisms"

Data/Science Build on existing plans and programs (don't start This is critical to securing funds and the plans can be updated
from scratch) over time.

Ensure that long-term monitoring is incorporated
into projects and strategies.

Expanded long-term monitoring with sustainability

metrics included

. . . Lo Our concerns are very different than many of the other states.
Having regionally appropriate goals and priorities

for Minnesota

Integrate all applicable local and regional plans as
early as possible

Much of this region is privately owned, and that should be

Landscape level ecosystem function protections . . .
P y P considered in the restoration process.

including public and private land
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Category Key Principle Further Details

Watershed approach to land and nearshore
protection

Sustainability Integration of climate resiliency and adaptability
using sound science

. Really relates to the landscape level function protection
Long-term planning

Sustainable design and ecosystem approaches that
maximize diversity beyond target species

Page | 9
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1.5 Break (15-min)

1.6 Identifying Goals

During an approximately 90-minute interactive session, workshop attendees worked together to identify a
common set of goals that could be used to later prioritize habitat restoration projects. Participants self-
organized into one of four groups: St. Louis River estuary, St. Louis County, Lake County, and Cook
County (Figure 7). The study area for restoration projects extended in from the 80-m bathymetry contour
in Lake Superior to one coastal county inland. Each group was asked to develop 3 to 5 goal statements
related to either a target species of interest or a region or location of interest (Figures 8 through 12).

When setting goals, participants were asked to be specific. Each goal statement needed to contain the
following four elements:

1. The subject or resource of concern
2. The characteristic or attribute for the subject or resource of concern

3. The desired future condition or conceptual target for that attribute within a 10-year
implementation timeframe

4. A measure, if possible

Using these four elements, an example of a full goal statement could be something like “hydrologic
connectivity will be restored (by 10%) for fish species that spawn in upstream tributaries”.

Each small group reported its goal statements to the full group with a brief question and answer session
after. The answers to the questions for each group were integrated into the goal statements in Table 3.
Once all the groups finished presenting their goals statements, a nominal voting process was conducted to
prioritize goals. The nominal voting process allowed all workshop participants to comment on goal
statements that they were not able to directly participate in identifying. To vote, participants were given
two dots for each region: one green and one red. For each region, participants had to select their highest
priority using a green dot and their lowest priority using a red dot. The goal statements and the results of
the nominal voting process are summarized in Table 3.

After the nominal voting process, there was some discussion around the top goal selected for St. Louis
County: the development of a long-term watershed ecosystem monitoring program. Many participants
thought this was an excellent idea for the region, but workshop staff mentioned that the goal of this
workshop was to identify on the ground, actionable habitat restoration projects, not monitoring projects.
It was decided that the develop of a long-term watershed monitoring project would be moved to the data
needs discussion of the workshop.

There was also a discussion about the effectiveness of splitting workshop participants into groups based
on county. Many of the participants in the Cook County and Lake County groups felt that there was
significant overlap between their goals, and the types of restoration projects they would like to propose.
To address these concerns, workshop staff spent several minutes looking for themes across all the goals
listed across the four groups. The following two themes were identified:

1. Restoring connectivity for fish species
2. Restoring migratory bird habitat
Based on these themes, workshop staff proposed splitting participants into the following four groups:

1. St Louis River Estuary
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2. Coldwater fish habitat connectivity
3. Nearshore coastal habitat

4. Forests for bird habitat

Workshop participants agreed to this new division of groups and separated themselves accordingly. After
moving to their new groups, Participants in groups two through four quickly convened to generate a new

top goal statement that would be consistent with their new grouping. The updated goal statements are
summarized in Table 4.

Finally, there was a brief question and answer session at the conclusion of this process. The questions and
answers are paraphrased below:

Question: How will this meld with the LAMP? We did a similar exercise a few months ago

e We don'tintend to supplant the LAMP process. This process draws upon existing information
across plans and projects. We know the LAMP has this information in it, but not all LAMPs across

the lakes have projects identified. We are trying to identify projects that are ready to go, or need a
bit more engineering and design.

Question: is there funding that is going to be applied to these priorities?

e Yes, funders will be convening after all workshops have been completed
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Figure 7. Map of Lake Superior Coastline and the Approximate Geographic Extent for the Four
Groups: St. Louis River Estuary, St. Louis County, Lake County, and Cook County
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Figure 8. St. Louis County Group Developing Goal Statements

Figure 9. St. Louis River Estuary Developing Goals Statements

3/25/2020
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Figure 11. Initial Goal Statements for Each Group: St Louis River Estuary, St. Louis County, Lake

County, and Cook County
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Figure 12. Nominal Voting on Goal Statements by Group

3/25/2020
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Table 3. Summary of Goal Statements by Region and the Results of the Nominal Voting Process

St. Louis 2
River
Estuary

Increase availability of suitable stop over and nesting habitat for migratory birds to meet 5 8

federal and state targets

3 15
St. Louis - 12 6
County

12 9

7 14
Lake 18 1
County
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Region

1
Identify and involve all potential partners in restoration and management initiatives. Targeting 0 27
agencies, organizations, nations, institutions, residents.
Cook 16 1
County
13 7
Increase protection of the coastal shoreline by 10 miles by 2030 5 17
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Table 4. Updated Goal Statements Based on New Groups

Region Goal

St. Louis River See Table 3 above

Coldwater Fish Coordinated, strategic approach to restore coldwater connectivity through barrier removal that restores
Connectivity hydrology, connectivity, biology, water quality, and geomorphology

Increase knowledge of and preservation of unique coastal and nearshore habitats and maintain/protect
biodiversity in these habitats. Establish increases in preserved area based on specific habitat type (i.e.,
one additional wetland).

Nearshore

Coastal Habitat

Protect and restore an additional 10% of coastal* forests through cohesive strategies and management
for climate resiliency and migratory bird habitat
e Mitigate invasive species (e.g., have Cook Co. free of invasive species by 2030)
o Integrate extant initiatives (e.g., include Wildlife Management Plan, 1854 Treaty, Authority
Climate Adaptation Plan, North Shore Forest Collaborative, Lake Superior Northshore One
Watershed One Plan [LSN 1W1P])

Forests

*This group disagreed about the inclusion of the word “coastal” in the goal statement.
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2 Afternoon Session (1:00 PM — 4:30 PM)

2.1 Identifying and Prioritizing Projects and Locations: A Review of State and
Regional Plans

Before working together to identify and prioritize habitat restoration projects, LimnoTech staff gave a brief
presentation highlighting the different types of restoration projects targeted by the GLRI and examples of
both GLRI-funded habitat restoration projects and other types of habitat restoration projects that have been
funded in the state. The purpose of this presentation was to provide some background of recently completed
and planned projects in the state to help spur conversations between participants.

According to GLRI Action Plan 111, the GLRI funds habitat restoration projects that target the “...protection,
enhancement, rehabilitation, and restoration” of ecosystems. LimnoTech provided definitions for the four
types of projects and examples of projects recently completed in Figures 13 and 14 (USEPA, 2016).

Example: Example:

Purchase of land or easement Flow alterations in a wetland

Example:

Removing shoreline hardening and restoring natural Example:

shoreline Removing invasive species that prevent native species

from thriving

Figure 13. Types of Habitat Restoration Projects as Defined by USEPA (USEPA, 2016)
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Restoration

GLRI Funded Projects

3/25/2020

Other Minnesota Projects

Type

establishment

Protection St. Louis R. Natural Areas Acquisition and Conservation | Crosby Manitou State Park Land Acquisition
..important coastal wetland habitats identified MLSCP helped acquire over 600 acres to
through the Lake Superior Action and Mgmt Plan. consolidate park lands into a contiguous unit

Enhancement | Stewart River Stabilization and Habitat Improvement Interstate Island (Phase I)

Stabilize the stream channel and improve aquatic and | Habitat enhancement for common terns and
riparian habitat along 3,000 feet of the Stewart River. piping plover

Re- Lower St. Louis R AOC Wild Rice Restoration Knowlton Creek Stream Restoration

...restore 150 acres of wild rice wetlands within the St.
Louis River estuary of Minnesota and Wisconsin

repaired 6,500 feet of degraded stream channel,
restored 8 acres of wetlands

Rehabilitation

Riparian Habhitat Assessment, Protection and
Management in MN’s Lake Superior Watershed
...prioritize sites that...will promote and ensure angler
success and stream habitat quality into the future

Chambers Grove Restoration

removing hardened shoreline, contouring the river
bank, planting local vegetation, and adding in-
water habitat.

Figure 14. Examples of funded projects in the State of Minnesota

2.2 Identifying and Prioritizing Locations

During an approximately 90-minute interactive session, workshop attendees brainstormed potential
project locations and marked up maps to document these projects (Figures 15 through 17). Each group
then presented three of their proposed projects, and summarized how these locations align with principles
and goals for regional habitat restoration that were developed in the morning session.

After each region pitched their top three projects, all workshop attendees were given the opportunity to
vote on them using green, blue, and orange sticky dots. Attendees were asked to rank the projects within
each region against each other in order to determine the top project within each region. After workshop
attendees voted, each project then received a score according to the scoring system summarized in Table
5. The top projects from each region then went on to a second round of voting. Participants were each
given one purple dot and asked to select their top project across all of regions. This resulted in a ranking
of all the top projects across all regions. This information is also summarized in Table 6. To ensure that no
project information was lost, all projects that were discussed by individual groups are included in

Attachment A.

There was a brief question and answer period after each group presented their proposed projects.
Questions and answers by region are presented below. The answers to the questions were integrated into

Table 6.
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Figure 16. Forests Group Discussing Proposed Project Locations
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Figure 17. Participant Voting on Proposed Project Locations

Table 5. Summary of Voting System

Dot Color Rank Point Value
Green First 3
Blue Second 2
Orange Third 1
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Table 6. Summary of Proposed Projects by Lake

Blue Orange Region Region
Project Further Details Specific Specific

St. Louis 1 City of Duluth Land We want to acquire 4,000 acres of 28 1 0 86 1st
River Acquisition
Estuary

official protection.

2 Superior Municipal 1
Forest Land
Acquisition

3 Private Property Land 0 8 3rd
Acquisition
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Green Blue Orange o i i
Project Further Details Specific Specific Sinal Sinal
(1st) (2nd) (3r9) Score Score Rank
Rank
Coldwater These projects are tied together. The first 2nd
Streams
St. Louis River, Flute Reed River).
Nearshore Coastal forest We know our coastal forests are declining. 16 9 1 67 5 4th
and management and We know there is also a lot of interest in

restoration for climate  this. This is ready to go in some respects.
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Reqi Region . .
Orange egion Final Final

Score Rank

Project Further Details Specific Specific

3 Score Rank

Coastal
Habitat

3b Piloting green 12 8 8 60 2nd
technologies to control
coastal erosion
coupled with
restoration of
hardened nearshore
landscape

1 Invasive Species 2 8 17 39 3rd
Removal and Control

Forest 1 Implement Five 16 7 3 65 1st 11 1st
Landscape
Collaborative
Protection/Restoration
Projects
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Reaqi Region . .
Orange egton Final Final

Score Rank

Project Further Details Specific Specific

3 Score Rank

3 Determining the right 10 9 10 58 2nd
trees for restoration in
the context of climate
change

2 Plant 5,000 acres of 2 11 13 41 3rd
longer lived species on
private lands over 10
years
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2.3 Break

2.4 Overview of Data Availability

Before working together to identify data needs, LimnoTech staff briefly presented their understanding of
data gaps for the state of Minnesota. Data gaps were described in terms of presence/absence, spatial
resolution (low to high), and temporal resolution (low to high). As part of the data gap analysis,
LimnoTech identified thirty-four types of data that could be useful for planning habitat restoration
projects. This list of data types was generated after a review of papers produced as part of the Great Lakes
Aquatic Habitat Framework (GLAHF) (Kovalenko et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2015) and an in-house review
by a LimnoTech fish biologist.

In summarizing datasets LimnoTech divided data sets into Three groups: physical, biological, and
environmental (Figures 18 through 21). A glossary of terms used in Figures 18 through 21 can be found in
Section 6.

X
— We have found a dataset that matches the metric
OK Spatial Temporal
Resolution Resolution
— sufficient level of information for project-scale
work Ok Ok
Low Low Low
— The resolution of the data is technically insufficient
to complete project-scale work Moderate Moderate
MODERATE High High

— The resolution of the data is more coarse than
desired to complete project-scale work, but
useable

HIGH

— There is sufficient high-resolution to use this
dataset for project scale work

Figure 18. Summary of Short-Hand Used in Data Gap Analysis Presentation
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Data Type Present? Spatial Temporal Notes
Resolution Resolution

Bottom ruggedness (rugosity) GAP

Bottom slope % Law Low Derived depth & relief

Connectivity to adjacent habitats GAP

Hydrogeaforms % Low Low Derived depth & relief

Relative exposure index (REI) GAP

River substrate GAP. 5t Louis River

dats?

Spawning reefs X ok An update? | Many old srcs, 2011

Substrate composition, variability, and distribution Low Low 2015, GLAHF 30-m

Water depth X High Moderate

Wave energy ¥ Moderate Moderate USACE modeled results

Wawe height X Low High GLOS buoy {no win. Data)

Discharge infrastructure: volumes and types X ok ok NPDES permits

Ecoregions (ecoprovinces) X ok Ok

Dams (river access) X Ok Ok

Road crossings X Ok ok

Shoreline classification X Ok ok

Stream mouths (watershed pour points) X Ok Ok

\Watersheds X Ok Ok

Figure 19. Data Gap Summary for Physical Data

Data Type Present? Spatial Temporal Notes
Resolution Resolution

Benthos (trophic str/func) X Moderate Moderate | Federal points, most recent 2011

Coastal wetlands X Moderate Ok MTRI 12.5-m

Fish (trophic str/func) X Moderate Moderate

Plankton (trophic str/func) X Moderate Moderate | From CSMIin Lk Superior and GLNPO

Prevalence of invasive species X Moderate Moderate GLANSIS, most recent 2014
Phragmites stands

Submerged aguatic vegetation X Low Low Mich. Tech Research Inst, 2012, 30-m

(presence/absence)

Vegetation density GAP

\Vegetation heterogeneity GAP

Vegetation morphotype GAP

\Vegetation species composition GAP

Figure 20. Data Gap Summary for Biological Data
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Data Type Present? Spatial Temporal Notes
Resolution Resolution

Chlorophyll-a X High High MPCA monitoring

Turbidity X High High MPCA monitoring

Suspended minerals X High High MPCA monitoring
\Water temperature (incl. timing/variability) X Low Moderate | Derived from NOAA
coastwatch satellite

Dissolved oxygen X High High MPCA monitoring

Turbidity X High High MPCA monitoring

Figure 21. Data Gap Summary for Environmental Data

2.5 Collaborative Identification of Data Needs

Data was discussed two ways during the workshop. The two-step approach was used to try to encourage
and capture conversations related to data throughout the course of the workshop. The first method was to
use a data wall (Figures 22 and 23). On the data wall, workshop participants had the opportunity to
identify two types of datasets: those that they needed and those that they had to share. Participants were
also able to qualitatively identify the spatial resolution of the data (ranging from basin scale to local scale)
and the temporal resolution of the data (ranging from sampled once to sampled annually). Table 7
summarizes the data needs identified using the data wall. Additional workshop discussion items related
to data needs follow this table. Data summary worksheets filled out by workshop participants can be
found in Attachment B.

The second way that data was discussed was by having participants return to their project groups and
work together. Participants were asked to consider three questions:

1. Do you have data to fill the identified data gaps?
2. What data do you need to complete your proposed project?
3. What data do you need to identify and prioritize future projects?

The answers to these questions are summarized in Tables 8 and 9. In Tables 8 and 9, information was
provided by attendees at the workshop regarding needed information and potential sources of
information. The information provided has not been vetted and may be incorrect. Additionally, many
workshop participants did not identify their group. To address this issue while also identifying data needs,
a fifth group called “General” was created. Needed data sets that did not have a clear group association
were listed as “General”.

After each group discussed their data needs there was a brief reporting out period where each group
expressed their top data needs. This conversation is summarized below:

e  St. Louis River Estuary

0 Currently we lack long-term restoration monitoring data. This means we cannot quantify
which projects are working and which aren’t

0 Central data portal for all the groups working in the region would help with data
accessibility and information communication

e Coldwater Streams
0 More data to support better forestry management and model development

= We want to be able to quantify the impacts of different forestry practices
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= Evapotranspiration data
e Nearshore and Coastal Habitat

0 We want a better understanding of which plant materials are working for restoration.
Right now projects are putting in plants and we don’t know if these plantings are
working.

e [orest

o0 We would like the Ecological Limits of Hydrologic Alteration (ELOHA) analysis to be
conducted for the rest of the tributaries in the Northshore region

0 We need information on socioeconomic metrics and a health impact analysis to help
guantify the value of conservation efforts to the public.

o0 We would like more data on soil moisture holding capacity.
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Figure 23. Data Wall for Physical, Biological, and Environmental Data Sets
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Table 7. Summary of Datasets Included on the Data Wall

. Contact
Temporal Spatial SHREE

Scale Scale

Data Type Description

Notes

Physical

~10 years

Hyperspectral imagery of the coastal zone of the Great Lakes

NEED ~10 years Basin
NEED -- ~5 years Local
Biological NEED Need more data on wild rice productivity--long-term monitoring ~5 years State

using standardized methods published by Minnesota Sea Grant

NEED Collection and analysis of long-term biological, physical, and ~5 years County
chemical data for adaptive management

NEED Accurate forest inventory (throughout time and updated) Annual Local

NEED ELOHA project complete data/modeling for the North Shore Once County
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Have . Contact
- Temporal Spatial
Data Type or Description or
Scale Scale
Need Notes
NEED What are the correct plants/species/ecotypes to use in coastal ~5 years County

restoration efforts?
NEED LiDAR data update for the region Once Local

NEED Once County

NEED Lake Superior monitoring data of parameters such as Once Basin
temperature--currently in unknown status and availability

NEED Annual migratory bird monitoring (population status and Annual Local
productivity), and habitat condition along the Northshore and
estuary
Environ NEED Need to compile data on landscape context, hydrology, and ~5 years County
mental altered hydrologic regime for wild rice waterbodies
NEED collect and analyze social, behavioral, cultural, and decision ~5 years County

making data for adaptive management

NEED Baseline information on forest landscape, forest types, ages, and ~5 years County
opportunities for forest restoration/enhancement projects.
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: Contact
Temporal Spatial

Scale Scale

Data Type Description

Notes

Environmental data (e.g., temperature and precipitation) for
nearshore terrestrial habitat. Can be used for environmental niche
modeling)

NEED Collect and analyze social, behavioral, cultural and decision ~5 years County
making data for adaptive management

Table 8. Summary of Data Sets Available to Fill Data Gaps

Region
St. Louis Aquatic and wetland vegetation in the St. Louis River estuary and Carol Reschke, UMD NRRI
River upper St. Louis River watershed
Estuary

Water chemistry for a few wild rice stands and restoration sites Chan Lau Chun, UMD NRRI
@l [elizlizig | Continuous water temperature data on most trout streams for St. None provided
Streams Louis and Carlton Counties. Most sites have three years of data

National Wetlands Inventory preliminary functional assessment

\[=E1gslalelgsl | Hardened shoreline classification dataset (public release 2/2020) for ~ Brandon Krumwiede, NOAA OCM
Coastal Lake Superior coastline
Habitat

Super canopied trees-baseline
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Region Data Set Contact

Clinton Little-MN DNR Coastal Program

General Sites of biological significance—Minnesota state-wide dataset Minnesota Biological Survey
Native plant communities mapping for sites of biological significance = Minnesota Biological Survey
Vegetation sampling for releve [sic] plots Minnesota Biological Survey

Long-term vegetation monitoring plots. This project was just initiated Minnesota Biological Survey
and has one year of data

Bird migration data Janelle Long, Hawk Ridge Bird Observatory

Table 9. Summary of Data Needs by Region and Type

Resolution Availability

St. Louis None mentioned
River -
Estuary
(ofe] [es\WEIL:Ig Project Preliminary functional We can prioritize the Local/ None mentioned
Streams assessment from Minnesota’s protection of coldwater 5 years

current NWI data streams based on climate

change impacts and changes
in wetland function

Project LiDAR Lake This is critical to affective No details None mentioned
Superior project design provided
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Resolution Availability

Project Evapotranspiration Lake Will help water budget No details None mentioned
Superior modeling and is importantto  provided
north and project design
south
Project High resolution coastal change Lake Critical to project design No details None mentioned
analysis program Superior provided
coastal
zone
Project LiDAR HDEM and stream Lake This data will help improve No details None mentioned
lines/DEM canopy model Superior stream mapping and provided

watershed contribute to NHI

NEETES alel g8 Project Nearshore substrate Minnesota CMECS mapping Local/ None mentioned
Coastal classification and geology waters
. Once
Habitat (offshore
Project What plant materials will Coastal If NOAA/GLRI No details None mentioned
thrive in restoration plantings  terrestrial provided
in the coastal zone? forests,
wetlands,
dunes, and
rocky
shores
Prioritization Distribution of invasive species Lake Natural wild rice stands have  Basin/ Non mentioned
such as invasive cattails that Superior been declining and we don't Annual

shoreline know why. This is an
important plant in the region
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Forest

Prioritization

Project

Project

Project

Project

Project

Prioritization

Fine scale environmental
parameters (temp, precip, etc)
for coastal habitat

Complete ELOHA (ecological
limitation of hydrologic
alteration) analysis for all
Northshore HUC-12
watersheds

Comprehensive avian species
distribution and habitat use
within priority HUC-12
watersheds

EDD (invasive species) maps

Landowner contact
information

Integrated maps of forest
standard, timber harvest, and
planned timber harvest

Better forest
characterization/quantification

Terrestrial/
nearshore
region

North-
shore

North-
shore

North-
shore

Not
specified

Not
specified

North-
shore, St.
Louis, and

We cannot model how plants
will respond to climate
change without this data.

This will assist in land
protection priorities and
inform forest restoration and
enhancement design

See above

See above

We need to contact private
land owners to get them
involved in restoration efforts

This would provide before
and after measures of human
use of restored areas

Would help determine forest
cover across all ownerships to
address watershed runoff

3

Resolution

No details
provided

No details
provided

No details
provided

No details
provided

No details
provided

Local/

Once

/25/2020

Availability

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned
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3

Resolution

/25/2020

Availability

General

Prioritization

Prioritization

Project

Project

Prioritization

Evapotranspiration data

Accurate and up to date forest
inventory across ownerships
(not just canopy by
understory)

More resolved soil inventory
data, particularly soil water
holding capacity

Vegetation monitoring-

repeated collection of data
from sites over time

Sediment budget

North-
shore

All Great
Lakes
counties

Not
specified

Not
specified

Lake
Superior
shoreline

See above

Will help have accurate
modeling for sustainability,
planning, etc.

See above

We would like to have
vegetation trends over time

Help us determine where
littoral material is moving

and where there are deficits.

It can help regulators with
permitting

Local/

Once

Local/

Annual

No details
provided

Basin/

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

None mentioned

o temporal

details
provided

No details
provided

None mentioned

Page | 36



Proceedings Report on Great Lakes Coastal and Nearshore Habitat Assessment Project—Minnesota 3/25/2020

3 Workshop Summary

3.1 Workshop Findings

3.1.1 Common Principles

Workshop participants identified four common principles that underlie many successful habitat
restoration projects:

1. They involve collaborative planning and stakeholder engagement that occurs early and often to
make sure all voices are heard.

2. They use sound science and a data driven decision making process so that the effects of the
restoration process can be quantified. And,

3. They are sustainable into the future and take into account a wide variety of environmental
conditions.

3.1.2 Common Goals

The top common goal identified by workshop participants are summarized in Table 10. It should be noted
that while workshop attendees were able to come to consensus around common goals, they also
recognized that, in many cases, the current data is insufficient to quantitatively assess these goals. The
types of baseline data that workshop attendees would like to collect are outlined in section 2.5.

Table 10. Summary of Top Goals for Each Lake Identified by Workshop Participants

Planning

Area

St. Louis Protect/preserve approximately 4,000 acres of land in
River three priority watersheds to increase
Estuary connectivity/resiliency. Most of the parcels that create the
4,000 acres have already been identified

Coldwater Coordinated, strategic approach to restore coldwater
Stream connectivity through barrier removal that restores
©plalzmil/i84 | hydrology, connectivity, biology, water quality, and
geomorphology

Nearshore Increase knowledge of and preservation of unique coastal
clgleli@er izl l 0 and nearshore habitats and maintain/protect biodiversity
Habitat in these habitats. Establish increases in preserved area
based on specific habitat type (i.e., one additional
wetland).
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Planning

Area

Forest Protect and restore an additional 10% of coastal* forests
through cohesive strategies and management for climate
resiliency and migratory bird habitat.

e Mitigate invasive species (e.g., have Cook Co. free
of invasive species by 2030)

e Integrate extant initiatives (e.g., include Wildlife
Management Plan, 1854 Treaty, Authority
Climate Adaptation Plan, North Shore Forest
Collaborative, Lake Superior Northshore One
Watershed One Plan [LSN 1W1P])

*This group disagreed about the inclusion of the word
“coastal” in the goal statement.

3.1.3 Identification of Workshop Priorities

The results from the habitat restoration project prioritization process are summarized in Table 11. For
further details about the projects in the table, see section 2.2. For details on the inclusion of the Rogers
Park Project, see section 2.2. For further information about projects that were not ranked, please see
Attachment A.

Table 11. Summary of Ranked Habitat Restoration Priorities Developed by Workshop Participants

Project Further Details Final Final
Score Rank

Implement Five Birds use this region as a major migratory

Landscape corridor. It's in great shape, but it isn't
Collaborative perfect. There is currently development
Protection/Restoration pressure on many of these lands and they are
Projects privately owned.

This project builds on some great initiatives
over the past 10 years. Bringing many
landowners together to collaborate,
coordinate land management, and preserve
lands.

We need to start managing forests around
ecological needs, not around political

boundaries.
Coldwater [l Fish Habitat These projects are tied together. The first is a 9 2nd
Streams Reconnection via programmatic approach looking to target the
Multiple Methods most resilient cold water systems. One of the
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Region Map

St. Louis 1
River
Estuary

Nearshore ¥
and

Coastal
Habitat

#

Project

(only one project was
proposed by this
group)

City of Duluth Land
Acquisition

Coastal forest
management and
restoration for climate

Further Details

biggest issues is connectivity as seasons get
warmer. It is critical that the fish can reach
cold water refuges.

In the first part of the project, we would like
to reconnect 400 miles in three watersheds
(Baptism, Manitou, Two Island) by replacing
culverts. These rivers were selected because
they are predicted to be the most resilient
streams on the North Shore (based on
modeling). This would target brook trout,
coastal brook trout. There are many partners.

The second part focuses on removing fish
barriers and restoring bank and channels. We
are targeting >5 miles for
restoration/reconnection and the removal of
many barriers. This project would improve
habitat, water quality. It is supported by
partners and the local communities in the
region (Tisher, Keene, St. Louis River, Flute
Reed River).

We want to acquire 4,000 acres of
undeveloped tax forfeit parcels within the
City of Duluth for permanent protection.
Duluth has the unique opportunity to have
20-30% of their land designated as open
space.

Most of these parcels have been selected
already. Many parcels are already used as
open space by residents, but they need official
protection.

We know our coastal forests are declining.
We know there is also a lot of interest in this.
This is ready to go in some respects. There
are some that we could do right now, but
others that require more research.

We have targeted three different watersheds
that are in good shape currently.

3/25/2020

Final Final
Score Rank

6 3rd
5 4th
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3.1.4 Data Needs

See section 2.5 for a tabular summary of data needs. For scanned copies of the data worksheets, see
Attachment B.

In this workshop, many participants also expressed a desire to start a long-term monitoring program in a
reference watershed in order to identify trends over the next 20 to 30 years.

3.2 Next Steps

At the end of the workshop, Mike Molnar, from CSO, briefly discussed the next steps involved in this

process:

Information organization: we will sort through all the great information and develop a report that
is to be shared with the coastal program

Data gap filling: select data gaps identified during this workshop and others will be addressed for
a limited portion of the shoreline from April 2020 through March 2021

NOAA will be able to fund some engineering and design work for a subset of projects.

Federal partners, with funding available, will be convened by NOAA during the spring to discuss
the project priorities identified in the state-specific workshop and their potential fit with various
funding streams.

Continue the conversation — today has been a great conversation starter. We encourage you to
continue the discussion among yourselves and partners.
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5 Workshop Attendee Summary

Breakdown of workshop invitees:

@

m State = Federal = NGO = Local = Tribal mOther

Breakdown of workshop participants:

= State = Federal = NGO =Local =Tribal mOther
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The table below summarizes workshop participants and their contact information:

Last First Affiliation
Blackburn Julie RESPEC
Bracey Annie University of Minnesota-Duluth
Bradley Doug LimnoTech
Collins Pat MN DNR - EWR
Darnton Ryan NOAA
Desotelle Diane City of Duluth
Gross Briana University of Minnesota-Duluth
Hansel llena Cook Soil and Water Cons. Dist
Hendrickson Deserae MN DNR Fish and Wildlife
Holstrom Rebecca MN DNR - EWR
Jereczek John MN DNR
Kaspar Tyler 1854 Treaty Authority
Koehler Edward US Fish and Wildlife Service
Krumwiede Brandon NOAA
Krumwiede Brandon NOAA
Lindgren John MN DNR Fish and Wildlife
Little Clinton MN DNR
Luke James US Army Corps of Engineers
Martus Jesse Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
McClinton Tim DEA, Inc
McDonnell Julie MN DNR
Meyer Kevin US Army Corps of Engineers
Padilla Julie LimnoTech
Paron Dean MN DNR Fish and Wildlife
Parson Jessica MN DNR
Paulson John North Shore Forest Collaborative
Peterson Daryl Minnesota Land Trust
Sorensen Hilarie 1854 Treaty Authority
Thompson Molly Sugarloaf The North Shore

Stewardship Assn

VanNingen AmberBeth MN DNR
Wick Molly US EPA
Reschke Carol UMD NRRI

3/25/2020
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6 Glossary

Benthos: biotic organisms that are found at the bottom of water bodies.

Ecoregion: A major ecosystem that has a unique geography and receives consistent sunlight and
moisture.

Hydrogeoforms: Underwater geologic structures. Hydrogeoforms include features such as underwater
reefs, plains, and ridges.

Relative exposure index (REI): The relative exposure index is the effective fetch of a waterbody
scaled by mean wind speed. The effective fetch is the length of a waterbody where the wind blows in a
consistent direction. Together, fetch and wind speed determine wave size and energy. Ultimately, areas
with lower relative exposure index provide better fish habitat.

Trophic structure/function (trophic str/func): Describes the relationship between different
organisms within the food web of an ecosystem.

Page | 44



Proceedings Report on Great Lakes Coastal and Nearshore Habitat Assessment Project—Minnesota 3/25/2020

Attachment A

Project Summary Worksheets



W d
PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET C
Project number: ‘\:lu‘l—(, rE@L d X\\f‘ﬂ’ 1

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? M&W/COHNLJ’M?\J

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

3. The project category (circle one):

Protection Enhancement @e_s_tprg_tigrl_ (reestablishment) -~ ®ehabilitatio
4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier

removal: avg . X ) )
Heuwin (g ad O ceansenl cxlws ol bendo StabiZadwn

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

7. Spatial extent/acreage:
Uakwn = @ CougJ\L of i

8. Current/past condition of the site:
CﬂerO u{,w«%:a ore. O o ol crrod . Qi SEAsA - Gitey Ore Shresy el

9. Social, political and physical context of the prOJect(
Yage (onddomnanr — mq ove il M) ﬁ)cfw\ ww \fo‘@www
WiAEr e iy U
0

10. Potential partners:
MNDNIZ - Lo Bttuniee, Cooleyen | Jondgamsce (priese )

11. Unmet data needs:

[arhianevor VedST, W:j o oF ’hm m;M/

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020




L3
2/,._,
_ (o
¢
" Uzwh
- g:\w
) 5 - g
“Y‘_Em
- WKUW‘DQ
v
M xgww
-~
i
&y

e i
,é
ﬁ\l\
{JUJ-
LQ(J;
A -
Hn
L7
L! pe¥

o
4
- B
A
, - el
ut
&
A
P



PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WDRKSHEET b

Project number: Q\ ﬁ'oq rofn e '[Y/ t ((/ /(/cf‘/ 1¢ e va / on (/'h*"' /¢

} 5 ‘{‘ rowen )
NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO D/REC TIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE

SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? Co /0/ wa (0/’"\ e( ' i /\L o~ (//
(ms (L‘t"‘j\ /LI.$, [Lr‘(&,(
2. Which goal statements does this project support? T neeea se Co /ﬂ/mc« kr  <Connc f'/l(/: : </

3. The project category (circle one); -
Protection @ancement) Réstorationyreestablishment) Rehabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

F(-"C"S Lo e /l‘.z|'<1(l-/ &N AaﬂCCM‘L&pi /f‘;j/‘/tﬁ/'“.rzt&/\ &N C/liﬂ’lq& CA""‘7Q
feslinf wakesSeds”’

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce): ,
Lo it S rive <om,;am-«f4r < @foﬁ’!wﬂﬂ /01\/, Waﬁér QW\/?(\//

H\zdra(oq\/, Connafisi h,_ 4 c/{cﬁ'n/; .

6. Targeted species that beneflts from actions:
IE ‘%l‘w—' 4 Coas‘/ﬁ/ br@o/é ‘7[r0r/%‘
7. Spatial extent/acreage:
400 mlls _od  cold sobr  chnms  comne Lo
8. Current/past condition of the site: :
SepperleA [’!‘E’Q b’/f‘r 4m S o ’ﬂ /14'/1}.,& ﬁrw 4 %f”""é
('0_/,0(&’ ‘Zf f5'9f1 j'&! 0/;’!’}1 'ﬁf e ‘ho" Au‘_o_ mm«,/c f‘zrm
Vv [nece ble 4 < f,(\o( le é"/""f"? £ e
9. Social, political and phys al context of the project:

Brw At /);.;n r}/w\ 1[‘,' 4—c/ aj A \/ sct'e §

t7{t-‘\ 6;/ Lomcroe| Wﬁ—/j’r fAﬁtl ’g /M d’\c/ .q?p e €tle 3.

10. Pﬁjential partners:

(474 -/M ce 1:, L~ 1 ‘/A //’/C//] AH L (01:!/1 z\/ §A/C‘0 (0& /( (“”vr\ :
{51/(0 7-"0:»1( ‘yfl/fmc/‘o/ Ef/’ /f(z' /7f‘ea /(/ /46-/41 }(V {L
Us pecs

11. Unmet data needs:

Mﬁﬂﬁ:. — (:{;r '[01 /(;4 g éc(-/': z‘:y//e p/(‘/ & / 41 /;/é_'_:o// .

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 2 3 4 @

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10of1



https://f}v,,...._c..ro
https://Cir,'l,1Lc.lt

CW onia: ot
PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET

Project number: 3 = 716&\*\@,( (’c‘f_é’k Cnhné&;‘l’}' \H+\[/

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? _{ 3\‘7 C’o\&m wi(ex Lon e,c;\-} vV t“’/

“sa ¥

2. Which goal statements does this project support? ) Cal as et \;t
3. The project category (circle one): @
@te_ct@ @% Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation
o5 <
4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

F\b\’\ hetciec te W\O\J‘c»\ + @t‘\\amc& re&%na\ﬂow

5. The desired change that the pro;ect intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce): -{.
el iwi nake  cocrent -ire,wﬂem)rue, [Flow | S\ passag e P ¢ ment-s
cossed ‘n/v' Hos s \94 W cvs /mm\,Q &\\1 <¢>6Jn.at¢‘(\ ng Ionng. v atre g,,m cloan "\8(

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

8 Lok ToooT

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

R_L(as_e_&_}_:im des o€ counect v\Srs/ 1.5 _ 4@,mf¢rwh¢€

cemedsaf (0l e Llow Temediation
8. Current/past condition o%—he site:

Iwm (.G\ mewl oF ca\(& mAav ‘Ffdd% ,5‘{‘? CavW\ |, T yupan rme/\f{' +
hrqaer:ﬁ(drt % Clow /

9. Social, political and phys:cal context of the project:
Remode) of '\ am (S ccnkéummi ] \e Cly J‘( DJ(\)‘(‘\b
Hastley V‘I\nncs.j?LW\e.‘N—\— ‘o\mn,, Many cesidents Mt o e fod‘((
Po«\& xt[é‘i‘\“e.ch et $drroum1 15 {a“':/_‘ ect atrea

10. Potential partners:

iy of 0ol o‘\"\\ Ml D(\[K 3. Loouys waj\\/ SVJCD
Hodt\ey Nodove C.e“'\'er
For- CnorT [NFO odTACT: JoH UI\JD(:}PEA

11. Unmet data needs:

Feas o) '\(\/ J)"‘JZQV \ndv.:’-; LLGV\ éﬁ&""t LO /\JLL’Jl "a gﬂnbk &5

G_ﬂ(& oamﬁhﬁe 163«06,('410\ eAN I TOD Yﬂer\i‘d\-\ ceiell ¢ C.cv\,\'(‘a.c_k‘v\j

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 @ 4 5

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10f1



PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET CONNL d.

Project number: 4‘ '{Pflfu C,{PP,ZL/

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

A

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? / [ G U

2. Which goal statements does this project support? CLOOD{"& 0 7 ifﬂ bH’CC\'

3. The project category (circle one): ~ 2 -
Protection Enhancement ( Restoratlon(reestabllshment) ) Rehabilitation

=

The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

SToee CHANNSUIZED PEACH To ATABLE NeTuRAL. STREAM CHaNNEL uf/;.-npmwb
AN::H}’\T oolp FisH Paseter (IJolUDEs | (ULVERT AdD owE Dop Lernouni)

INVASIVZ REMOVAC IN RipARiaN eRiDeR- (TAPANSSE KNOTWED) b= ot FeH.
bAppiEes )

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):
Reranuz 2 Ceap CARRIEDS >, Restope NATURAL Steepna Azt —
Alp PRoce<sES,

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

Reoni TROUT (wite) , Beouwn Teeur ( Q"rou&(i\/

o

Spatial extent/acreage:

peeeoxi szt Booo A+ o SteeAv) CHANNBEL AND ADTALEIT
WeARIAY HRPITAT

8. Current/past condition of the site:

CHAMNELIZED , DApA |, EAILUNG CulveRrT

©

Social, political and physical context of the project:

thert?  OuPeopteh BY dbrnepn 1TY

10. Potential partners:

M Powzk , (ITY of DUTUTH (BoTH Apowdzrs)
MNCNR. FISWERIES,  TRo(T ONUMITED S0 Stlavie, Swel)
For- morc (o CONTACT ¥ dol'h\) LiNOGRE

11. Unmet data needs:
SueUsy - DETALED 1 GepnoePinioi] DATR FoR_ (% »\(rh

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 @ 5

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 1 0f1



cw
cons g

PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET
Project number: . Fﬁa’ o {n(\ &}v{\ g\ I Iift,at,.,

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DUR/NG THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT. H 5 l’)

J1O

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? Z}D Ny H(,’{

2. Which goal statements does this project support? CL:OJZ‘,QJQ l’Yﬁ 101441_

3. The project category (circle one): st
Protection Enhancement & Restoration (reestabllshment)) Rehabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

ResTorRE ConneenViTy “To Hi6ToR 1C Eppunlide- HABITET, UPSIREAM
THE Fonp Ov (AC. DA AR PrTH  (Ake STUReelN AW 1 ILEYE ~

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce)'

UEYS

APES TO /f/ammt ‘VD/Q/J/\//M‘J/’ 'ﬁt’m S I 779/ (mkf SIATE Ppei—

6. ar eted species that benefits from actions:

M :p/kf/:v(f/m/ UBLLEYE (e Sl

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

8. Current/past condition of the site:

fonlp DU AL, DA 6 Coridli] g GmPLETE FIsH SaePer—

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

10. Potential partners:

Nong, UsAS, MN fhinee—

=Y
For. rraRE (IWFO conied Desteihs.- H?NZ’.WJ(JCS@»)

11. Unmet data needs:

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 4 @

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10f1


https://vl1Joi~~aQ~.__..YY

Faut

PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET
Project numb P{‘%v/‘ S &DO ‘4‘5 EF' %"-S (S;)J'CSFL /’-‘*W) 7% VL')C)C' A

[Eotaficin ;’ <
NUMBER THIS PROJECT A CCORD/NG TO DIRECTIONS Pnzfaso DURING THE WORI(SHOP THEN WRITE THE s Stnce

SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? 6:/) A 6{‘0\1 0 MS\(_J

2. Which goal statements does this project support? (a L s'f(m\p,_;]?\d

3. The project category (circle one):
Protection Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) ehabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

Fore 54 Pegﬂrca_iﬁ%»\i{-“vx\i\miemd‘ an 6coo Fh".bu_fﬂ
land £ pawrcel C al ans A) ortth Sligng,

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):
hwon pefitied, Lengos (ol tnR goorter o %23
MNertng e 0\{\1\/\5“ [~hz Cew, € ( (J'M'\ﬂgf

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

W A G e Ingboided et apolhod, cle, - c-of&odaeen
L NS el alene o €Ay 2 ()V\Odlé Mo A fhmﬂ
‘}{’CT\"-‘-‘QS nfeud NWPMJ M\aus}avwe/ vk A cedam @d[&wwltrd\j

+ m&)

~

Spatial extent/acreage:

Upto sPOO aa,quf/{o YRars.

8. Current/past condition of the site:

9. SOCIal political and phyS|caI context of the project:

(el O s Cngr /079+Vm.'l~ér

10. Potential partners: ‘H’P I'L)d) MAM <‘wda WJOC\ ‘ MO%SM
P st cqc(aﬂ,w:ﬂ?m SWCD  MNNR Poiede (et a%\am/

11. Unmet data needs:
(/< A &(/1491/\/_\_

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 @ 5

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10f1



Forest
PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WURKSHEET .
Project number: 0? 3 /%/M Z SDU AU‘CS @% /&@/F?Of\ on L(J/VWA )j

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project pnmar({yaddress” CJ\\W ote Q’iﬁ&f e WAL ““5‘ Y
rmgva)tcm vited Paorvek,

2. Which goal statements does this project support? ~ Ov&i-(‘c + ¢+ ves \C’&‘ 1O / . fe y(‘ﬁ (3
- i I
- V\r\\’\'\‘{y« e o e S 123
3. The project category (circle one): e
Protection Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

e et SR

4, The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoratiop, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal): _ / V { ( -
InvaSing & it (4 P vepraa L tove § lee A7 e
P 3 ;
S é?_l.(’)\tv tmern & [y Binini/ o

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce): Tf'
/f)’, MY ALE [ o O g b =TA ] M g'
L/f?r::/' Ly C C)"'h':,/’c".'. A e el / LN uu*\l Je& ¥ jm £

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions: - \VV\VOV iﬁilﬁ»ﬁ-—@.—f
Inigyaford iy € 1%1\3 . Moose , lynx,
W € e el T o0 J

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

A S /522‘?@{;&6&)\/\ Laté:f‘/roakf COvu‘\iyi
2,00 SAnvre 0 pe testec!

8. Current/past condition of the site:
A cliping biced - SlewmdS - opavel wilS
c,/m Al o Y pTwar S UpP oy e N, o0 1O \fmﬂ’&tr"
‘Liet,
9. Social, political and physical context of the project: ) .
NMAS  alone, Twa NalXhp € Sher €. eubliC
langls, ¢ ke’ Jrl»)é,wuq*é'-’ <t '

10. Potential partners:

NSFe, usks, R&S?, Avelujen

11. Unmet data needs:

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @ 2 3 4 5

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10of1



oyne e SaN vaadE(ia
%ZO reskocoXien Seec S
PRI ITY PRUJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET

Project number: _I:QQJE.LMJ_M LQ(M.(J‘\ ONe_ ‘Hf\e v (& (AJ[‘ a g;/ PQS{C'TC" H(S/\
ddonq Sheore Fone s

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE

SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP

THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project pr/mar//yaddress'7
2. Which goal statements does this project supporP CO&.?’}'A«[ (:D/Yzﬂ‘/ CJ{A wa:kf 'H’ﬂb‘{'ﬂz{'

3. The project category (circle one):
Protection Enhancement Restorati ishment) Rehabilitation

4, The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

ﬂﬂdfa ’ﬁ/ (/MWT& ‘ W/{;h(mc{ |

5. The desired change that the project mtends to accomplish (|;nprovelre tore/reduce):

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions: |

[ ,1 s will €Mw’r bwaadwg £ reddait bods a
wtl g2 olfoi gl i

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

Const) -bndhs  aling - Uil weterheds

8. Current/past condition of the site:
3(5 ' . J oo

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

| 20N h n.-‘ AM_OMT I RO pye t_.ul /R Ay o)

. M,HMIT‘-MM"
Mqrd;*mq \WJJ 7 odiw wilgd &

10. Potential partners:

DR TNL,

11. Unmet data needs:

¢ 9} lw/aﬂj o Mi«fu‘m{ sud sl Sor Leat yeshorit~—

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @

\?mnﬁ [wvws ths 6&““‘3 "Wrua’\ L m{’g) el

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10f1



Fn.( W

PRI[]RITY PHUJEGT ANI)_LUBATIUN ORKSHEET
Project numbef T 5’ éa%décuﬂt CG. /(ajs /‘nﬂ‘U\A b, 'P/b/fpk

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? ]LC’ 57 D H O L l z L(—b’k‘/& L‘d’")v

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

3. The prgiect category (circle opelr
Protectidn Enhancement

4. The proposed action {invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

Restoration (reestablishmen Rehabilitation

{
5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce): l

Covplotey Svest  [re,wh (O K sl Profeclo
S K Hhe. Resprection. fogefmbo dop promh
HOC 12, tewferstlasds.

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

S Mue [z doaters lels caésh,; 2 Sk .

8. Current/past condition of the site:

da Yo S e - Oo’t?cu.nﬁ‘b fone %‘&\évzc_

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

10. Potential partners:

USfes5, (KPS, Dne, Lale Cootr 54 Censs Coufle.
N&o's . ’ \

11. Unmet data needs:

B lofee Buglezsi wlf HOC. 1% poples ol s
G Rert

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @ 2 3 4 5

Minnesota Workshop: January 7, 2020 10f1




PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET

eatlore Coaotal

e Sy \6’\@

projeotnumber, (1) nuenting of pvate Sephe syclpums v Ciastal gme

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO D/RE C T/ONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORK SHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1.

2,

9,

F 4
”

Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? Cea sta ( VUO ods [/l apd Hﬂ( Iﬁf 1 s g

Which goal statements does this project support? € { 2an W, p(\{f/l / LL'\€{éumj { v~ Rlan N¥aY (d A S 1‘

The project category (circle one): -
Q Protectlon Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) (Labllltatlon )

The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

W(#é;-‘bt"wrh € pnvd te (ﬂﬂf“"(_sslj“f{ ¢ o pesief wten ‘
,medvr.‘/\é it \Wwal [{;"?/Ailﬁ) il sovries of palluh fa

The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):

i it cectoe ceptnl I/LA'((W(%-U&([ (A b i Spare
by T s L»A (ald Sunﬁfum

Targeted species that benefits from actions:
nativt {lpn 3 feuna

Spatial extent/acreage:

1[’06(/5 o Ladd Gt b (d’d‘k (WV& \L/«. 50 ,L,;/ua(c/v\ ((H‘)(r()
4o Sk Lu&).z(au/%rwaw A pant o€ dne Walusked Ont Aan.

Current/past condition of the site:
Maucy pa vl MppHe cy<fans are {ailing:, elinl £ maL'_\[c) staco]
palont il btedmine My - Ovad resrden K al 4 U?H)U/’é‘/h// s b

oot -datled & pon-ef5bn] < sgphc 9(/5%&%5
Social, political and physical context of the prOJect
> Pechiere el d e ppundn, boasrds d QS’W(L pan_De ot d) /7'01//4
gv,\ﬁ( u'd([@p\\w\ T g)m, ile ///,ull(/mm{ L

10. Potential partners:

~Z

11. Unmet data needs:

e 4 L e Co é‘m(xﬁ 1derct (l, ,{)ct\a( ﬂmm(mu wihh Sephe Smn‘(m{
need wiow cpee.fic locahn of -mpe &l A6e (il paXpl

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): ( 1 ") ( 2/] 3 4 5
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PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET) <.€C- A%
Project number: k;g A @ ’ﬁ‘(oaﬁ oo \,Q_,:;? \'O\N
NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE

SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? (_0% f_[\l N Ly SM\(“-‘ K\)L’- bd’ 6oal

2. Which goal statements does this project support? L A
_'S"&sz L f’ T t L I—’Hﬁib
3. The project cate (circle ne):ﬂ’ﬁ“w e
rotection Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) \Rghabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

’afm.y&\w of cow M\r\d—am @ o~ M

&’0\/\ >Nalf2.:c_ dune £ w")m)( %&@%M

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/fresto e/reduce)

/me e Xt Ao hue sl Nadsde T aund Mmn Pb\(){\
ey ed Vuuinerdab\e  cureas

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions: -~
MigeateenRavds, wotkerfool T Rare MAJ

= / R

7

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

~2Z2-7 s

8. Current/past condijtion of the site:
o( nesh devcdaproan K
N w\‘wva/( stz Ae.

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

10. Potential partners
City_of Dt | PAvake swnnt, Ao €

11. Unmet data needs:
NV N T2 A w S W/ OV L. N8 Jenvesiat
_ Wiy duao o \peadk Y\ do o ot~
12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 4 @
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Project number: i_

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN-WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE S T/CK Y DOT.TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT. A

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? p(o ‘\'6 < ”; (AT h | b ; "4 " '/ bf o -J"v <l 5 "‘))

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

3. The projgcnﬁaceéuis(sircle one): :
I Mﬂ Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

I;‘V'siulr‘ ﬁlﬁ’cf.‘ € ¢ e mona | and co'\‘}/.[

5. The desired change that the qrgwct |r_s1]:ends 1:(:} acc?mpllsh (improve/restore/reduce): '
Tf\\re\\lvl’f = ‘{"-Mc"f; \vCilve daf"f...lsr P‘\r‘t\an*‘c;
Evploasia ckefeds T’ash'fﬂaca safiva Mmmn;‘ Coctfnse d\m Lew lera /M"'Mf@
[ | -
(\{pro‘ph;[a ;M&'\/Cu/ﬁ{(n Lv/“ﬂ\/‘un« sa icap 7 Khamnpgfymg [«

6. Targeted speclesthat beneflts from actions: . . (dfﬁt"fﬁ/
Al |cfﬂ{ N ql’l Uc Cnecie S, €5n hnatat m‘(’ffc-a(ww-r /.'(."“;,\,1(({‘ > 7’?'71:"’4!(
;(\‘ ‘m Vol ff‘ "‘lr\'iﬁ"'\ (c,vv{ dust { ]" (A M” i _I f ’ ."-.-.! l«m‘f‘w—]” :'ﬁ(‘{/m,y/a f‘;;'af/( f('\;“”-'-"“'t T~ ,
V‘" 51, 'Lﬁ"x/\ £ C4 1 {ay ‘ ‘ C
7. Spatial extent/acreage: :
Her 51\9-\.1 y Ad’l‘d’ P°"\+ brond Mariay, TP *‘(’cuc-c(\( Q‘—-.(‘c pﬁ f h",
(, HL\GM‘C ﬁ,,,‘\» Tive Wav LGerf / /"\:n,l\f'(_‘o’"qd p,;‘—d'/ 5-}—, Lo itz E’:.,‘,r ESéwtry
8. Current/past condition of the site:
1"w+vr¢ T/L\’C“”? 1£"'~ 45("“/‘“"*6 wc'v'f‘ke’ ¥

QV\'H/\fo'ﬂqu&LC lM ﬂq("—:
T \J I

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:
Private [4~d needs qoeces (e maval) v el
o §

10. Potential partners:
Coole.  wn Lk Cn oo 4 NAV~Jive[,

11. Unmet data needs:

More inus Sive dada (‘fbf\lr_}r, c+(‘.)

k4

12. Readiness {1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @ 2 3 4 5
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PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET el
Project number: A‘-\'— @ \C‘

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

A N
\‘, . ..J.’ { ( / ) { i{
1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? ’% N LA, Lo agled f [Federl | 1/

g
2. Which goal statements does this project support? (4 Inée Ti \/ (‘1"5 {0‘”’? ‘-ﬁ o M :

—

3. The project category (circle one): b
; Restoration (reestablishment) » ( Rehabilitation )

Protection Enhancement
\

N
- —

4. The he proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoratr S ore ine stablllzat|on, i"éh barner J
('removal) y
/""‘f j( ;1!"/)9/"4#/\/',/\;-44 QQQ’TJ:

[’; }m{‘u </)/Aizn % f! \.-/ £ flf« ‘f‘p r/ 2 “/'m L,/

/!/) //)/("4"/4/1/ / Lf( ’f’u<);‘€, /7 /é 7(4,/
5. The}eswed chang ; that the prOJect intends to accompllsh (nmprqvelrestprelreduce) ]
104 /A fu s AT .fm A, lad 7] h flﬁ/hi Lﬂ /C

Lkt bt ool mepNShine Frocea
/

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:

A
faZwn eSS MLONRIMG, (Apt /m L{‘Z/
Lf r8h \;IOJ ﬁjﬂﬁ ngﬂgz/ S "—l'f;f}’/';f?t--j £ {]}”mr 2444, [ / i? /" Jc U“/ [!(4

¥

7. Spatial exkgnt/acreage
OaN el

8. Current/past condition oftheste — y
. _
P B of Sabulihy y A Adgr. -, StAP A

V.u.x [240) )“n.j/ /'mnlﬁ/\ f-* :

Social, political and ph#sical context of the project:

10. Potential partners: —
Ol s £EMA: Tannglinn v USALIT /3
,7\_/65?"3/6; :;” /"fﬂi Vi’f('t / /A«J|;,<‘?~’}"(/2t/'

11. Unmet data needs;

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 4 5
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Project number: 2 k™ TR

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? é’/)asl-a, , N WSI/I ot Ha(o: J‘a{‘
fl
1 i

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

3. The project category (circle one): > ol e ~ =
Protection Enhanceme@ @e@eestablishmenﬂ) @ilitatiorﬁ
s i e =
4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

CQQ,&I@! f}z.ges# mdaad)em/&/mé aund vestovation {o cliwiate

chanqe
J

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):

P'/eDmfc (oastod veSle for o

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:
Va is h Jds), insects, vevichrates
),; huwane.

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

S5 wmiz2 | |Hmi* + 835 mz = 284 mit 'po,r complete wakbevshed S

BA?.‘ iSun Pe ?ll—\f Kvs.-gc, ‘
8. Current/past condition of the site:

'rMéf e Qoo co Ve f

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

Croviomit Jviver Pk;[é-'c and S i helleng ¢ l-eJ

10. Potential partners:

Nevsfighire Fosest Lallabovalive, Thse Naluwe Cousemauey,

MLM—DNL—M—M“W e

11. Unmet data needs:
Seed Zone. J’GS‘:S a.oomp«f.a.l»o anJ clw.x 'Q’.r laCa.:f.ou\S

MJ%&@JMM%M‘L&ELW o iulaud?

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 O 3 4 5
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PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET
Project number: i—

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal sta{ement does this this project primarilyaddress? ﬁ— -b ;pf((‘}vé / PV"M’{ ‘(\/'E”
000 ac inestiany
2. Which goal statements does this project support?

bird hakn +‘-"+ Fsh Ctunec i &13 4 bttt

3. The project category (circle one}:
@ Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

4, The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier

removal): O-F. - S %
! . e ANel : h;‘x,-ﬁ;r-ﬂ:if PﬂfColS UUITM:W

5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish [lmprovelrestoreireducel
Prdftecten, 5‘# (nate e lo ped lewnel to St Pi el 1
2l ) cileai irA S , climcete! fesiliepe j)
natwyal h7d 7] 'OS‘JC finc S g Ay cold wote(,
6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:
Miaveden bVveolsS and cucles

lat cr e

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

Vr' 00 acre-& Credss Ci b ot Dudprdw)
Cthe has c&'(::“l"a—t'eaymfy‘:‘ ervent la bole

8. Current/past conditionoft site:

Uneleve loprel.

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

City gt Do thny s avkeing t2 pidtect et Qf
Natulal vesouree & fiunchon andt.

C|Pulrad Sevices .

10. Potentlal partners
A Dud b . 14 MNesdte. e m"‘. T L{‘f"‘
Laaa Csis 7y 4~

11. Unmet data needs:

leaied value goecssive st s

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @ ‘ \ \2 3 4 5

00 o
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PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET

Project number: ﬂ-

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

4
1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? Es '}’UM CY A P"O‘lu"}/ﬂ%l/(. /0& aac

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

3. The projestcategary (circle one):
@ Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

4. The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier

removal):
Secure P&\MQJ ,/Md'}cd‘. on _pgn “H\feo:lww_é,/ﬂ’ 71&0\7[7 tﬂv
\Hr\rm‘fmucl .ﬂd‘/’hdv\-{} 2 Suoo\ o Muni L‘Iﬂa [ Forest featne ol b -
COV\,tL Yoo m/.«\ 50(364-0\ M.w\- pmoo
5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):

p(/\w\ Pﬂ*cc:‘wm ) C'l'q ,awcj,S
/ ¢
e

Z MA“’-U( \O\A-& Commu.n-']’\, M‘b‘la}’;m q) k/mm\ I'\RL llﬁ!'lJ fra Mo,
o d ddjacd fu]:;lo land "

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:
ML o\',.oém.‘l pivds

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

8. Current/past condition of the site:

U.«.&wb@c‘pcaf, IMD‘\',(J-! ! %Ap..ﬁrk me‘)’

9. Social, political and physical context of the project:

10. Potential partners:

Cly g Sopeiic, Lafe Superin WERK, W DNR

[

11. Unmet data needs:

i a,c;hcw\ )54440 W\a/go '3 ﬁt&}?—'ﬁ! ﬂﬁ/L(&& (o mj ?
_'le)g ﬁ?on aug/? fL-, e v o.ﬂe.r/ fon ol /A&A/al?!
tyes Pl
12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 3 4 5
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PRIORITY PROJECT AND LOCATION WORKSHEET

Project number: >

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP
THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT.

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? { FW vk /.rh# Wl AW L %

Qc.re
2. Which goal statements does this project support? b /'(”"‘I' NA( fAt
3. The project category (circle one):
@te_ct{ion/ﬂ Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

4, The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

" - \ . a \ - &™) g 54
A(q urre prive le ovoperi @({J“ cnt_ to St Louis 2iver
Shrtien beunt oyeHtC(CHaon AV er  + Oliver land g
(cBPN) |
: - S esper ieadf iy
5. The desired change that the project intends t? accomplish (improve/restore/reduce): A }
Proteckiarm  wirll I (j;r'?;"-'m’%*f" AT ZN AN bird hablalk, matkcn
il hen tatd 4 Linnale v ef View, La Will alca all ow i'L?fs.J Ll ¢

etess bo SBPA ,

6. Targeted species that benefits from actions:
Mg e ?'r_’} LAY h: f)’\.i £

7. Spatial extent/acreage:

el ACLVES

8. Current/past condition of the iite:
windiiy e [Oia{‘

9. Sociql, poIitica!I and physical context of the project:
I);Hrf will "M(!JH‘O&;"C JOLCCORS for pubhc + Mav o Gy k€ }“t?l
SBPa 4090 acled ¥ prsevved! hiak a pualibd bhabitat
Willing |anmdowiney )i-wui:j o sell.Y Y

10. Potential partners:

WIDN €, C‘)c“)\%\ai& Counby, CH‘(/J @:‘»ﬁ 9“;‘ v1 0

11. Unmet data needs:

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): @ 2 3 4 5
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Project number: L'{

NUMBER THIS PROJECT ACCORDING TO DIRECTIONS PROVIDED DURING THE WORKSHOP. THEN WRITE THE
SAME PROJECT NUMBER ON A STICKY DOT AND ATTACH THE STICKY DOT TO THE LOCATION ON THE MAP

THAT CORRESPONDS TO THIS PROJECT. “ ‘
;erU‘F et % o + preeas,

1 i oA con Staf
+ neesrsi e
_ Ve e e

3. The project category (circle one);
Protection Enhancement Restoration (reestablishment) Rehabilitation

4, The proposed action (invasive species removal, wetland restoration, shoreline stabilization, fish barrier
removal):

__bnhancemend- St el nd eflavels fn be
Sk ectvean to supd-d coastal waltsh -

i, &L( ‘ CV"Z&A—' Cr— é?f hent — ma g cencl He WS
5. The desired change that the project intends to accomplish (improve/restore/reduce):
e eXicthina ewmermend wWetlenel S
w g Ma @i loyveols Trweia gy
cirecATe of P Penetl & ¢ chetnne (g
6. Targeted species that benefits from actions i d
Wetz A dolimade . i gratfery ivel < _
+ Auvicks N -

1. Which goal statement does this this project primarily address? { NCYe& ey

2. Which goal statements does this project support?

7. Spatial extent/acreage: -

Severe] sites W The éfS{—ma/nA AMuto| La.—ke

8. Currﬁﬁggbl;;ition oftheéi[;fe} G‘ fﬁtﬁ;‘t\j P"- SP. r r%d‘{;m%:d&f

— | NeAA Bewy,
LwAI£ n bherice phe NeCES peun 4 o I‘Hlaa e B
B

9. Social, political and physical context of the project: A fed. L)l te J
e V)
M&Eﬁ:j% o st erg e
Wes K 1ol i Bl Aucle L (%F"/q_ﬁ""’f Bl
10. Potential partners: A‘V’ m\_'

Mme’._a??m Df\)fa] MIHH"‘E c.&'“c-" LWL 7#‘14?‘7'

VL“&ScMci\,, [ Ashy ﬁt-“{ft,) Zon scaztg/le\}f?J

11. Unmet data needs:
M\} < C‘(‘" {_‘;{E '&;"'ﬁ ‘:i nNY nNe ew(#wﬂ_«

12. Readiness (1=ready!; 5=concept stage): 1 2 @ 4 5
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DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET
GroUP:  FOvest ~ CoastnQ

DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description: =
! Sy?u- Ca.n‘e?%(& vreos - bﬁbs-e‘.v\—?
wepte ¢

2. Location:

Morkashine  coastel >eone

3. Contact:

OLat Litle “DMR Coa el Pﬁ:gf:w

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
G A S = ‘-— ANL— O'G S V‘fV"' Cd/”. e . :
W\ \ \‘ ¢! de . S

5. Location:

6. Why is this dgta important: -
MWN\M ot & o &hd"(‘ pch\ 5

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Datadescription: - - e )

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET “ 82 i

; W ndSc e Cﬂ/é‘édtfwf"\_:é 7/’0/‘69/70&\ ,
BROUP: _C o plemect Landscap ; ot

DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

2. Location:

3. Contact:

WHAT DATAD YOA7VEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Datades gh: ComPlfJ-L EtUL‘@\ (%@/@:ﬁw/ /lmﬁéﬁvlél()/\
g Haddrelos: a[t"%hﬂh) AM%L'/ Bv el Nolhe Asve

L

Hoe [2 Wereishes

W Com prehen scre  Aviaa Gpecie) s vz
? h%bl{t«/\ D2 Cel-emg‘—a——i%@ T N
/ /fﬁﬂw/( fq MoCle poele /Spects &/0% yoog
6. Why is this data important: ﬂu”&‘/éd"’— S lafe Sgper)d/ .

Assest o éaub('[)i'ailt‘(_jfur‘\‘ Py gl /u%fl/lf\
Res Roresk ResSkdretron /¢ enbau e e olesrs o -

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (“X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal

(3 ‘2Dp mrrs \

(‘zuua!ﬂv‘t Speets



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

25 yrs

Temoporal Frequency

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP:
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA G.

1, -Datadescription, —— B (N m\ ‘/()'\@\(j--}f—j—-@

Lolddo e Ncantack (0N = .
Cardy wo_ A seponul /od‘./'bmk

AOkS (A Tk gt S G0

2. Location:

———————

Houdle @i Bra obwena =

J ],

3. Contact:

Sl Lony — rottea \long‘DMauknfie.or

Al M) Beputhio c-an Unwh # 7
A/IZQ\ — QAlexy’s

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:

O Landowne oWl ko
srlc T l\or wenk o0 [ aku (/e landowns
/ V\)\OJ\\B ru\l r\/\om\ [ AL d’t‘) d\m*_ed, (’LC—/ onks (’@J" W(!(@(WU’“)

5. Location:

Coun%-{, ~\eM ofGey — bt '(k? r\/gtob {o I?:‘L gspdad

6. Whyis this data important:

A newrd fer Contact CV\VC}\&:( \(U’\C‘OU-’/L@I:? (v
}HL!’ \(J\mm\ ln\(U'V-Qm/ ll’\ e St

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

Syrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale {(“X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

BROUP: ___ ez va ]
DO YOU HAVE DATA TOFILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

Redaw £ ﬂu/?)( 0:?7160" W78AL (I 0(-[3 }7///47(1/7 (Ase

et resiored  Are s I
e

2. Location:

3. Contact:

{ WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

, 4. Data description: ) j
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6. Why is this data important:

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):

gl 1) TECH
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Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency

25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (“X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):

& o TN WIS



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET
GROUP:

OVOUHATEBATA TO-FILLOUR DATA GAPS?
1. Data description: .
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4. Data description: '\}
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6. Why is this data important:

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):

J
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Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description: éég Wgnﬁ FH&E

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP:
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

. Data description: plents/
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2. Location:
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3. Contact:
Cars | Roschke - n(amfwwuw,fu M/gw,n’;z/wy‘ ddta Cion Lin Chm - pattn Clamn Lotz

UMD- URR1 yaiv.ol Minwed DIuTh Netuenl Reapse Pestnal bpgh i
reésc QP22 . da Umn . edo

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
et tfb”;l m W ’A [iu 517%1!\4%9 /W/ID(?” Sf?l/‘ﬁ{() lin Cd’af@hl/ 2L L M aldi 1”/0(((/(/4)!/411)
V' _lpudocape rendexE gt Spp paken chiwm e ddlvon sl ¢
MM&,_MMMMA(AV%\ }—Ib,AVD{(t’}VldW’/( dato pncw s
S itht 47 &L waten @M[S vin 0$Waries
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7. Estlmate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal (L W A A lenté l:(
scale):




Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

of

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description: , :
\/ Destn b a J\‘ mud S %peaé, avh ac invati N itfa !}S Thet! d/;&o/m
Wid nw m Great [ alits Shores

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important: . =
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12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your pref_erred spatial and temporal
scalek 14 it in dor aunva | plant wd prdocky o o bans % 1AL o
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Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

X

Annual
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Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:
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DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP:
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4, Data description:

5 DT zt /DC::E 7 A

5. Location:

CAiee 9‘/’%(0/(. S’/‘ID/UZ(,/A, e Aol W’V C)&/fs‘"?’

6. Why is this data important:
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

Syrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8.  Additional Notes:
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WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale}:



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET
GROUP: _Cacital /Necrihore

DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

. Data description:
JSJ@M@%AML Z-OZO)

2. Location:

v o Le o L ~t 4 Lc I, LQ...,'J 13:'-.=¢c gl*‘—@ffv

/3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
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J] i

5. Location:
Iv' N —woberd

6. Why is this data important:

B

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):
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8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP:
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

2. Location:

3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:

/
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5. Location:
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6. Why is this data important:

7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local ,

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

Syrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

U b Wi Slapm -,
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

/yata description: F ]
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2. Location:

/jytwf‘ St lows Bonr m/g/—z’/"/w/ Lol 5,//7(/‘/é’r Nocty & [ S fo
V _nherS o e

3,. Contact: .
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WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
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5. Location:

Why is this data important:
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):




Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

X
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Temoporal Freguency

25 yrs
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8. Adfiitional Notes: e //
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WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

Data descnption
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10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:
ot B pesenl Gnonilot, and fooche! Fousts

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (“X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
N

25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:
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DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

BROUP: ol waker 41 ceam s
DO YOUHAVEDATA TOFILL OURDATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

2. Location:

3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
Lclac

5. Location: .
iﬁiﬂbrlcb( Zsne buke S0 poc0t Nocthd Sau ’J/z\ ¢ s peciic w(‘(‘/
1denicg ied ‘@mj ectlsites. [

6. Why is this data important: . .
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatlal Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP: Clo\A\»JcC\er Steceams
DO YOUHAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

2. Location:

3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description: e
Ve iocﬂ’\'l‘aﬂ.sfo (‘ahlﬂd b

5. Location:
= Leoke 5ul[)ar\0t‘ Norﬂf\ ¢ SUU_H\

6. Whyis this datai rtant: ' ’
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5 yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP: Caldweker Stceams
DO YOUHAVEDATA TOFILL OURDATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

2. Location:

3. Contact:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4, Data description: i ;
l—hﬂ‘v\ éebd(d‘{'\dﬂ Coastal é-\namj & quwu\yécs P\"Oj T VWAL

5. Location:
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6. Why is this data |mportant
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5 yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale (“X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP:
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?
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WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:
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6. Why is thig data important;
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5yrs

Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local
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5yrs

25 yrs

Temoporal Frequency

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PIéI!S:ING WORKSHEET
GRUUP A W ‘L‘? d L=
DO YOU HAVE DATA TO FILL OUR DATA GAPS?

1. Data description:

LiDa B Drrcived Prdects

2. Location:

RS ik

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:

Ledare  HDEW g 5#NMW [in /]fom
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5. Lo atlon
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale {"X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual

5 yrs

Temoporal Frequency

25 yrs

Once

8. Additional Notes:
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WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:

V“Y“lor\@sz

A

10. Location:

11. Why is this data important:

12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local

Annual
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Temoporal Frequency
25 yrs

Once

13. Additional Notes:




DATA NEEDS FOR PROJECTS AND PLANNING WORKSHEET

GROUP: Neﬂ.\/e\!\o\/&
DO-YOUHAVEDATATOFILL OURDATAGAPS? Dato. Needed:
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1. Data description:
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2. Location:
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3. Contact:

HAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO COMPLETE YOUR PROPOSED PROJECT?

4. Data description:

5. Location:

6. Why s this data important:
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7. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):
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8. Additional Notes:

WHAT DATA DO YOU NEED TO IDENTIFY AND PRIORITIZE FUTURE PROJECTS?

9. Data description:
Fue. Srale ewvivo

_ fav coastal Waloilat (4
M[nif\/ kgm‘zgalgzz
10. Location;
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11. Why is this data important:
cawn \ ves lo cliwmate

d w
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12. Estimate of temporal frequency and scale ("X" the box that matches your preferred spatial and temporal
scale):



Spatial Scale/Resolution
Basin State County Local
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Once

13. Additional Notes:
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