Creating a climate~-smart Great Lakes region: Guiding the application of climate science to ecological restoration practices
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RESILIENCE How does the Great Lakes ecosystem differ from other

ecosystems affected by climate change?

- - . It is a water-abundant micro-climate containing 20% of the world’s freshwater. = ,
Climate-Smart Restoration Process . There is a potential for water level decline as wintertime evaporation increases. Y . ... = HOW Priority Area Overview

. Lake Superior is the fastest warming freshwater body in the world.

. . . . Lake Erie is particularly susceptible to algal blooms with increased precipitation.
STEP 1: Identlfy Restoration GOEIlS and Targets . Water levels are managed at Lakes Superior and Ontario primarily for shipping.
-Species . Invasive species have significantly changed the ecosystem.
-Habitat . Downscaled climate projections for the region are limited. | —
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-Restore natural functions 2.Combating invasive species;

3.Promoting nearshore health by protecting watersheds from polluted run-off;
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-Enhance adaptive capacity Flexibility of GLRI Climate Change
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. Require relevant projects to demon-
strate climate readiness--i.e., ask if
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Restoring the Great Lakes Coastal Future provides technical guidance for the design and implementation of climate- . Innovate ways to deal with changes to esetypesoprojectsony SPECICs, Ve.getapon and
smart restoration projects. It outlines this six-step process to run restoration goals through a climate change lens. stratification. come from NOAN/EPA bt would wildlife migration patterns.
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1. Stakeholders in this case include 110-organizations who are members of the Healing our Waters Coalition.




