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~* The WG/SCG priorities were discussed at thelr.lune 20, and
September 19, 2019 meetings. W il

Today we are prowdmg upqlétes ona recent Task Force O YO
Spqnsored stal|(eholder wdrkshop, two ongomg lntens%e AL
"prlorlty efforts, and two new startse 1 T Ve D
e Integrated Dbllvery §chedu|e (IDS) publlc workshop R
"« Invasive Exotic/Species — Strategic Action Framework
e System-wide Ecological Indicators
CISRERP VIl Recommendations

Understanding Freshwater Flows to Florida Bay (GEMM)
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. 'Apprommately 40 partlupants
Members of the public, NGOs,
local government staff and
elected officials, and other
stakeholders.




THE INVASION CURVE AND STRATEGIC GOALS

Goal 1: Prevent the introduction of invasive exotic species.

i ' Goal 2: Eradicate invasive exotic species by implementing
N ; Early Detection and Rapid Response (EDRR).
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* OERI will coordinate the Lpdate o
effort with Working =
Group/Science Coordination

Group leadership and members.
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THE INVASION CURVE AND STRATEGIC GOALS

Goal 1: Prevent the introduction of invasive exotic species.

i ' Goal 2: Eradicate invasive exotic species by implementing
N ; Early Detection and Rapid Response (EDRR).
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i Many nieweffprts unc\l*e}wa | \ ,
‘\ since the Framework \Mas flrst \
|| developed. i ' L
Will révnew and updafe me
| ,,ydochment as nee&led i Iuding
the Case Studies, priority
actions, cross-cut budget, and

the web-based Framework.
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* The current suite of 11 indicators were chosen based upon their collective ability to
comprehensively reflect ecosystem response in terms of space and time:
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e |ssue: Assessing the current indicators to determine whether
- they are still appropriate, have sufficient data, ‘cover the rlght |
\geographlc area are able to detect trends, etc ' Gkt |

ty Basm pOI'CV questlons (1) How is the report belng used‘? Bl
i .‘ if\, L IR
A (2) HOW can we lmprove its ut|||ty? L ke VLA

e One -on-one Manager Interviews (Laura Brandt FWS & AIIyn
Childress, OERI): Feedback on the purpose and utility of the
System-wide Ecological Indicator Report.

e Longer-term process, looking toward incorporation into the
2022 Biennial Report.




‘ \”The pane! shall produce a blennlal report to Copgress the
T Secretary, the Secretary of the Interlor and the Governor
' thatincludes an asSessment of measures of progress in | ”?"_ i

restormg the ecology of the natural system i

CONSIMEUS STUDY I:I'DII

Congressmnally mandated study of the CERP under WRDA T
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" [ PROGRESS TOWARD
Biennial Reports providing: (1) Assessment of progress in RESTORING THE EVERGLADES

The Seventh Biennial Review - 2018
restoring the natural system, (2) Evaluation of specific
scientific and engineering issues that may impact progress in
achieving natural system restoration goals, and (3) review of
monitoring and assessment protocols to be used for
evaluation of CERP progress.




Impressive project planning in the last 2 years.

“® Vision for CERP storage becommg‘clear storage in Lake
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Okeechobee remains unresplved
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i Mld course assessment should be .cphducted to analyze the
o OJEGted CERP outcomes in conteXt of fuyure stressors. | | A

\

ngorous assessment lof Iatest CERP pIans to examlne thelr

mtegrated performance under future climate and SLR
scenarios.

Time is right; Needed to inform robust decisions on planning,
sequencing, adaptive management

Improvements recommended for monitoring to provide more
useful information for decision making.
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PROGRESS TOWARD
RESTORING THE EVERGLADES

The Seventh Biennial Review - 2018




®* Restoration of more natural salinities in
Florida Bay requires addltlonal freshwater
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Development of a comprehenswe FIorlda
‘Bay water budget is ileqmred to understand
the salinity patterns of Florida Bay. Freshwater/Manine
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A new effort is needed that links regional/ ; S B
subregional hydrologic models of ke o
Everglades flow, stage, and seepage with a
coastal Florida Bay hydrodynamic model
(GEMM).
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