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What We Ended up With

_« Quality Restoration
crioritization Framework
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* Prioritization based on pollutant
loadings and water quality.

* Prioritization based on aquatic
health and vulnerability.

* Combined to produce a
prioritization map.

* an Ecosystem Health Index)
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* Wisconsin’s Nutrient
Reduction Strategy
used SPARROW.

Available Layers

Nutrient model results
© Total Phosphorus

@ Total Nitrogen

Area of Interest # X

. T —
L Soect Major Watershed '
| Coedtnoe T
| Soecttrbutary

* SPARROW (SPAtially

Referenced Regression On .
Watershed attributes). :

&

Mapped Metric &

.....

Group results by !!. L 4

2002 Total Phosphorus
Incremental Yield (kg/km2) by
Catchments

* TP, TN, and TSS

Mu skegoy [’:I 0.00 - 12.19
12.19 - 22.51
° s =
g - 22.51 - 39.05
- 39.05 - 64.60
D 64.60 - 11845.69

Ps Additional Layers

science for a changing world

™ B4 MRB3 Area

0q Bo . ®




Legend

Q
Total P mg/L (@]
Q 0-0075 oP

© 0.0751-0.225 9]

® 0225 o

Hydro 2M
Surface Water 2M

Counties

Supplemented with Water
Quality Monitoring

* Wisconsin’s Nutrient Strategy was used to
help priority areas for development of
phosphorus reduction plans.

* Watersheds were ranked based on
SPARROW model incremental phosphorus
vields and median stream concentrations
of phosphorus monitored during the
growing season.



EPA’s Healthy Watersheds Framework
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Aquatic Ecosystem Health
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Restoration Prioritization

Framework

* HUC-12 watersheds ranking in
the lower quartile (25% of
watersheds with lowest
Ecosystem Health scores) were
considered restoration plan
priority areas.
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Wisconsin's Water Quality Restoration
& Protection Prioritization Framework

Putting it all Together

* Approved Restoration Plans

* TMDLs

* Approved
* Under development

* |dentification of Priority
Watersheds.

* Coupled with other factors help
DNR prioritize future TMDL and
restoration initiatives. Water Qualicy Restoration
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