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- Persisting Indiana Dunes climate footprint
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95 Species occurrences from six National

In our dataset, we have records of 95 EPT species occurring in Park Service Units
the Apostle Islands, Cuyahoga Valley, Indiana Dunes, Isle

Royale, Pictured Rocks, and St Croix River. Of these species,

the vast majority (91) are ranked G5 (least imperiled) by — 5

NatureServe. \
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In this example, the climate
features that occur in the
Indiana Dunes National
Lakeshore are predicted to
persist, in situ, into 2050, 1
even though the climate
footprint changes
significantly.
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We'd like to systematically sample these parks, as we have in the
Appalachian and Cumberland networks, to determine if Midwest
parks do protect populations of rare species, and to empirically
test the predictions of our distribution models.




