The Lake Erie Protection Fund and the Lake Erie Protection and Restoration Plan 2008

On the application form for the LEPF Small Grants program, applicants are asked to outline which
specific Strategic Objectives from the LEPR 2008 their proposed project will address.

The table below summarizes the organization of the LEPR 2008.

Organization of the LEPR 2008

Priority — based on the GLRC priority areas, these broad topics help provide an organizational structure for the LEPR 2008.

Goal — a goal for progress within Ohio has been established for each priority. These goals may not be reached by 2014, but
provide a strategic long term focus for state activities.

Great Lakes Perspective — a summary of each priority at the Great Lakes scale is provided for background.
Ohio’s Lake Erie Watershed — a summary of each priority within Ohio’s Lake Erie Watershed is provided for background.

Strategic Objective — provides for a clear goal for action by 2014 (unless otherwise noted). Not all of these goals will be
met, but significant progress towards each is expected. Strategic Objectives are blue when the text is printed in color.

Actions — outline specific activities planned by the OLEC agencies over the next three fiscal years. Implementation of these
activities is dependent upon funding through the state budget process for FY 2010-2011. A separate set of actions for 2012-
2013 will further progress towards the Strategic Objectives.

Applicants should identify which specific Strategic Objective(s) their projects will address.

In the example provided below, the highlighted text is a Strategic Objective:
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