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This report containa forecasbf the economicsocial,andenvironmental outcomesf a reforestation
projectin coastal Louisiana at the southéignof the Mississippi Alluvial Valley (MAV). TheSocial

Return on Investment (SROMascommissioned by Restore the Earth Foundatias{iRe the Earth) a
nortgovernmental organization that aimgyeneratesupport from corporate donors to fufdest and
wetland restoratioefforts in the MAV. Restore the Earthasan initial focus on Louisiana coastal
environments in the face of the statengoing coastal land loss crisis (Couvillon et al 2011). This report
looksatits reforestatiorof 4,000acresof cypress treesn thePointeauxChened/Nildlife Management
Area (PointeauxChenesLA) as part ofts future goalof restoring a million eres of the MAV

e % 5
Sources: Esri, USGS. NOAA
o " . , N
Restore the Earth legend ‘" . ‘,"
®  REF Restoration Site = " ° = Wisssj L ==m=-E
% 1:6,000,000 N D
HE WATER INSTITUTE Mississippi Alluvial Valley
s

Restore the Eartbontracted with The Water Institute of the Gulf to research and coneffieteial
Return on InvestmenBSRO)) report as means of assessing ealdingtheintangibleaspectof
restoratiorefforts on avariety of stakeholders impactég this project. Research methodologies were
informed by two goals: 1) collecting dataftdfi Il the requirements of social return on investnrepiort
assurancey Social Value Internationa@nd 2) populatingRestore the Earth ¢ 0 Me t Mdded, a tBol
developed by Bstore the Eartto collaboratively analyze the social, economic, and envirorahent
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benefits of investing in reforestation efforts. The model combines quantitative and qualitative values
across numerous social, economic, and environmental categdidesdasthe relative social and

economic outcomes for corporatginterested in imesting in refoestation projects. ThHecoMetrics

modelwas built on the guiding principlesof Socidla | ue | nt er n at Methadalbgpaend ( SV I )
the I nternational I ntegrated Reporting Council 6s
(IIRF). Stakeholder relationships are of primary importance to both methodologies. The SVI approach
concerns an kdepth, evidencbased understanding of change for a full range of community stakeholders
with recognition of both positive and negative charegewell as intended and unintended outcomes.

Value in this context refers to the relative importance placed by a stakeholder group on one potential
outcome over another. Assigning these valuations using SVI principles requires the use of financial
proxies, as many of the identified outcomes are difficult to quantify using conventional accounting
practices. The IIRC methodology is principally concerned wéthiecreation for funding stakeholders

and resources are allocated based on the potential bertéfit torporation and quantified using

conventional accounting practices.

This report specifically presents an analysis of the data collect€debWater Institutéetween

September 2016 arkkbruary2017. This review is an opportunity foeRore the Edénto assess the

extent to which reforestatiaran creatsocial economic, and environmentadlue in ongoingrojecs

and how stakeholdgeperceivethe project creatindiverse forms of social and environmental returns.

This report discusses the impattistakeholders as they have articulated them while alsidering the

various limiting factors othe projectedocial return on reforestatipand assesses the creation of social

value for both community stakeholders and funding stakeholders. Both market amanken social

value was generated for various stakeholder groups and the relationship between these stakeholder groups
can be quantiéd through application of the six capitals identified by the lifR@ncial, manufactured,
intellectual, human, social, and natural

1.1.SROI TYPE AND PERIOD

9 This report contains a forecast of a reforestation project in the Mississippi Alluvial Valley in the
state of Louisiana, 13.A.
The reforestation is located on public lands (state owned)
The PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA) igt&yearforecast study that
examines the perceived impacts of cypress reforestation in southeast coastahd ovligih
broke ground in October 2016
1 The Water Institute began research for the SROI of the Paint€henes WMA in September
2016 and finished in February 2017
The final report was drafted in February and March 2017
Revisions based on SVI feedbagkremade in June 2017

)l
)l

=a =

o
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1.2. AUDIENCE

The audiace for this SROI report Restore the
EarthF o u n d amiahageméns and staffs well
asexisting and potential investoiRestore the Eart
Foundatiorwill use this study to communicaits
impact to potential funers and stakeholders.

The major stakeholder groups who will benefit fro
the reforestation project in the MAV include:

1 Restore the Earth Foundation which will benefit from the enhancemettits reputation, which
will allow it to continue working towards their goal of reforesting 1 million acres of land in the
MAYV and the carbon, nitrogen, and phosphafisetsgenerated by the reforestation project

1 Volunteers involved in replantingwho will benefit from the enhanced sense af@nplishment
andwellbeingfrom working on the reforestation projeand will gain arenhanced awareness of
the importance of ecosystem restoration

1 Corporate Sponsorswho will benefit from an enhanced social license to operate in coastal
Louisiana and ae assigned the carbaifsetsfor the projectproportionate to their investment in
the project

1 Recreational users, including general recreational users, hunters, fishers, wildlife viewers
and birdwatchers who benefit from the enhanced recreational opmities reforestation
provides

1 Those employed directly by the reforestation project, including state and federal wildlife
managers and local business ownergho benefit from the enhanced business opportunities
resulting directly from the reforestation peof work and indirectly through increasing visitation
to the region

1 Communities surrounding the site and downstream/wind of itvho benefit from improved
water and air quality, storm protection, and soil stabilization due to the reforestation

1 Communities that benefit from other ecosystem services such as habitat refuge and cultural
value including community services and outreach organizations, indigenous communities,
and educational users of the sitevho benefit from an enhanced sense of community pride, th
restoration of historical landscapes that can be used for cultural traditions, and an increase in
education programs

1 GovernmentOfficials who will benefit from the enhanced coastal protection and future savings
in storm recovery time and cost

9 Conservation Organizations who benefit from the enhancedosystem benefits that the prdgec
provide to the broader ecological region

1 Environmental outcomesthat benefit all stakeholder groups but are not immediately apparent to
stakeholders or may not manifest $averal years and include the societal benefits of reduced
nitrogen and phosphorus and the sequestration of carbon resulting from the reforestation

The SROI analysis of the anticipated outcomes for each stakeholder group shows a significant social
return associated with the PoirgaxChenes reforestation. An investment®&b,467,78 in the 2016
financial year creates approximat&®18076,777 of net social impact over 40 years, resulting in an
indicative SROI ratio of 14.10:Tablel). In other words,ite SROI analysis presents evidence that
substantiates th&or every dollar invested in reforestationthe PointsauxChenes WMAby Restore the
Earthd sorporate sponsar$14.10 is returned to community stakeholders in social value. Additionally,

PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area Reforestation SROI Report 6
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$25,664,585n direct market value is returned to RestoreEheth and corporate investors, a direct

market return of $1.66 for every dollar invest&difle2). In sum, with an initial investment of

$15,467,78 in financial andntellectual capital, the community and funding stakeholders see a return of
$243,74,362in financial, manufactured, human, social, and natural capital over 40 YyahisJ), for a

total return on investment of 15.76:1.

Social value of carbon sequestered

$18,811,375.10

Improved soil formation and nutrient
cycling

$1,342,049.29

Environment

$26,259,939.68

replanting

Erosion control and sediment retentior $15,676.22
Increased waste treatment capacity, $6,090,839.08
Volunteers involved in | g0 of accomplishment $127,035.00 $127,035.00

Government Agencies

Enhancedoastal protection for adjacel
communities

$30,006,508.5C

$30,006,508.5(

Conservation Organizations

Enhancedabitat refuge

$23,365,326.49

$23,365,326.49

Recreational users (general
recreational users, hunters,

fishers, wildlife viewers and

birdwatchers)

Enhanced habitats for hunting $254,831.74
Enhancedabitats for fishing $107,240.72
Enhanced habitats for general recreati $3,220.83
Enhanced habitats for birdwatching $2,140.44

$367,433.72

Direct employment for local nursery ar
planting services

$1,758,782.51

Those employed directly an
indirectly by the reforestation

Enhanced business opportunities

$1,284,051.93

project

Enhanced habitat refuge

Shared Value with
Conservation
organizations

$3,042,834.44

Communities surrounding the
site and downstream/wind of
that benefit from wateand air

Enhanced Water Quality. Value of
Marginal Nitrogen and Phosphorus

$37,383,790.69

Mitigation.

$90,701,489.02

quality, waste treatment, storr

Increased atmospheric oxygand
cleaner air

$5,935,987.24

protection, soil stabilization,
biological control

Enhanced storm surge protection

Shared Value with
Governmengagencies|

$134,021,266.95

Sense of community pride; community

PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area Reforestation SROI Report

. i therinaol $274,880.07|
Communities that benefit fronl_9&tnerngpace
other ecosystem services suq Enhanced ecosystem that can be use(
as habitat refuge and cultura| for cultural rituals and traditions B LS $886,431.73
value :
More edqc_atlonal programs and $6,815.50
opportunities
Total Present Value $218,076,776.51

Total Investment

$15,467,76367

Non-Market Return on
Investment (dollar
returned per dollar

invested)

14.10




By

Table 2: Market Return on Investment for reforestation in Pointeaux-Chenes WMA

Market Value
Creation per

Real outcomes due to Pointaux-

SELCIIRERS Chenesreforestation project LGS VTR o Stakeholder
Group
Enhances Restore the Earth's
reputation by planting the first 4,000 $156,000.00
acres of 1 million acre goal
| Organization of volunteer labor to
Restore the Earth Foundation| offset 10% of the project costs $1,546,275.97 $22.700,585.27
Market value of carbon sequestered $15,186,048.89
Market value of nitrogen offset $3,955,114.65
Market value of phosphorous offset $1,857,145.77
Social license to operate (effects to
CorporateSponsors reputation; positive impact on $2,964,000.00 $2,964,000.00
communities)
Total Present Value $25,664,585.27
Total Investment $15,46/,76367

Market Return on

Investment (dollar
returned per dollar
invested)

1.66

Table 3: Investment, market value, andsocialvalue delineated by IIRC shared value capital for
reforestation in Pointe-aux-Chenes WMA.

Social Value
$3,042,834.44

Shared Value Capital Investment Market Value
$12,000,000.04 $22,700,585.27

$30,006,508.5(

$3,462,759.67
$5,004.00 $367,433.72
$2,964,000.0 $24,378,793.23

$160,281,206.63

Total Investment $15467,763.67
Total Present Value $25,664,585.27 $218,076,776.51

Market and Non-Market
Return on Investment
(dollar returned per dollar
invested)

1.66 14.10

The SROI, however, provides more than the estimated social value per dollar invested. The report has
been a concrete way to test theories about stakeholders' understanding of the way environmental
reforestation projects impact their lives and livelihoddsthat end, it is important to recognize that

PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area Reforestation SROI Report 8
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while this case studgn facerepresenbefore and after scenaridsspeaks solely to the reforestation of
this specific area of the MAV and the unique uses of this WMAthermorethe coastal location atis
reforestation is a highlyariable environmenwithin the MAV, making the success of the reforestation
contingent upon the extent the environment remains stable enough for the trees toOnatoeason that
this location was selected was that ipistected by the Morganza to the Gulf levee system, which
reduces some of the risk to the siideverthelesscoastal Louisiana is a highly dynamic environment,
and it is difficult to predict the frequency or severity of weather events that imghttthe reforestation
project These uncertainties, to a certain extent, shape how stakeholders viemgttesmimpacts,
successes, or failures this reforestation. The funding stakeholder, Restore the Earth, has considered
these uncertainties amdstakensteps to circumvent unexpedtdamages to the reforestatidhhas for
examplejnvested in a proprietary system for growitggcypress treeseKOgrown® trees which
delivers higher survivability and faster growth to maturity (Besthe Eartfroundation). Sucfactors

are keyto the success of the reforestatamncypress trees can better withstand saltwater atiomdthe
more mature they are. Finally, tmesearch utilizethree forecast scenarios that boundgheironmental
uncertainty tasome degree: conservative, realistic, agdressive. Thiocusof thisanaysis is on the
realistic scenario, which uses a discount rate of 5% for climate change mitigating investments.

2.0 SROI Analysis

2.1.PURPOSE OF THE SROI

This reportpresents &ocialRetun on
Investment (SROI) analigsof a
reforestation program in the Mississippi
Alluvial Valley (MAV) of Louisiana,
USA conducted foRestore the Earth
Foundation, &01(c)(3) norprofit
dedicated twestoringforest and wetland
ecosystemsRestore th&arthFoundation
works closely with public agencies and
local experts to identify critical restoiai
projects in need of funding and utilizes i
EcoMetricsmodel to develop the busine
case for each restoration project based
its benefits and retusn(envirommental,
social and economiclJsing this business ==
case Restore the Earthssesseiss s
existing network of partners as well as a ! \ o
consortium of potential project /
stakeholders including business, industrys
government, local and regional l
communitiedo determine interested

parties with vested interests. Using aligned interests, paired with the busineSests® the Earth
works to"unlocK' funding in the form ofinancial or inkind support. This repoi$ built based on the

PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area Reforestation SROI Report 9
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respective interestf @ach potential investdri.e. carbon offsets, community resilience, storm protection,
ecosystem restoration, job creation, sustainable sourcing of raw materials, etc.

This report contains a forecast SROI analysis of a cypress reforestation pagéad o the Pointaux

Chenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA), |l ocated in
Lafourche Parishe#t covers the actual tree planting reforestation activities from yea@sahd the long

term growthand maintenancef the project and its environmental outcomes through year 40.

This report is not an analysis of the operationRedtore the Earth Foundationan assessment of the
business model. This report does not focus on the sustainability of the operaRes®@f the Earth
Foundationbut rather focuses on understanding the imghettthe activitiesindertakerby Restore the
Earthwill have on stakeholdersThe objectives of this project were to use the SROI methodology to:

1 Identify and engage key stakehalslaffected significantly by reforestatiorinderstand what
each stakeholder wants chadgebjectives), what they contribute (inputs), what activities they
do (outputs) and what changes for them (outcomes, intended or unintended) as a result of their
involvement

1 Measure and value the social impacts of reforestatidnderstand the value created as a result
of the changes experienced by each stakeholder group by using indicators to measure the
outcomes and financial proxies to value the outcomes; and

1 Create a forecast analysis to measure and evaluate the impacts of reforésaticulate the
key drivers of social value and identify what data are needed to best measure and evaluate the
impacts of activities.

To fully measure and evaluate the impacteetbrestation, this research incorporates scientific data on

the objective impacts of environmental degradation and the mitigating effects of forest resiu@tion

SROI evaluation These data are directly tied to the outcoméiseid by the key staeholders and used

to quantify the social value of environmental change. The SROI methodology presents these social values

in terms of financial equivalents, which allows stakeholders across the board to evaluate the cost/benefit
favorability orunfavouraliity of proposed environmental interventions. Such valuation of outcomes will

allow Restore the Earth and its corporate fundewntierstand thimternalized financial benefits and
externalizedsocietalbenefitsof making investmentsinsoa | | e di nifgrraesetnr uct ureo or n

This reportprovides a brief overview of the SROI methodology, project approach, the obgeatid

activities of the reforestation and afforestation projeatsl the key findings and assumptions made when
completingthe analysis. Finally, this report includes a discussion of the SROI results and

recommendations. Theaudie e f or t hi s SROI r epor tmanageméeand or e t I
staff,as well agxisting and potential investoRestore the Earthoundatiorwill use this study to

communicate the impact to potential funders and stakeholders.

2.2.SROI APPROACH

SROI is a framework for measuring and accounting for the broad concept of social value, a measure of
change that is relevant to people andaaigations that experience it. This concept of value goes beyond
what can be captured pure, markebasedinancial terms, seeking to reduce inequality and
environmental degradation and improve wellbeing by incorporating social, environmental, andiecono
costs and benefits into projedluation(SROI Network, 2012) For analytical purposes, SROI converts
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nortfinancial values ito their financial equivalents, using both subjective and objective research to
estimate those values. Restore the Earth believes that is what®R®Rédifferent from other forms of
sociatimpact analysis, and therefore more valuable to corporate fusmgeigovernmental agencies that
have fiduciary responsibility to the public.

There are two types of SROI analysis

1 Evaluative, which is conducted retrospectivelyatidate a forecast or baseline SROI to
understand if the impact sought was achieved

9 Forecast, which islesigned to understand and predict the desired irapacbutcomesf a
program or activity for significant stakeholders

Forecast SROIs are especially useful in the planning stages of an activity. They can help show how
investment can mamize social impact and are also useful for identifying what should be measured once
the project is implementd@&ROI Network, 2012)

SROI was developed from social accounting and-besefit analysis and is based on seven principles of
social valugSROI Network 2012)

1. Involve stakeholdert Inform what gets measured and how this is measured by involving
stakeholders;

2. Understand what changgé#rticulate how change is created and evaluate this through evidence
gathered, recognizing positive and negative gharas well as those that are intended and
unintended;

3. Value things that mattdérUse financial proxies in order that the value of all outcomes can be
recognized including those that are not traded in markets but are affected by activities;

4. Only include tfat which is material Determine what information and evidence must be included
in the accounts to give a true and fair picture, such that stakeholders can draw reasonable
conclusions about impact;

Do not overclaimi Only claim the value that organizat®are responsible for creating;

6. Be transparerit Demonstrate the basis on which the analysis may be considered accurate and
honest, and show that it will be reported to and discussed with stakeholders; and

7. Verify the resulfi Ensure appropriate independassurance.

o

The SROI process works by developargunderstanding of the program being analyhed it meets its
objectives, and how it works with its stakehold@ise SROI framework accounts for a broad concept of
value and focuses on answering five kegstions:

Who changes? Taking account of all the people, organizations, and
environments affected significantly

How do they change? Focusingon all the important positive and negative changd
that take place, not just what was intended

How do you know? Gathering evidence to go beyond individual opinion

How muchis you? Taking account of all the other influences that might have
changed thingfor the better (or worse)

How important are the changes? Understanding the relative value of the outcomes to all th
people, organizations, and environments affected
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SROI puts a value on the amount of change (impact) that takes place as a respitagfrdme and looks

at the returns to those who contribute to creating the change. It estimates a value for this change and
compares this value to the investment required to achieve that impact, resulting in an SROI ratio. It takes
standard measures of ecanio return a step further by placing a monetary value on social ré&wooil
Ventures Australia Consulting, 201 Qritical to the process is the development of an impact map
demonstrating the impact value chain for each stakehgtdep. It links stak h o | dbgectigedto

inputs (e.g. what has been invested), to outputsriargberof trees planted through to the outcomes

(e.g. increase in income through employment). The process then involves identifying indicators for the
outcomes, so that we cameasure if the outcome has been achieved. The next step is to use financial
proxies to value the outcome.

It is then necessary to establish the amounmnpfict each outcome has hadpactis defined in the
SROI as an estimate of how much of the outeawuld have happened without the project and the
proportion of the outcome that can be isolated as being added by the activities being afalynetoker
of filters are utilized in the analysis to renddditional validity and stability to the conversiohnon
market values into their financial equivaler8ROI uses four filterapplied to each outcome to establish
the impact of the activities:

1 Deadweight what would have happened anyway?

91 Displacement were other outcomes displaced to create theooog?

1 Attributioni who else contributed to the outcome?

91 Drop-off i how much does the outcome droip each year?

Establishing impact is important as it reduces the risk of-oa@ming and may also help identify any
important stakeholders that may mhaive been included in the analysis.

2.3.CHALLENGES WITH ARRG THE SROI METBODOGY TENVIRONMENTAL PRGXC
Restoration and reforestation projects mitigate carbon emissions through sequestration of carbon and by
eliminating nitrogen and phosphorus runioéfim sediment loss. This process restores and rebalances
ecosystems and establishes healthy natural capital buffers. Married with the direct environmental impacts,
the indirect cebenefits created include improved air and water quality and quantityajaing and

creationof jobs, lessening of extreme weather patterns, storm protection, pest control, increased
recreation and tourism through bird watching, hunting, and fishing, and the creation of new technology.
Many of these outcomes have multiple Héa¢o multiple stakeholders.

Applying the SROI methodology to environmental projects such as ecological restoration and
reforestation projects, howev@gses unique challenges. The SROI methoddhagyhistorically be used
by communityorganizationgocused on social welfare programbich have a clearly defined period of
investment and an associategamensurate period of benefits (Social Ventures Australia Consulting,
2011) With restoration projects, many of the benefits are often not readilymediately apparent to
stakeholders. For example, the assignment of carbon, nitrogen, and phosphoraeeditsptovide
direct benefits to Restore the Earth #sgartners. However, the environmental value of carbon,
nitrogen, and phosphorus for otlsakeholders and society at large are generally not identified as
outcomes through stakeholder engagement. To account for these more in@swgtdthe environment
is considered as a stakeholder, as though it wpegson or an organization. The sfiecoutcomes
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associated with the environmemere derivedrom the scientific literature and research contracted by
Restore the Earth. The results of this research can be considered outcomes that will accrue to various
stakeholder groups in the future.

2.4.PROJECT APPROACH

The comprehensive benefits of these
reforestation projects which include social,
economic, and environmental outcoriies
were tracked, measured, and reported on
through Restore the Earth Foundation
EcoMetricsModel that is based on the
guiding principles of Social Value
I nternational 6s SROIf
PointeauxChenes project was analyzed |
using the 201@nancial year investment and
assessing the benefits ovet@yeartime
horizon with a 5% discount rate

The forecast SROI atysis forRestore the
Earth Foundatiomvas undertaken in six stages. The activities in these six stages include:
1. Establishing scope and identifying stakeholders
a. define boundaries and time scale for analysis
b. define stakeholders
2. Mapping outcomes
a. engage \ith stakeholders to develop an impact map which shows the relationship
between objectives, inputs, outputs and outcomes
3. Evidence outcomesnd giving them a value
a. synthesize data from stakeholder interviews into an impact map
b. identify relevant indicatorand financial proxies to monetize the social outcomes, where
possible
c. define the investment, both direct cash investments and pro bono contributions from the
various stakeholders
d. conductfollow up interviews to verify evidence where required
e. test assumpins with other Water Institute of the Gulf and Restore the Earth Foundation
staff
4. Establish impact
a. determine those aspects of change that would have happened anyway or area result of
other factors
5. Calculate the SROI
a. populate and use thecoMetricsmodel to add up all the benefits, subtract any negatives
and compare the result to the investment. This is also where the sensitivity of the results
is tested.
6. Reporing, usingand embeding
a. write a detailed report which describes the methodology, assuraptiade, results and
recommendations
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b. complete summaries of the SROI analysis
c. reportto stakeholders, communicate and use the results, and embed the SROI process in
the organization

In addition, the SROI analysis will be used to provide a basklifieator of whetbkr social value created by

the Pointeaux-Chenes reforestation proje@the primary purposef the baseline SRG$ to identify

outcomes, guide forward planning and establish what needs to be monitored and measured to demonstrate
success.

2.5.WHO WORKED ON THE®ET?

This SROI analysis and measurement and evaluation framework had input from the following individuals and
organizations:

1 Scott A. Hemmerling, the lead author from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent approximately
60 days coducting the analysis and compiling the report and assumed overall responsibility for
the analysis

1 Monica Barra, ceauthor and research associate from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent
approximately90 days conducting stakeholder engagement, conduttimmanalysis and
compiling the report

9 Harris Bienn, ceauthor and research assistant from the Water Institute of the Gulf, spent
approximatel\30 daysconductingstakeholder engagement, conducting amlysis and
compiling the report

1 Richard Landry fronRestore the Earthoundation contributed approximate@ days reviewing
the analysigind assuring consistency with the EcoMetnexiel

1 Ben Carpenter from Social Value International contributed approxinatiysreviewing the
analysisand assuring caistency with SVI report assurance criteria
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3.0 Case Study #1: PoirdexChenes Wildlife Management Area

3.1. BACKGROUND: POIMIUEXCHENES WILDLIFENMN\GEMENT AREA ARGIKRONAL
DEMOGRAPHICS
The PointeauxChenes Wildlife Management Area (WMA) is a statened vildlife management area
that encompasses 33,488 acres of intermediate/brackish marsh and bottomland hardwodidigorest.
located in Louisiana’s coastal zonawio parishes (counties)Terrebonne Parish and Lafourche Parish
which have a total population 808,18 as of 2010The WMA was established in the 1970s through the
donation of land and marsh by regional landownieis staffed by Louisiana Departriesf Wildlife and
Fisheries staff. Todayhe area is primarily accessible by boat and is a popular fishing and waterfowling
destination for people across the state and gulf coastal region. The area is also adjacent staseveral
recognized Native Amaran tribes whose ancestors have lived in the regiomdidtiple generations.
There are a number of small communities that surround the-&o#@henes Wildlife Management area.
Restore the Eartproject site is located closest to Montegut, LA, on thet wed of the WMA.

Figure 2. Pointe-aux-Chenes Wildlife Management Area
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