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Spatial and Temporal Trends

Background Habitat Associations
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Datasets: USFWS Beach Seine Survey:
https://portal.edirepository.org/nis/mapbrowse?scope=edi&identifier=244&revision=8
USFWS Boat Electrofishing Survey:
https://portal.edirepository.org/nis/mapbrowse?scope=edi&identifier=692&revision=2
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