Project: Pt. Sable
Rank: 1 of 18

Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.383/2.40
(16%)

P1. Sabie Project Boundary
“l Hab_Legend
I Ervergent Marsh (Riparian)
[ ] omeat Lakes Beacn
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0.159/1.75
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Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements

X . : Wooded Terrestrial .
Tributary ~ Migratory Sﬁ’ee:[“g Coastal Birds \yotland Birds ~ Bats  Macroinvertebrates ~ ®  2.4km Great Lakes Beach improved
Fish Shorebirds orepirds
e 35 acres Wet Meadow added

* { } { k M * e 23 acres Submergent Marsh improved
N e 60 acres Riparian Emergent Marsh improved

13% 12% 11% 10% 9% 9% 9% e 0.5 DCA unit for Tributary Open Water

e 85 acres Hardwood Swamp improved

e 1.7 acres Northern Mesic Forest improved
e 28 acres Other Forest improved

e 6 acres Old Field improved

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
6.2/10 7.6/10 7.3/10




Fort_Howard_and_Peters_Marsh

Project: Peters Marsh / Fort Howard g TR =
Ra n k: 2 Of 18 | 3 ¥ = : %elg::r:em Marsh (High Energy Coastal)
e — |:| Emergent Marsh (Inland)
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target i - - e
it - Hardwood Swamp
: - I:l Open Water Inland
iy . AW [ other Forest
O 384/2 40 U _ NS I snrub carr
* * . £ = |:| Southern Sedge Meadow
0 ' 4 \_ : :] Submergent Marsh .
(16%) , /e

0.159/1.75
(9%)
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Habitat Project Elements

Top Populations Impacted Marsh . e 0.5 km added to Great Lakes Beach
Wetland Migratory

. Breedi .
Shoreline " \Alloo::d | \I\{retland Coastal Muskrats Baéi;::;e/ r;;d:‘g Macroinvertebrates Shorebirds * 40 acres Wet Meadow added
Fish etland Birds erns Bats Birds

e 127 acres Coastal Emergent Marsh improved
* % Y o{ ﬁ x 1» I ! e 50 acres Submergent Marsh improved
0.5 DCA units for Green Bay Open Water

0, o)
13%  10% 9% 9% 8% 8% 8% 8% 8% 8% e 0.5 DCA units for Tributary Open Water
Other Factors e 48 acres Shrub Carr improved

Project Cost Feasibility Co-benefits * 175 acres Hardwood Swamp |mpr9ved
5.8/10 7.4/10 7.2/10 e 0.5 acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved

e 2 acres Inland Open Water improved




Project: Duck Creek Delta = P | —
% L v — L‘I::::reekneltaProjecmrea

Ra n k: 3 Of 18 . : : g : Lk 4 . I Erergent Marsh (High Energy Coastal)

I Green Bay Open Water
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target [ susmerent Marsh

0.336/2.40
(14%)

0.120/1.75
(7%)

09

— -Mle ‘:'\',.,

Top Populations Impacted Wetland Habitat Project Elements
Shoreline Fish Wetland Terns Muskrat Marsh Breeding Birds ~ Macroinvertebrates ¢ 250 gcres Coastal Emergent Marsh added
e 250 acres Submergent Marsh added
* ﬁ % %a e 1 DCA unit for GB Open Water — fish
18% 11% 9% 9% 9%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
8.8/10 6.8/10 8.5/10




Project: Bay Beach Wildlife Sanctuary
Rank: 4 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.339/2.40
(14%)

0.099/1.75
(6%)

Top Populations Impacted

Wooded Bats Terrestrial Bald Eagle/ Turtles Anurans
Wetland Birds Macroinvertebrates Osprey
11% 11% 11% 10% 7% 7%
Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits

5.1/10 7.4/10 7.4/10

BBWS Project Area
-_:’__-I Hab_Legend

A |:| Emergent Marsh (Inland)
I Harowood Swamp
[ open water intand
:l Other Foresl

- Surrogate Grassland (Old Field)

Habitat Project Elements

e 20 acres Wet Meadow added

e 364 acres Hardwood Swamp improved

e 30 acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved

e 20 acres Inland Open Water improved

e 26 acres Other Forest improved

e 20 acres Restored Grassland added, 0.5 acres improved



Project: Duck Creek / Weitor Wharf

Rank: 5 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.212/2.40
(9%)

0.160/1.75
(9%)

Top Populations Impacted

. . Stream . Wooded Wetland
Tributary Fish Mussels Macroinvertebrates Mustelids Wetland Birds Macroinvertebrates
19% 16% 9% 8% 8% 8%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
6.7/10 7.2/10 7.3/10

B Duck Creek Upstream
| Hab_Legend
| [___] Emergent Marsh (Iniand)
y I Emergent Marsh (Riparian)
I Harawood Swamp
" - W - Northem Mesic Forest
o| [ souther Sedge Meadow

- Surrogate Grasstand (Old Fieid)
i Tributary Open Water

Habitat Project Elements

10 acres Wet Meadow added

70 acres Riparian Emergent Marsh improved

2 DCA units for Tributary Open Water — one fish; one mussel
35 acres Hardwood Swamp improved

1.15 acres Northern Mesic Forest improved

2.75 acres Old Field improved



Project: Longtail Point ——

Rank: 6 of 18 e 0 -
, ot
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target e e

0.310/2.40
(13%)

0.109/1.75
(6%)

Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Breeding Shorebirds Bald Eagle/Osprey  Migratory Shorebird ~ Wetland Terns Colonial Waterbirds ° 5.7km Great Lakes Beach improved

} ( ! ~ ! ° 116 acres Coastal Emergent Marsh improved

41 acres Shrub Carr improved
13% 9% 9% 8% 8%

16 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
20 acres Other Forest improved

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
5.7/10 6.4/10 6.6/10




Project: De Pere Dam
Rank: 7 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.172/2.40
(7%)

0.156/1.75
(9%)

Top 5 Populations Impacted
Fox River Fish Stream Mussels Bald Eagle/ Osprey

Colonial

Macroinvertebrates !E

41% 12% 8% 7% 5%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
7.8/10 6.8/10 7.3/10

De Pere Project Area
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= £
| Hab_Legend i

- Surregate Grassland (Restored)
I surrogate Grassiand (Oid Field) |
] other Forest
| submergent Marsh | <]
- Hardwood Swamp

{ - Fox River Open Water
I Emergent Marsh (Riparian) &

T

- “ni ] !
F & ¥

Habitat Project Elements

Waterbirds Macroinvertebrates

13 acres Submergent Marsh added
e 18 acres Riparian Marsh added
3 DCA units for Fox River Open Water — 2.5 fish; 0.5 mussels
e 15 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
e 1.25 acres Other Forest improved
e 10.5 acres Old Field improved
e 1 acre Restored Grassland added



Project: DNR West Shore

Rank: 8 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.178/2.40
(7%)

Legend

-4 L
™ - /! I ! DNR West Shores
0082/175 e gy [ Hab_Legend
o~y / 7 [ I Erergent Marsh (High Energy Coastal)
(o) =W T el t B Hardwood Swamp
( 5 /0) - '! M [ other Forest
— TP I shres can

I surrogate Grassland (Old Field)

Top Populations Impacted

Wooded Terrestrial Marsh Coastal Wetland Habitats Im proved/Added
; Breeding Birds  Bats i A
Wetland Birds  Macroinvertebrates Birds Terns Muskrats nurans ° 40 acres Wet Meadow added

k % % { ! ( ’ w 64 acres Shrub Carr improved
9% 7%

17 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
9%, % 6% 6% 6% 6% 50 acres Other Forest Improved
Other Factors

5 acres Old Field improved
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
4.8/10 7.1/10 5.8/10




Project: Renard Island
Rank: 9 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.153/2.40
(6%)

Legend
Renard_lsland_Project_Area

Hab_Legend

- Emergent Marsh (High Energy Coastal)

[ Great Lakes Beach

| I Green Bay Open Water

- Hardwood Swamp

[ oterForest

[ submergent Marsh

I surrogate Grassiand (Restored)

0.118/1.75
(7%)

=4 grie

Top Populations Impacted Terrestrial Habitat Project Elements
Shoreline Fish Migratory Shorebirds Macroinvertebrates  Breeding Shorebirds e 1km Great Lakes Beach improved

Mussels
e 1 acre Coastal Emergent Marsh improved
" * f\ *‘ k e 10 acres Submergent Marsh improved
e 1.75 DCA units for Green Bay Open Water —0.75 fish; 1 mussel
16% 15% 7% 5% e 4 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
e 1.5acres Other Forest improved
Other Factors e 10 acres Restored Grassland added

Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
6.5/10 6.6/10 6.4/10



Project: Ashwaubenon Creek

Rank: 10 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.122/2.40
(5%)

Ashwaubenon Creek Project Area

i > 4 <. Ay Hab_Legend
0 1 24/1 75 4 J’/ : . s - . l:l Emergent Marsh (inland)
* * o "l ' [ rwtary open water
.‘ ey : ; - I submergent Marsh
o . - x e Hal e
( 7 /0) g’ . = Fu:dl:r::f;pen ':raner
' - Emergent Marsh (Riparian)
Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Mussels Stream Tributary Fish Fox River Fish Mustelids e 17 acres Submergent Marsh improved
Macroinvertebrates . . .
, e 2.5 acres Riparian Emergent Marsh improved
" * ’ a e 0.5 DCA units for Fox River Open Water —fish
' e 2 DCA units for Tributary Open water — one fish; one mussel

5% e 9 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
e 0.35 acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved

16% 13% 10%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
5.5/10 6.5/10 6/10




Project: UWGB / Mahon Creek

Rank: 11 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.132/2.40
(5%)

0.122/1.75
(7%)

Top Populations Impacted

Terrestrial Wooded Tributary Fish

Mussels Stream Bats .
Macroinvertebrates Wetland Birds
Macromvertebrates

YL Xw»

12% 11% % 8% 8% 8%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
4.4/10 7/10 5.5/10

Legend
- UWGE_Project_Area

“| Hab_Legend

] Emergent Marsh (iniand)
[:l Great Lakes Beach
I Hardwood Swamp

| [ ] otnerForest

[ southem Dry Mesic Forest

Habitat Project Elements

1km Great Lakes Beach improved

1.5 DCA units for Tributary Open Water — 0.75 fish; 0.75 mussel
80 acres Hardwood Swamp improved

0.5 acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved

35 acres Southern Dry Mesic Forest improved

3 acres Other Forest improved




Project: Dutchman Creek

Rank: 12 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.107/2.40
(4%)

Legend

Dutchman Cresk Project Area
Hab_Legend
[] emergent marsh (intand)
- Emergent Marsh (Riparian)
I Fox River Open Water
I Harawood Swamp
Submergent Marsh
- Surrogate Grassland (Restored)
[ Tributary Open water

0.130/1.75
(7%)

Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Mussels Stream Tributary Fish Fox River Fish Terrestrial e 3 acres Submergent Marsh added
Macroinvertebrates Macroinvertebrates . . .
e 1 acre Riparian Emergent Marsh improved

‘, * * % e 0.5 DCA units for Fox River Open Water — fish
- e 2 DCA units for Tributary Open Water — one fish; one mussel

16% 13% 10% 9% 5% e 3.25 acres Hardwood Swamp improved

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
5.4/10 6.3/10 5.9/10




Project: Heritage Hill
Rank: 13 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.089/2.40
(4%)

0 1 2 1 1 75 - : 4 s o I Emergent Marsh (Riparian)
. . . e -4 . ~ A s - Fox River Open Water

? g - Hardwood Swamp

s 1 - - - - " 8 E
70/ -8 ; e &5 ;'-'_._ ‘-‘_r & o I:IOtherFutesl
0 ; g - % ¢ | 0| Submergent Marsh
< = g . ~:....‘rl. { -‘ "‘.'.. -_. I :

| [ surrogate Grassiand (O1d Fieid) |8
gk : Tributary Open Water

Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Tributary Fish Terrestrial Bats Wooded e 10 acres Submergent Marsh added

Wetland Birds
e 10 acres Riparian Emergent Marsh added

k e 1 DCA unit for Fox River Open Water

e 0.5 DCA units for Tributary Open Water

Fox River Fish

Macroinvertebrates '

18% 13% 8% 7% 6% e 2.5 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
Other Factors e 1.5acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved
. A . e 10 acres Other Forest improved
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits e 2.5 acres Old Field improved

4.9/10 6.7/10 6.6/10



Project: Ken Euers =

Ken_Euers

Rank: 14 of 18 e sl

I surrogate Grassiand (Oid Field)
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target [ oterFores
: [ Tributary Open Water
- Emergent Marsh (High Energy Coastal)
I:l Emergent Marsh (inland)
B +ardwood Swamp

0.057/2.40
(2%)

0.108/1.75
(6%)

Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Wetland Terns Mustelids Migratory Coastal Colonial Marsh Terrestrial ° 30 acres Coastal Emergent Marsh improved
Shorebirds Birds Waterbirds  Breeding Birds Macroinvertebrates o 0.5 DCA units Tributary Open Water — fish
Y { } 1» *\ e 15 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
e 18 acres Inland emergent Marsh improved
9% 8% 8% 7% 7% 7% 7% e 5 acres Other Forest improved

e 5.5 acres Restored Grassland added
Other Factors

Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
4.5/10 7.9/10 7/10




Project: Cat Island Chain

Cat Island Project Areas

Rank: 15 of 18 v —

- Emergent Marsh (High Energy Coastal)
I Green Bay Open Water

Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target F ——
\\llm

1, 0.035/2.40
(1%)

0.107/1.75
(6%)

Top Populations Impacted . .
__ , : , _ . . Habitat Project Elements
Shoreline Fish Breeding Shorebirds  Colonial Waterbirds =~ Wetland Terns Migratory Shorebirds
e 5 acres Coastal Emergent Marsh added

k e 5 acres Submergent Marsh added
e  0.75 DCA units for GB Open Water — fish
15% 10% 10% 8% 8%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
4.7/10 7.8/10 6.2/10




Project: Dead Horse Bay

Rank: 16 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.058/2.40
(2%)

(0] & Legend
( 3 /0 ) Dead Horse Bay
Hab_Legend
- Green Bay Open Water
0.9
Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Shoreline Fish Mussels Colonial Waterbirds  Bald Eagle/ Osprey  Migratory Waterfowl ° 1.5 DCA units for Green Bay Open Water — 1 fish; 0.5 mussels
10% 8% 3% 2% 2%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
4.3/10 7.3/10 4.4/10




Project: Southwest Shoreline/Tank Farm Marsh =

Hab_Legend

Rank: 17 of 18 ! " o SRR

] emenment Marsh jiniant)

SWW Shoreline/Tank Farm Marsh

< T -
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target N N — s vome
k. [ open water iniang
‘Submergant Marsh

0.16/2.40
(6%)

0.14/1.75
(8%)

Top Populations Impacted l‘ 2 -

Breeding Shoreline Fish  Coastal Birds Colonial Turtles Wetland  Migratory V — Miledis

Shorebirds Waterbirds Terns Waterfowl

Habitat Project Elements

# } ‘ Y e 0.5 km Great Lakes Beach added

10% 10% 6% 6% 50 59 59 e 5 acres Submergent Marsh added

e 1 DCA unit for Green Bay Open Water

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
5.4/10 5.25/10 4.7/10

e 4 acres Hardwood Swamp improved
35 acres Inland Emergent Marsh improved
e 12 acres Inland Open Water improved



Project: Joliet Park

Rank: 18 of 18
Progress Towards Loss of F&W Habitats BUI Target

0.059/2.40
(2%)

0 b ' : Joliet Park Project Area [
(4 /0) end PN Hab_Legend o V
gl “ . ; - Green Bay Open Water
e S SHRER [ | Other Forest
Top Populations Impacted Habitat Project Elements
Shoreline Fish Mussels Bald Eagle/ Osprey Bats Migratory Waterfow! e 1.5 DCA units for Green Bay Open Water — 1 fish; 0.5 mussel
I ‘ / #« e 5.5 acres Other Forest improved
18% 8% 4% % 2%

Other Factors
Project Cost Feasibility =~ Co-benefits
5/10 6.1/10 3.9/10
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