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Rising Great Lakes water levels and severe storms
in 1970s caused wetland and island erosion
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\Water levels rose rapidly to
record highs and remained
elevated for two decades

Repeated severe spring
storms

Shorelines hardened by rip
rap deflect wave energy
and exacerbate erosion

Poor water clarity from
runoff pollution reduced
aguatic vegetation and their
wave dampening benefits



Assessment Identified habitat loss
as the greatest threat to long-term ecosystem
health off Green Bay

1 1994 Habitat Restoration Workshop identified

mm Islands restoration as the top priority
Runoff pollution also must be controlled
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OURAT m (e 6 (max $ 5 million)
Partners| Ip between USACE, Brown Co.,
and RAP'Bieta & Habitat (US FWS,
WDNR, UW'Sea Grant and others)
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U Restors diVErEiiAT e
[Slanafanasaguatic abit&fs  Photo by WDNR 1969
r Recreate 1960s Island “footprint”
-'IPro de prote tﬁn for recovering submerged
aguatic plant beds and marshes

® Enhance spawning and nursery grounds for
various fish species (e.g. yellow perch,

sky, pike, walleye, sunfish)




iciall use for clean dredge

ISTTHem r@efBay navigation channel

m Enh -ncei,pu-blic benefits from fishing and
wildlife viewing, while minimizing human
disturbance and construction impacts

Sﬁtﬁ'{t’m



ld/ rrmr Envwonmental
drafit report being
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3 ser“ mrl I ns and Specifications
(2005

4. Construction (If accepted by Corps
and Brown County after public

Sm?ﬁ’{t,m review)




- I Use cleanest dredged
materials from outer
hannel to rebuild the
Cat Island chain (higher
In sands and lower In
contaminants)

Ll Total PCBs should not
exceed background
(max of 0.1 ppm), 2.5
times less than Fox
River cleanup goal
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Seekgeuna RPCE Concentrations
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Range <0.05 - 1.4 ppm =
24 Sediment samples in 1998 T
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