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Purpose of Mapping:

1. lllustrate the hydrologic connections between the Bad River
Reservation and the Bad River watershed.

2. Characterize the adequacy of existing hydrologic data.

3. Support the watersheds identified by Bad River as the most
appropriate analysis area for water quality standard compliance.

Data:

* All wetland and hydrography data used in the hydrologic
connectivity mapping is maintained by, the State of Wisconsin,
State of Michigan, U.S. Geological Service, and the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service. Slide 3
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Detailed Scale Wetland Mapping in the
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Hectare Increase: old WWI vs 1:1,000 NWI Update

Percent Increase: old NWI vs. 1:1000 NWI Update
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Major Utility Lines in HUC's of Concern

Anishinaabeg Gichigami
(Lake Superior)

HUCs of Concern
Stream Crossings:
Oil Pipeline - 202
Gas Pipeline - 167
Major Power Line - 502

Wetland Crossings:

Oil Pipeline - 192 (120 acres)
Gas Pipeline - 549 (392 acres)
Major Power Line - 1652 (912 acres)

Calculations assume a 60 foot wide ROW
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Strahler Stream Order is a graphical classification system.

Assumes that streams with the same order share similar broad characteristics on channel
dimensions and biological community.

Stream order is not a regulatory tool on individual projects or cumulative impacts.
Stream order is not appropriate for determining compliance with water quality

standards. Site specific data are needed for those determinations. _
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Concluding Statements

* Watersheds are simple and scientifically defensible constructs to use for pre-
construction notices and for determining compliance with Bad River’s water
guality standards at the reservation boundary. (Y 14

£ iiim, 1-,“_,Shortcom|ngs of eX|st|ng hydrographic data suggest that general permits don’t
' adequately capture the extent of past, present and reasonably foreseeable ’
- water quality impacts. b i) '
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