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Comprehensive Conservation Plans provide long-term guidance for management decisions; set
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Management Focus

GOAL 1. Conserve, enhance, and restore the Texas Chenier Plain region’s coastal
wetlands to provide wintering, migrational, and nesting / brood-rearing habitat for
waterfowl, shorebirds, marshbirds, wading birds, and other wetland-dependent migratory
birds and habitat for native fish and wildlife.
Objective A. Coastal Marshes - Emergent Wetlands (Estuarine and Palustrine
Wetlands).
Objective B. Open Water Wetlands (Estuarine and Palustrine Wetlands).
Increase species diversity and production of submerged aquatic vegetation in
marsh habitats and increase open water habitat by 10% in fresh and intermediate
marshes on the Refuge Complex.
Objective C. Freshwater Prairie Wetlands (Palustrine). By Year 15 of the CCP’s
implementation, maintain and manage approximately 1,900 acres of managed
and natural shallow freshwater wetlands on the Refuge Complex and manage
adjacent prairie habitats to improve nesting habitat for Mottled Ducks and other
ground nesting migratory birds.



GOAL 2. Conserve, enhance, and restore the Texas Chenier Plain region’s coastal
prairies and coastal woodlands to provide wintering, migrational, and nesting habitat for
resident and migratory landbirds, including neotropical / nearctic migratory birds, and
habitat for other native wildlife species.

Objective A. Native Prairie and other Grasslands.

Objective B. Coastal Woodlands.

GOAL 3. A comprehensive biological program will guide and support conservation efforts
for all species of native fish, wildlife, and plants on the Texas Chenier Plain Refuge
Complex.

Objective A. Waterfowl, Shorebirds, and other Wetland-Dependent Migratory

Birds

Objective B. Migratory and Resident Landbirds.

Objective C. Fish and other Aquatic Species.

Objective D. Threatened and Endangered Species, Species of Conservation

Concern, and other “Watch Species”.

Objective E. Mammals.

Objective F. Reptiles and Amphibians.

Objective G. Invertebrates.

Objective H. Plant Resources.

GOAL 4. By working with others locally and on a landscape level, address threats to
natural biological diversity, ecological integrity, and environmental health on the Refuge
Complex.

Objective A. Coastal Habitat Loss

Objective B. Exotic and Invasive Species.

Objective C. Contaminants.

Objective D. New Oil and Gas Development. 25

GOAL 5. All local, national, and international visitors will enjoy safe and high quality
outdoor experiences on the Refuge Complex and learn of the Refuge Complex’ role in
conserving the region’s coastal natural resources. New partnerships with our local
communities will be forged to highlight, promote, and conserve the unique natural assets
of the upper Texas Gulf Coast.
Objective A. Hunting.
Objective B. Fishing.
Objective C. Wildlife Observation and Photography.
Objective D. Environmental Education and Interpretation
Objective E. Management of Beach Uses on McFaddin NWR.
Objective F. Community Outreach and Partnerships
Objective F-1. Community Outreach.
Objective F-2. Private Lands Partnerships.
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