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Majr hem-e§g;nd lssuesy

MESEvation — Buy Now, estore Later

| J Witherindividual guidance documents relate to
Sgeh other and existing Guidance

2 Floyy the individual guidance documents will fit
stegether with the watershed approach guidance

= % Avoid mitigation credit for regulatory
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== “requirements of other programs

® More information on and attention to the
special/different conditions of wetlands and
streams in the arid west

e Fcosystem vs. watershed




Ve ihemes,and lssuest

DO UNdercut sequencingl requirements

eIy long-term; management issues, stewardship
emrlowrr LS, site protection mechanisms

SAlIGVWEfor regulators to adapt guidance to the regional
context (€.g., watershed/ecoregion scale)

= In erporate our efforts in mitigation with existing
== programs (NPS and Stormwater) to achieve our common
= Wwater quality goals

- ® More stream mitigation assessments and guidance
® Need “regional” MAP teams for region-specific guidance



VgjorsIemes.and Issueg" —

SRETItEra Used for classifyingl special resources and
cred]'t]s practices should be clear and publicly available
@xemples: DTR, determining buffer widths and
Iiigation ratios for preservation)
SRObhErR agencies (fed and state) are interested in the

= infiormation in ORM
= ®EORM needs to be linked up to other data management
—  programs (Corps, other agencies and states)

& [nformation management and data entry is something
the regulated community (homebuildersg IS willing to
help with

® Timing limitations/constraints of permit application
review process
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I.

Compensatory Mitigation
[. 2002 Corps Mitigation RGL 02-2
II. 2003 Model Mitigation Plan Checklist

III. 2005 Watershed Approach Guidance
L. 2004 Site/Kind
II. 2004 Preservation
[TI. 2004 Buffer
IV. 2004 DTR

IV. 2005 Performance Standards Guidance

V. Specialized Guidance
[.  Third Party Mitigation
1995 Banking Guidance
2000 ILF Guidance
[I.  Stream Mitigation
2004 Stream Mitigation Protocol Compendium
[II. Impact-Specific Guidance
TEA-21 Banking Guidance (Fed-Aid Highways)
2003 FAA MOA (Airports)
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SNV Ien “or Ments on drafts
SIS r ons for 2005 tasks
dicate _mterest In future involvement
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