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Background

TMDL for Sediment and Nutrient assigned to states Dec 20, 2010

CBP develops robust protocol for crediting BMP’s across all source sectors.

Stream restoration Projects before TMDL were associated with Comprehensive
Watershed Management plans and mitigation

» Existing stream credit extremely low based on monitoring of a restored
concrete channel.

» CWP becomes the Stream and Sediment Coordinator for the CBP and is
charged to work with the Stormwater Coordinator to develop Stream
Restoration Protocols
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The Agriculture Work Group, Watershed Technical Workgroup and Stream
Habitat GIT is also actively involved in the review process.



Review of the Science

e Review of the old rate

e How sediment and nutrients are simulated in the CBWM
e Nutrient flux at stream reach level

e Nutrients and physical properties of stream sediment

e In-stream nitrogen processing

e Nutrient dynamics in restored floodplain wetlands

e Regenerative stormwater conveyance systems

e Longevity of stream restoration practices




Expert Panel Process

» 7 calls, 2 workshops, 5 drafts over 12 months
» Product: Technical Memo and 5 Appendices

» More than 125 papers and reports reviewed by
Panel

» For Stream Restoration - 6 month test period
» 3 Protocols plus Default Rate




Stream Restoration Crediting Protocols
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Qualifying Conditions, Verification, and
Reporting Requirements

e Stream restoration project must provide functional lift and
be part of a comprehensive watershed management plan.

* Creditis renewed based on a 5 yr field performance
inspection that verifies the project still exists, is adequately
maintained and operating as designed.

* Protocols have to be reapplied and credits adjusted if
changes occur in watershed (e.g., BMP implementation)
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BS17 | would cite the verification memo and the specific requirements in each memo as this could be future work for

us.
Bill Stack, 9/16/2021



