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Objectives

1) Opportunities to incentivize habitat benefits in relation 
to TMDL and water quality outcomes, and that are part of 
Chesapeake Bay Agreement commitments; 

2) Explore the efficacy of a more holistic “systems 
approach” to BMP accounting, specifically how wetlands 
are considered in multiple BMPs and multiple workgroups 
and GITs, and how wetland BMP functions are influenced 
by other BMP types in the connected landscape.



Presentations Focus
• Discuss improvements or alternatives to the current BMP accounting system 

that would help incentivize and maximize habitat benefits and ensure accurate 
credit is provided to complex restoration projects, including describing and 
calculating co-benefits/ecosystem services.

• Identify where different types of restoration may lead to unintended ecological 
consequences and provide guidance for how to locate, design and build for 
specific site conditions and, at least retain if not increase natural system and 
processes where feasible.

• Discuss and identify possible synergies derived from a landscape perspective of 
connected ecosystems from uplands to stream valleys.

• Evaluate which existing or potential CBP BMP protocols include wetland 
ecosystems, compare reduction estimates of these wetlands among protocols, 
and identify suggestions for harmonizing the crediting of wetland systems 
among protocols to avoid selective BMP protocol implementation that 
(unrealistically) maximize only water quality benefits.



Agenda



Recommendation 1

Key Finding
Wetland Projects are not accurately 
accounted for toward the wetlands 
goal or as BMPs. Efforts have focused 
only on wetlands for pollution load 
reduction. Wetlands in urban 
landscapes are not counted via this 
process.

Recommendations
• Ensure all wetland projects are 

being counted regardless of 
whether they are a BMP or 
habitat or other service

• Examine the existing accounting 
processes and identify 
approaches to account for 
awarding credit or incentive for 
ecosystem benefits that arise 
from all management actions; 
support CBP Wetlands and Black 
Duck data effort and provide 
data
– Commit to maintaining the 

recommended accounting 
approach. 



Recommendation 2
Key Finding
The benefits of Wetland Projects are 
dependent on landscape position 
and location, and the planning and 
implementation of wetland 
management actions should be 
integrated into larger scale systems 
thinking. Wetland projects would 
benefit from moving beyond 
opportunity driven restoration at a 
specific location that may be less 
suitable for holistic benefits to 
targeted restoration at suitable 
locations.

Recommendations
• Seek systems level wetland 

restoration projects (as part of a 
larger wetland complex, or part 
of a multiple practice effort to 
include synergistic restoration 
such as stream, riparian buffers 
and fish passage) which avoid 
habitat tradeoffs by incorporating 
landscape level thinking into such 
projects and maximize multiple 
benefits.

• Promote and incentivize 
restoration projects designed and 
constructed so that biological 
function is not negatively 
impacted while managing for 
water quality improvements.



Recommendation 3

Key Finding
Wetland Projects provide 
multiple benefits (i.e. ecosystem 
services) that are linked to 
multiple differing local, state, 
federal and regional outcomes 
and goals. As such, assessing 
the net benefits for wetlands 
projects, especially in 
comparison to other 
habitat/water quality 
restoration efforts, is 

difficult.

Recommendations

• Investigate the possibility of adding or 
subtracting load reduction credit for wetland 
projects relative to habitat services provisioning, 
and expand to other types of habitat restoration 
BMPs (such as stream restoration and riparian 
forest buffers).

• Support development of advances in 
understanding and predicting outcomes of 
multiple ecosystem services of wetland projects 
in addition to N, P, and sediment load reduction, 
such as habitat provisioning and flood reduction.

• Investigate the development of an accounting 
system to track co-benefits and cross-outcome 
ecosystem services.

• Support and encourage partners to consider 
multiple ecosystem services when evaluating 
wetland projects, such as rating proposals for 
funded efforts.



Recommendation 4
Key Finding: 
Wetland project 
implementation would 
increase to better meet 
CBP goals by providing 
additional incentives and 
tools that properly 
capture and credit 
wetland co-benefits 
beyond water quality 
improvement.

Recommendations

• Develop a process for project 
funders to include negative and 
positive indicator responses for 
habitat co-benefit and 
ecosystem services criteria when 
evaluating proposals. 

• Develop a process for decision 
makers to plan and prioritize 
actions to address negative and 
positive indicator response for 
habitat co-benefit and 
ecosystem services criteria to 
include in decision making.



Post Workshop Processes
• Evaluation of the Outcome/Indicator 
• Wetlands Project Tracker
• Wetlands Action Plan
• Wetland Workgroup (WWG) Reorganization
• GIT-Funded Projects

– Marsh Migration
– Wetland Condition
– Mapping in Headwaters
– Mowing, Wetland Enhancement 

• Capacity Grant with Chesapeake Bay Trust
• Best Management Practice Verification Ad-Hoc Action 

Team
• Comprehensive Evaluation of System Response
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