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Regional Update to Corps Mitigation 
and Monitoring Guidelines

• Purpose: 
Establish regional mitigation and monitoring policy
Ensure  guidelines reflect 2008 joint EPA and Corps "mitigation rule" 
regulations
Make programmatic changes to improve mitigation-related procedures

• Regional effort:
Representatives from South Pacific Division (SPD) (Corps regional 
headquarters in California) and all four SPD districts  (San Francisco 
(SPN), Sacramento (SPK), Albuquerque (SPA), Los Angeles (SPL)) 
Will cover Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, and parts of 
Colorado and Texas

• Goal: Provide consistent guidance to the regulated community and 
Corps Regulatory project managers throughout SPD’s 4 districts.

Expectations related to mitigation
Technical information (e.g., aquatic resource impact assessment, 
mitigation plan preparation, mitigation monitoring requirements and 
procedures) 
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Implementation
• Potential Programmatic Changes:

Information management: synchronized submittal of monitoring 
reports
Emphasize Mitigation Ratio-setting concepts
Emphasize Expanded Performance standards
Minimum monitoring period may be expanded beyond 5 years
Map and drawing standards

• Estimated Timeline:  
Draft expected completion summer 2011
Internal Corps coordination fall 2011
Revised draft out for formal interagency coordination winter 
2011/2012
Public review winter 2011/2012
Final Implementation Spring 2012
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Mitigation Ratios and 
Performance Standards Effort

• Goals: 
Establish regional procedure for setting mitigation ratios
Establish regional, uniform mitigation performance standard language

• Non-Corps Participants:
Dr. Richard Ambrose, UCLA
Dr. Eric Stein, SCCWRP

• Regional effort (same as the Mitigation and Monitoring Guidelines):
Representatives from SPD and all four SPD districts 
Covers Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, and parts of 
Colorado and Texas

• Completion dates:
Mitigation ratio-setting procedure: Finalized April 20, 2011
Uniform performance standards:  Expected August 2011



BUILDING STRONG®

on the Cornerstone of the Southwest
5

Uniform Performance Standards
• Benefits:

Better predictability for regulated community
Increased ability of Regulatory agencies to ensure compliance
Better gauge of long-term ecological viability of mitigation sites
Allow improved scientific comparison between mitigation sites

• Focus:
Ecological performance standards (not water treatment)
Incorporation of reference sites
Incorporation of functional/condition assessments

• Overall goals: 
Uniform PS language

General language for most
Targets for some
Different aquatic resources and ecoregions throughout four Districts

Expand beyond flora-based PS
Why? Flora-based PS do not represent full suite of ecological functions provided 
by impacted and mitigation sites
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Mitigation Ratio-Setting 
Procedure

• Finalized April 20, 2011

• Benefits:

Provides structured decision-making procedure while retaining flexibility

Allows for qualitative or quantitative assessments of impacts & 
mitigation

Results in a written rationale (decision document) for each ratio 
determination

Includes guidance for each step of checklist

Greater efficiency

• Incorporates use of functional/condition assessments for 
large projects
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Mitigation Ratio-Setting Procedure
• STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINATION 

OF MITIGATION RATIOS 

1 Flowchart

4 Attachments
1.  Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist
2 . Instructions for Preparing Mitigation Ratio Checklist
3.  Examples of Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist
4.  Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist, Step 3, CRAM Example
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STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE FOR 
DETERMINATION OF MITIGATION RATIOS 
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Mitigation Ratio Setting Flow Chart
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Attachment 1
SPD Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist
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Attachment 1
SPD Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist
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Attachment 2 
Instructions for Preparing Mitigation Ratio Checklist
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Attachment 3
Examples of Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist
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Attachment 4
Mitigation Ratio Setting Checklist

Step 3, CRAM Example



BUILDING STRONG®

on the Cornerstone of the Southwest
15

Questions?


