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Explanation of the Proposed Reevaluation Method
Approval of the Reevaluation Method

~ Presentation of the Priority BMPs

> ist of Practices that has been



PROPOSED METHOD FOR REEVALUATING CREDIT
DURATIONS

il be requesting supporting information, such as, a desired numerical
pport the ex’ren5|on of a practice’s credit
ments, profeSS|onoI

with supporting justification, science, professional judgement, NRCS practice sta
may have been altered by NRCS since the initial establishment of credit durafi
applicable) and/or altered permit/contract duration evidence.

» NRCS Representative Involvement — NRCS representatives will be consulted for each NRCS

applicable practice. Their input will be documented prior to each discussion session, but they
may be present for the discussions as well.



PROPOSED METHOD FOR REEVALUATING CREDIT
DURATIONS (CONTINUED)

official docu
Leadership.

» The official recommendation will be presented to the BMP A
relevant workgroups.
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» Following the presentation of the official recommendation, all workgroups will be
allowed a period of at least 10 days to provide comments on the recommendatio

7,

» Once comments are incorporated into the documentation by the BMP Ad-Hoc Team,
the official recommendation will be presented for consensus-based approval.

» Comments will be presented to the BMP Ad-Hoc Team. The team will discuss ang
incorporate the comments.

» If a decision is made, the recommendation will proceed to the nextdecision-making
body on the chain of approval.



PROPOSED METHOD FOR REEVALUATING CREDIT

DURATIONS (EXAMPLE)

d-Hoc Leadership develops
documented recommendation to

change the BMP credit duration based

on discussion findings.

Discussion on the
Barnyard Runoff
Control Credit
Duration

Recommendation
moves to be
approved by

consensus within
the BMP Ad-Hoc

Action Team.

Jtilize practi

standards, .
oublished Are there any comments on this proposed method?

literature, NR the BMP Ad-Hoc Team,
AgWG, and WIWG.

representative
input,
professional
judgement, etc.

to arrive at
recommended TTehcerr?I\Q\ZC\\%Hoonc g Comments discussed
numerical value ! _> ithi -
with sound WIWG receive o Tec\;vrlr:hcljnnchl\iAnF;g\rd glr%?ed
rationale. comment period of at P

least 10 days. into the documentation.



> Are there any objections to the proposed method of
reevaluating credit durations?



ices to be addressed by the Foresiry Workgroup (a recommendation
om the FWG to the BMP Action Team).



To be addressed by the Foresiry Workgroup (a recommendation will come from the FWG to the
BMP Action Team):

Ag Riparian Forest Buffers
Exclusion Fencing with Forest Buffer

ith Narrow Forest Buffer

Is the FWG comfortable with grouping these practices under the reevaluation of Forest Buffers?



https://www.chesapeakebay.net/documents/BMP-Guide_A.12_Forest-Buffers-and-Grass-Buffers_.pdf

To be addressed by the Ad-Hoc Group (recommendations will be
forwarded to relevant source sector workgroup):

» Grass Bu
» Narrow Grass Buffers
» Exclusion Fencing with Grass Buffers
» Exclusion Fencing with Narrow Grass Buffers
» Urban Tree Plantfing
» Ag Tree Planting


https://www.chesapeakebay.net/documents/BMP-Guide_A.12_Forest-Buffers-and-Grass-Buffers_.pdf

Seeking Approval:

ot be reevaluating every BMP in CAST Prioritization




January Meeting: Internal Discussion (within the BMP Ad-Hoc Team) on Barnyard Runoff
Control and Loafing Lots

ebruary Meeting: Internal Discussion on Animal Waste Management Systems

D ion on Grass Buffers (Including Narrow Grass Buffers)

Would anyone like to propose a change to the proposed schedule¢

Note: Discussion dates are flexible. The schedule may be changed o
accommodate the recommendations from the FWG.



Are there any objections to proceeding forward with the







