Wetland Workgroup Meeting Minutes
National Park Service Small Conference Room (CBPO)
Tuesday, December 13th, 2016
1:00 - 3:00PM

Participants:
	Amy Jacobs, TNC (Co-Chair)
	Jill Whitcomb, PA DEP

	Erin McLaughlin, MD DNR (Co-Chair)
	Pam Mason, VIMS

	Kyle Runion, CRC (Staff)
	Judy Denver, USGS

	Darius Stanton, CRC
	Michele Henicheck, VA DEQ

	Jennifer Greiner, UWFWS
	Ken Murin, PA DEP

	Jeremy Hanson, VT
	Alana Hartman, WV DEP

	Steve Strano, NRCS
	Melissa Yearick, USC

	Chris Spaur, USACE
	Jeff Hartranft, PA DEP

	Denise Clearwater, MDE
	Matt Johnston, UMD

	Bill Keeling, VA DEQ
	Jeff Sweeney, EPA



Actions and Decisions:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Decision: The WEP draft report is approved by the Wetland Workgroup. See below for a list of voting members.

Minutes:
Welcome and Updates
· Jacobs: TNC is about to begin construction on several bald cypress restoration sites in floodplains on the lower Eastern Shore.
· Henicheck: The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality was recently awarded EP grants to enhance the Wetlands Condition Assessment Tool. More info available here. 
· Murin: Pennsylvania is working with the Upper Susquehanna Coalition to update PA wetland mapping. A final report is expected soon; this will be presented at a future Wetland Workgroup meeting.
· Yearick: New York is developing proposals to increase implementation of wetland restoration.
· Clearwater: Maryland Department of the Environment is moving forward with an EPA permitting tool for viewing wetland applications.

Landowner Outreach Project
· The Wetland Workgroup submitted a proposal to the Chesapeake Bay Program’s GIT Funding opportunity and was approved for funding. The project is to develop an online clearinghouse for agricultural landowners and wetland practitioners to view all available wetland creation/restoration programs available to them based on their geography. A decision support tool is envisioned to be included in the website to help landowners select the best possible program for them.
· Two proposals were received by the Chesapeake Bay Trust and were reviewed by members of the workgroup and others. Guy Stephens, Director of Web Development at the CBP, reviewed proposals from a technical standpoint.
· A contract for the project should go out sometime in January for a contractor to begin work on the project early in 2017.
· The CBP may have some capacity to work with the contractor selected. Hosting the page on the CBP website is a possibility.

Updates on related efforts
· The Habitat GIT Fall 2016 meeting was held in mid-November at NCTC in Shepherdstown, WV. The CBP is looking for opportunities to develop cross-GIT strategies.
· Staff for the Fisheries and Habitat GITs, Kara Skipper and Paige Hobaugh, are developing a project to strengthen our knowledge of tidal wetland and shoreline impacts on Chesapeake Bay species. This will be presented on at a future workgroup meeting.
· Climate Smart Habitat Restoration Workshops were held following the Habitat GIT meeting for Black Duck and SAV. Wetland Workgroup members were present for the Black Duck workshop. The Climate Resiliency Workgroup presented an Adaptation Design Tool and “climate-ized” the Black Duck Workplan by incorporating climate change impacts/stressors in each key action.
· The Black Duck Action Team will be invited to a future Wetland Workgroup meeting to discuss common goals/benefits.
· Black Ducks have been named a priority species for NRCS.
· The Water Quality GIT is working on a BMP ranking exercise to identify co-benefits of approved/reported BMPs across the CBP’s outcomes. Mutually beneficial BMPs will be prioritized. Tetra Tech is reviewing feedback from each GIT now and will be releasing findings in the spring.
Wetland Expert Panel Final Report, Jeremy Hanson
The Wetland Expert Panel provided a full review of the draft report on December 2nd – the draft report and a recorded webinar are available online.
· The Wetland Expert Panel’s draft report was released on November 22nd, with an open comment period until December 7th.
· Two new land uses for nontidal wetlands were approved in Fall 2015 and added for the Phase 6 Watershed Model: “Floodplain” and “Other.” The report gives effectiveness values for the wetland restoration BMP and placeholder values for creation, enhancement, and rehabilitation. Restoration and creation BMPs will result in a land use change plus the efficiency to upland acres, while enhancement and rehabilitation result in a functional gain with a 1:1 upland acre ratio.
· Effectiveness values and upland acres treated are listed in the table below. Effectiveness values were developed from the mean of data found in a literature review, and upland acres treated were created from a review of wetland restoration project sizes and best professional judgement. The thought process behind this judgement is explained in the report.
	Retention Efficiency 
	            Upland Acres Treated 

	Physiographic Subregion 
	TN 
	TP 
	TSS 
	Other Wetlands 
	Floodplain Wetlands 

	Appalachian Plateau 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	1 
	2 

	Appalachian Ridge and Valley 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	1 
	2 

	Blue Ridge 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	2 
	3 

	Piedmont 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	2 
	3 

	Inner Coastal Plain 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	4 
	6 

	Outer Coastal Plain- Poorly Drained 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	1 
	2 

	Outer Coastal Plain- Well Drained 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	2 
	3 

	Coastal Plain Lowland 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	2 
	3 

	Karst Terrain 
	42 
	40 
	31 
	2 
	3 



· NEIEN has been updated for Phase 6 to reflect the four categories of wetland BMPs. Appendix C provides more information for NEIEN reporting.
· State databases must also be updated to accommodate the enhancement and rehabilitation categories.
· Comments were received from DC DOEE, MDE, MDA, PA DEP, and the USACE. Overall, comments were addressed with clarifying additions or edits. No comments required substantive changes.
· An Executive Summary will be added. 
· Language edits from USACE were made. 
· A disclaimer will be added to reiterate that nothing in the expert panel report shall affect jurisdictional regulatory or other legal requirements. 
· The need for an improved understanding of prior-converted areas was added to Chapter 8 (future research needs).
· If the hydrogeomorphic region is unknown but the county is reported, the upland acres treated will be proportioned to the proportions of regions in that county.
· Workgroup vote
· Approve: McLaughlin, Strano, Yearick, Whitcomb, Henicheck, Hartman, Jacobs, Rich Mason, Spaur, Pam Mason
· Stand Aside: Clearwater
· Disapprove: none

Wrap-Up
The next workgroup meeting will take place on January 26th from 1-3pm.

Meeting Adjourned

On Monday, December 19th the Water Quality GIT approved the WEP report.
