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IN PURSUIT OF QUANTIFYING 

STREAM FUNCTION

1



AGENDA

2

ÅRegulatory Background

ÅStream Visual Assessment Protocol 2.0

ÅNew England District Compensatory 

Mitigation Guidance

ÅQuestions



SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER 

ACT

Å 1978 Corps begins permitting

Å 1989 ñNo Net Lossò.

Å 1990 MOA with Corps and EPA

Å 2001 National Academy of Sciences releases a 

Compensatory Mitigation Report

Å 2008 Mitigation Rule

Å 2016 Compensatory Mitigation Guidance
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MITIGATION 
4

Avoid Minimize Compensate



BENEFITS OF QUANTIFYING 

STREAM FUNCTION

ÅDocument ecological benefits

ÅAssist regulated community

ÅDetermine appropriate compensation

Åecological benefits

ÅAssist regulated community

ÅDetermine appropriate compensation

File Name
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CHOOSING A STREAM ASSESSMENT 

ÅState of Missouri Stream Mitigation Method

ÅVermont Stream Geomorphic Assessment

ÅHydrogeomorphic(HGM) Functional Stream Assessment

ÅVirginiaôs Unified Stream Methodology

ÅStream Mechanics Pyramid Function Approach

File Name
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FAIR

BALANCE

TRANSPARENT

DEFEND

TIME

DECISIONS
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