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A.  Ecological Performance Standards 
 
2008 Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources 

§332.2 Definitions 

Performance standards  
 

§332.4 Planning and documentation 
 (c) Mitigation plan.  [The mitigation plan must include:] 

(9) Performance standards 
 

§332.5 Ecological performance standards. 
 

2003 Model Compensatory Mitigation Plan Checklist 
 Performance Standards 

o Identify success criteria 

o Compare functions lost and gained at impact and mitigation sites  

o Describe soils, vegetation and hydrology parameter changes 

5.  Performance Standards 
a.  Identify clear, precise, quantifiable parameters that can be used to evaluate 

the status of desired functions. These may include hydrological, vegetative, 
faunal and soil measures.(e.g., plant richness, percent exotic/invasive 
species, water inundation/saturation levels). Describe how performance 
standards will be used to verify that objectives identified in and 3(c) have 
been attained. 

b.  Set target values or ranges for the parameters identified. Ideally, these 
targets should be mimic the trends and eventually approximate the values 
of a reference wetland(s). 

 
 



*all resources are located on Resource DVD-ROM 
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B.  District Examples of Ecological Performance Standards 
 
Memphis, Kansas City, St Louis, Little Rock, and Rock Island  Districts, U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers. “Missouri Stream Mitigation Method” February 2007. 
 
Mobile District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2012 Stream Mitigation SOP and 

Guidelines (Includes stream mitigation credit release schedules in Appendix E) 
 
Norfolk District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Norfolk District, U.S. Army Corps 

of Engineers and Virginia Department of Environmental Quality, et. al. February 
2010. “Draft Mitigation Bank Instrument Template.”  

 
Savannah District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Appendix 10 Mitigation Metrics 

and Performance Standards in Savannah District Mitigation Bank Guidelines 
Jan 2011 

 
Wilmington District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. “Success Criteria stated in 

pages 23-25 of North Carolina Stream Mitigation Guidelines. 2003. 
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