Policy considerations subgroup

Primary Audience:  decision-makers at state (CA ARB, etc.) and federal agencies (Department of Interior), protocol developers, stakeholders who will be involved in protocol development process

Secondary Audience: natural resource managers, environmental policy academics

Types of Documents:

“How to save the climate and avoid Frankenmarshes”

Research needs paper for protocol development

Seasonally flooded floodplains – would be desirably ecologically 

Comparisons with wetland mitigation

Franken marshes/perverse incentives/scenarios to avoid

Co-benefits/functions to have protocol include

Public vs. private investment and additionality, calculation of baseline (RAE national panel working group?)

Model methane in a simplistic and conservative way and then measure for actual methane emissions.  (approach for addressing uncertainty)

Uncertainty:  recognized and develop approaches for how to address it.  How can people game the system, how can the approach be modified to avoid perverse incentives?  No sticks, only carrots (possible need for regulation of oxidation of wetland soils)  or address historical levels of wetland surface to avoid incentive to continue subsidence in order to maximize credits.  Use historical data.  

We’re developing model for wetseq, maybe policy should integrate floodplain management, put nitrogen aspect into the system.  Create a stick for farmers that are creating lots of nitrogen.  Bigger context not isolation.  

Convergence of carrot – money source and stick – avoid oxidation of former wetland soils

Look for ways to converge policy objectives around wetland sequestration

Desire to have a more integrated approach to decisions to look at carbon (not part of decisions now re land management), ecosystem services for wetlands and former wetlands.  

Stacking of credits of ecosystem services.  Concerns re additionality issues.  Bird sanctuary… something else that could be done to increase carbon seq. So carbon is secondary goal vs. primary goal.

Flood control – many options but there isn’t incentive to pay attention to ecosystem services and carbon sequestration – if considering larger scheme, could do more actions to inc. carbon and ecosystem services.  

Modeling and question of how does mitigation mesh with adaptation – developing model to quantify soil carbon sequestration and potentially methane emissions, but with SLR, marshes will move and there is a modeling suite that need to be drawn upon to assess adaptation and make sure that mitigation projects are not put in the wrong place in a landscape.  Outline an approach related to modeling for a decision – tree of when you need to think about conflicts with adaptation/SLR.  Link with floodplains because floodplain reactivation is a good adaptation action.  Policy framework for integrating mitigation and adaptation.  

