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Background 

Streamflow goals could be directly integrated into categorization.  In this case, the categorization system would specify if, how, 

and where streamflow should be protected or restored, and where additional use and development could occur.  We would 

appreciate your thoughts on the following questions about how goals could be integrated into categorization.   

 

Policy Discussion 

Goals associated with categorization/categorization could include protection, antidegradation, mitigation and restoration.  Are 

there other goals to link with categorization? The following questions explore how these goals could be applied to the 

categories/categories. 

1. Protection:  What protection goals should be applied to each category? 

 Should areas that are least altered (Category 1) get highest protection?  

 Should the least altered areas in each basin get the same (highest) level of protection (in the example below, 

Category 1 in Big River and Category 3 in Huge River) or should protection be consistent across Category 1 

irrespective of the basin?  

 Should Category 5 be designated for development/water supply or should Category 5 subbasins be restored (i.e. 

from Category 5 to Category 4)? Or can some Category 5 areas be designated for development/ water supply 

while others designated for restoration?  How to decide which ones are which? 

 When should anti-degradation apply?  Are there instances where it should be mandatory? Should further 

degradation be prevented in the most altered areas (Category 5)? 

 

2. Restoration:  How should mitigation, improvement, or restoration goals be applied to the categories? 

 How do we address problems where there is known stress?   

 Should we distinguish between stress caused by existing uses versus stress caused by new uses?  How would we 

apply this distinction? 

 Should specific mitigation and restoration options assigned to each Category?   

 What are possible mitigation, restoration and protection options, within and outside the WMA (can be explored 

further by the Tools Subcommittee)? 

 What time frame should be set to achieve improvement or restoration? 

 How can our goals distinguish between and address the causes of impacts (imperviousness, water supplies, and 

wastewater discharges)? 

Example: 

Basin #1 - Big River (3 subbasins)       Basin #2 – Huge River (3 subbasins) 

Subbasins Categorization*  Subbasins Categorization* 

Little Stream 1 Teensy Stream 3 

Smallest Brook 2 Bigger Brook 4 

Big River 5 Huge River 5 
*Category 1 is least altered and Category 5 is most altered  


