Report: Program to protect
wetlands is hurting them

TracxWatson : report, said Susan Asmus of the
TODAY National Association of Home
' ; . But developers and the
WASHINGTON — Theus.gnv— committee ‘agreed that the Corps’
emn'nem"smampmgramto program needs to be overhauled so
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and other swampy places once de-
rided as breeding grounds for mos-
quitoes.. Scientists now say they
‘provide shelter for endangered
specnes a filter for water flowing
into lakes and rivers, and storage
B

re| e govern-
mentlshrﬁ'ommetn'xgztsgoalof
“no net loss” of wetlands, :set by
. President George Bush in 1989,
' “Onpaper.lt like there is a
net increase,” said Joy Zedler, a sci-
olescon-

destroy wetlands if they
mits from the Army Corps of I-Egl
‘neers. As compensation, the Corps
- often requires comp;mies to restore
or create wetlands
Developers often cite Army
Corps statlstlcs showing that,

thanks to the Corps'programs
more wetlands are created or
smredeach than are de-
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What is certain, the report says,

is that man-made
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companies flouted the requirement

1o create new wetlands, and that
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Slow wetlands work
i,spurS' purchase plan

EA P{oposal to _pre-
serve wilderness land in ex-

change for faster approval in
building state roads for the next

- few years attempts to succeed -

where a current wetlands resto-

 ration program has failed,

The state Déepartment of:
Transportahon and two environ-
mental agencies have circulated
a draft agreement for a “ecosys-
tem enhancement program” that
could be official within weeks.

The program, which would be .

operational in 2005, seeks
to ensure that roads and bridges
can be built while upholding the
federal goal of no net loss of wet-
: Snwe the late 1990s, the De-
‘partment of Environment and

' NamralResouroeshaareqmred

"that DOT and other land
-developers compensate for
destroying wetlands, principally
through restoring damagedwet—
lands elsewhere.

But until 2005, the program .
would provide faster road ap- -

proval in exchange for DOT
spending $100 million to buy up
to 100,000 acres to protect pris-

tine acreage, as opposed to re-
storing wetlands

avoid delays in getting permits
-for dozens of other-projects

“The problem is, the natural

" resource base is being-consumed -

faster-than it ¢an be replaced,”
“said Roger Sheats, deputy secre-
tary -of DOT for environment,’
larmmg and local government

_ Under the plan, DOT wOuld
spend $250 illion to $300 mil-
“lion to improve the practice of
restoring degraded streams and
wetlanda
The department then would
be allowed to spend a third of

. that money buying pristine land.

That land could then be credited

as compensation for half of its

lost wetlands and stream miles.
In exchange, DOT would

that
would damage or destroy an esti-
mated 3,000 acres of wetlands
and 100 miles of streams and’
rivers, Mr. Sheats said.

By 2005, Mr. Sheats said, re-
stonng wetlands and not pre-
serving land — would again be- -
come the main way DOT would
compensate for the environmen-
tal consequences of its projects. -

‘DOT, DENR: and the Army

_Corps of Engineers’ district of-

fice in Wilmington would have to
sign off on the new idea for it to
take effect.



