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5. A description of how failure of the credit generating project or practice
would be managed.
6. As applicable, evidence of preservation and/or conservation easements on
lands where the credit generating project or practice is to be implemented.
7. The necessary contact information of the participants involved in the credit
generating project or practice.
8. The qualifications of the person(s) who completed the calculations or
otherwise contributed to the technical merits of the certification.


That the calculation process is consistent with the process described in Appendix S and
Components of Credit Calculation Technical Memorandum and that the baseline
calculation is still valid.



That the implementation of the credit generating project or practice will be verified as
described in a verification plan that meets the expectations of the verification section
below.

EPA assumes that the lifetime of a credit, once generated, will be limited to one year or no
longer than the NPDES compliance period, whichever is shorter. Currently, all Chesapeake Bay
jurisdictions with offset or trading programs allow credits to last for one full year. The definition of a
year, including the starting point, should be specified by each Bay jurisdiction.
In contrast, the lifetime of certification for projects or practices generating such credits could be
up to five years, consistent with the five year NPDES permit cycle. Certifications could be permanent or
perpetual in the following situations:


If ccredits are generated from converting on‐site septics to a permanent hookup to a
wastewater treatment plant.



If ccredits are generated from a change to the landscape that is permanently protected
by an easement or other legal instrument that conveys with the land.

Following expiration of the certification, the new certification is expected to be based upon the
credit calculation methodology accepted at that time, which may differ from the earlier methodology
used during the prior certification period. If credits are used for NPDES compliance purposes, the credit
calculation should be revised to ensure that the correct amount of credits is purchased for the next
compliance period, as re‐certification of credits may have resulted in a change in valuation.
When certifying credit generating projects and practices, Bay jurisdictions are expected to
consider whether the credits are verifiable. If a project is not verifiable, then a certification should not
be issued. Certification may also take into account the prior compliance of credit generators with local,
state, and federal rules, regulations, and policies.
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EPA expects that for most projects and practices, a credit, once generated, will be valid for one
year or no longer than the NPDES compliance period, whichever is shorter.



In general, certification of credit generating projects or practices could be valid up to five years,
consistent with the NPDES permit cycle. If credits are generated from converting on‐site septics
to a permanent hookup to a wastewater treatment plant or from a change to the landscape that
is permanently protected by an easement or other legal instrument that conveys with the land,
then the credit certification may be permanent or perpetual.



Bay jurisdictions should define what constitutes the annual term.



When certifying credit generating projects or practices, Bay jurisdictions are expected to
consider whether the credit generating projects or practices would be verifiable. If a project is
not verifiable, then a certification should not be issued. Certification may take into account the
prior compliance of credit producers with local, state, and federal rules, regulations, and
policies.



The certification process is expected to ensure the credit generating project or practice will
meet acceptable standards for construction and performance, including operation and
maintenance, throughout the applicable certification period, including:
1.

All credit calculations, demonstration that baseline is met and inclusive of
additionally, assumptions, plans, and photos, as applicable.

2.

A map illustrating the locations of the proposed credit generating project or
practice.

3.

Details on the timing of credits, such as the timing of credit generation and
delivery and the time frame for sale and use of credits.

4.

Identification of applicable water quality standards and any applicable
impairment listings for the receiving stream segment nearest the location of the
proposed credit generating project or practice.

5.

A description of how failure of the credit generating project or practice would
be managed.

6.

Evidence of preservation and/or conservation easements on lands where the
credit generating project or practice is to be implemented.

7.

The necessary contact information of the participants involved in the credit
generating project or practice.

8.

The professional qualifications of the persons who completed the
calculations or otherwise contributed to the technical merits of the certification.



Certification results are expected to be made publicly available and to remain public on a
schedule consistent with any and all state and federal document and/or record retention
policies.

Verification Summary


EPA expects the Bay jurisdictions to have a comprehensive verification system in place before
credits are used.
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EPA expects verification to be consistent with the minimum Chesapeake Bay Program
Partnership verification guidance as used for reporting BMPs for the Bay TMDL, as expressed in
Strengthening Verification of Best Management Practices Implemented in the Chesapeake Bay
Watershed: A Basinwide Framework, Appendix B: Source Sector and Habitat Specific BMP
Verification Guidance.



EPA expects verification to include a review of individual credit generating projects or practices,
a review of documentation to confirm conformance with program protocols and standards; a
technical review that includes confirming the modeling/quantification of credits and lastly
confirmation of project implementation and performance.



For ongoing verification purposes, on‐site inspection of credit generating projects or practices
should occur at a sufficient frequency so as to ensure the integrity of the verification system.



For annual or seasonal BMPs, verification by on‐site inspection should be conducted during the
months in which the load reductions are expected to occur.



Verification is expected to be performed by a verifier that EPA or a Bay jurisdiction has
determined to possess the necessary training, skill and experience satisfactory to monitor and
inspect credit generators.



Verifiers should be trained on how to identify and avoid actual and apparent conflicts of
interest.



Verifiers are expected to provide independent assessments, which is possible only in the
absence of actual and apparent conflicts of interest.



Verifiers are expected to have an up‐to‐date working knowledge of the credit generating
projects or practices and to be trained in the Chesapeake Bay Program partnership’s BMP
definitions used in existing offset and trading programs.



Verifiers are expected to consider factors related to the BMP installation, effectiveness, and
duration.



Verification results are expected to be made publicly available and to remain public on a
schedule consistent with any and all state and federal document and/or record retention
policies.
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