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What | will Cover What | can’t Cover

* MCN EPA’s Wetland Program

* Can not speak for any of the
Development Grant.

other tribes.
* Goals and tasks

* How | approached achieving
those goals and tasks. * Any tribal information,
* The challenges | encountered. background, or cultural

specifics that is not publically
* Discuss the potential for other available.
tribes to incorporate a wetland
component into their water
protection programs.

* Explore potential pitfalls or
challenges




Oklahoma Tribes: Introduction

ablished environmental




Between 1998-2014:

8 Oklahoma tribes have utilized EPA wetlands
programs/funding.

Between 2005-2014:

2 Tribes

= Peoria Tribe
= Muscogee Creek Nation




Potential pitfalls for tribes

d base.

water protection program.

s limited department budget




MCN Experience:
e Lit

The pitfalls

ements framework.

wetland assessment.




The assessment portion became my thesis project.

| used the California Rapid Assessment Method to assess
riverine wetlands.

By having the grant it allowed me to travel to CA to attend
training in the CRAM methodology for riverine and
depressional wetlands.

| had to have help with the hydrology metric.

- Co-worker assisted me in the field.






Wetlands of primary interest




Back to Tribes: Potential

* Will other tribes attempt Level 1 and 2 assessments?
* | don’t have that answer, but.....

* Many of the tribes have wetlands on tribal land.

* Oklahoma is in the process of developing the OKRAM.

* I'd like to see the opportunity extended to tribes to learn the
methodology.

* Consistency in methodology throughout the state is the best option.

Communication Cooperation Collaboration




Achieve with wetland management

artments.
ertise.

staff is trained it







