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Comments to the Draft of the Chesapeake Bay Watershed Bay Agreement 
 
The following are my comments to the draft of the Chesapeake Bay Watershed Bay Agreement.  
 
General Comments:  

• The “Principles Section”, which was not included in the past agreements, is very useful 
as a framework. However, the Climate Change issue is not included as part of this 
framework. Since see level rise is one of the most clear consequences of climate change 
for the Bay, it is a must to include it. It should not only be included within the framework 
but also as a goal. The issues that should be address are the increase of acidity that will 
affect the oysters principally, the increase in runoff because of the increase of storms and 
the see level rise.  Both, adaptation and mitigation should be tackled in the agreement.  

• Since the TMDL established 2017 as the deadline for having met 60% of the 
requirements, the bay Agreement should use this same date to establish a deadline for 
the first part of the outcomes.   

• This is the first time that an agreement opens the possibility to the State to choose to 
participate in the outcomes of the agreement by affirming “Except for those outcomes 
required by law and related to the implementation of the Chesapeake Bay Total 
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) under the water quality goal, each signatory may exercise 
its discretion to participate in the development and implementation of individual 
outcomes’ management strategies depending upon relevance, resources, priorities, or 
other factors.”  It is a pity that after all the efforts done through the years, this time each 
State has the option to decide when to participate. Frequently, environmental issues are 
not a priority to invest limited resources. I recommend analyzing deeply the 
consequences of this new sentence in the agreement.   
 

Comments per Goal (including outcomes)  
 

1. Sustainable Fisheries  
a. Blue Crab Abundance Outcome: Include a % of increase in population.  
b. Oyster Outcome: In the 200 Bay Agreement the increase in oyster population 

was much more specific. 
2. Vital Habitats  

a. In all the specific outcomes in this goal, it will be much more effective to divide 
the outcomes in two stages, the first one to be accomplished in 2017 and the 
second one in 2025.  

b. Dams are a very important issue that must be evaluated for the health of the bay. 
The agreements must include an outcome related to tear down useless dams or 
fix them to permit aquatic life to move freely.  

3. Water Quality  
a. In the 2000 Bay agreement several Water Quality issues were addressed that 

are not in this one. They should be included: Chemical Contaminants, Air 
Pollution and Boat Discharge. Chemical contaminants are a very important issue 
that shouldn’t be forgotten. The Virginia’s tributaries rank the second worst in the 
nation when measured by the amount of contaminants discharged into them 
(Sachs, 2013). Although the Bay’s main pollution is because of nitrogen, 



phosphorus and sediment, chemical contamination must be taken into account or 
else it will turn into a bigger problem in the future. For all the issues listed, 
specific goals must be included.  

b. Fires affect directly the quality of the water, either by increasing runoff or by 
discharging retardants and foams into the water.  This issue has not been 
addressed in the agreement.  

4. Healthy Watersheds – No comments  
5. Land Conservation  

a. In the 2000 Agreement different essential issues are tackled as how to control 
development in order to prevent sprawl, LID developments, land use planning, 
tax incentives for sustainable developments, rehabilitation of brownfields, urban 
storm water retrofits, transportation and clean vehicle technologies. None of 
these are in the present agreements. They should be included with a specific 
outcome. 

b. What happened with this tool (was mentioned in the 2000 Agreement): "develop 
analytical tools that will allow local governments and communities to conduct 
watershed-based assessment of the impacts of growth, development and 
transportation decisions?” If it was developed it should be used in the present 
agreement as a way to establish new outcomes for the future years.  

6. Public Access  
a. There should be an outcome related to developing partnerships that stimulates 

volunteer involvement in the resource restoration and conservation.  
7. Environmental Literacy  

a. Continue with the idea that was in the 2000 Agreement that mandates that every 
high school student had to experience a meaningful outdoor experience.  

 
 
I appreciate your attention and I hope these comments are useful for the new Bay Agreement.  
 
 
 
 
Regards  
 
 
 
 
Tatiana Marquez  


