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The Chesapeake Bay Program partnership is working to maintain healthy
watersheds by identifying and tracking areas with high natural resource
values that may come under development pressure. In light of the new
Chesapeake Bay Watershed Agreement, the CBP Maintain Healthy
Watersheds Goal Implementation Team has proposed a goal to “Protect
state-identified healthy waters and watersheds, recognized for their
exceptional quality and high ecological value.” In order to achieve this goal,
the states have identified their healthiest waters and watersheds for
protection.

With this goal, CBP intends to bring attention to the challenge of protecting
streams and watersheds that are healthy today, as a programmatic
complement to the "dirty waters" approach which focuses on restoring
waters after they are allowed to be degraded. Healthy watersheds sustain
local social, economic, and environmental benefits and contribute to the
achievement of Chesapeake Bay Program goals for the tidal Chesapeake
Bay and its tributaries.

ce

Hamilton
aint Cz ines
Woodstodk Seareford Saint Catharine Rochester -
Syracuse
Auburn
Buffalo
Forecasted Urban Growth (2006 - 2025)
Acres of Growth per Watershed Model Segment
<500
501 - 1,000
’ Ithaca Oneorta
1,001 - 5,000
Hornell
2 5.001-10,000 it
2 > 10,000
g No Growth own Olonn Elmira Binghamton
~~~— West Virginia Healthy Waters
Bradford Ki
" ir
¢ arren
w E
° Pol
0 125 25 50 75 100
Miles
Qil City Saint Marys E rarice: Middletown
Williamsport
Youngstown
H azigton
Parsippany
State College
Ney
Allentown
Altoona Edison
Weirton Pittsburgh
_ Reading Lend
Harrisburg 4
Trenton
Wheeling Lancaster
Chambersburg Philadelphia Toms Rive
Wilmington
Meorgantown EOTERaNg Hagerstg
Fairmont . , & Vineland
Martinsburg ¢
artinsburg ’ Frf#rick
> Atlantic City
Clarksburg
Winchester Germant own Dovs
54 ‘ over
7t :
749 - b - Annapolis
~ * ‘ sWashingto
RS
b4 Diale City
3
U
Harrisonburg
Salisbury
Fredericksburg California

Staunton

Chardbttesville

The objective of the vulnerability assessment is to characterize and track
threats to the long-term ecological health of watersheds. This may include
exposure to the threat of land conversion and the ecological impacts of
conversion. Included in the assessment are measures such as the potential
expansion of the developed footprint (including impervious surfaces) as
well as the loss of resource lands (farmland and forest land). Healthy
watersheds that are highly vulnerable could be targeted for conservation
efforts.
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Protection from threats may be characterized by a number of factors, such
as percent of habitats protected through acquisition or easement; strength
of local land use policies, ordinances, and regulations; strength of state
anti-degradation policies and enforcement; and the level of citizen
stewardship (e.g., active local land trusts and watershed organizations).
Healthy watersheds for which there is low level of protection could be
targets for conservation efforts.



