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CHESAPEAKE EXECUTIVE ~, OUN CIL

RECTIVE NO. 94-1

I
Chesapeake Bay Program :RIPARIAN FOREST BUFFERS

oration of water quality and living resources are the
principal goals of the .1987 Chesapeake Bay Agreement. To achieve these goals, we agreed to reduce nutrients .in the
main stem. of Chesapeake Bay 40 percent by the year 2000 and to sustain this level thereafter. In 1992, we real’firmed
these goals and also recognized the importa.nce of the tributaries tO the Bay ecosystem. We thus began to develop
tributary-speciflc nutrient reduction strategie~ to achieve water quality requirements necessary to restore living
resources in the tributaries as well as the mainstem of the Chesapeake Bay. In 1993, we furthered our commitment
to these living resources by agreeing to construct migratory fish passages and remove stream blockages in the tribu-

¯ taries to restore hundreds of miles of historic spawning areas. We now recognize that forestsalong wa.terways, also
. knowrt as npanan.forests,!’ are an important resource that protects water quality and provides habitat.and food nec-
essary to support fish survival and reproduction. Used as buffers, riparian forests provide a means ofhe!~ing us achieve
our re.storation goals in the tributaries.

| B TENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS OF RIPARIAN FOREST BUFFERS AND "I’HEIR POTENTIAL IN
FOREST. BUFFERS, WE HAVE FOUND THA2q .. HELPING US MEET OUR NUTRIENT REDUC,

l TION GOALS REPRESENT A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY.
." ¢’" Fo.rests have the ability to absorb and denitrify ~aitrogen inTO DEVELOP A COMPREHENSIVE BASINWIDE

surface and groundwater, and to trap phosphorus-laden.POLICY TO MAINTAIN AND RESTORE THIS VITAL

I sediment and other pollutants resulting from adjacent la.n.dRESOURCE. A POLICY IS TIMELY FOR THE FOLLOW-
. uses, thereby protecting ~iater quality. " " ING REASONS:

~" Riparian forests provide’shade, organic matter, and often~" Since much h~’s b~en done by state and federal agencies,

I control stream bank stability, which in turn provide a rangeprivate landowners, andindustry to Water qualityimprove
of living resource habitat benefits, including the modera-through the protectign of riparian forests, it is now appro- ¯
tion of stream temperature, support of the food web, pro-priate for the Chesapeake Executive Council to adopt a

I tection of fish habitat, and sediment and erosion control,comprehensive policy addressing riparian forest buffer,s in
¯ the Chesapeake tributatie~s.

’~ Riparian forest buffers deliver the greatest range of envi-

I ronmental benefits of any type of stream buffer ~ Much of the inventoi’y, of riparian forests has been con-
ducted or is underway., and as we learn more about the
extent and condition of these forests, a policy is needed to
guide management actions.
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¯¢" Th~ tributary strategies to date have identified riparian for-.~ Maintaining long, term caps on nutrients in the tributaries
est buffers as an important best management practice inwill require approaches that maintain ecosystem or water-~
controlling nument loading to streams, shed-scale functions, like those provided by healthy ripari-~

an forests.
+ ’As we provide for migratory fish passage, it becomes even

more importfint to ens.ure favorable water quality and habi- ¯
tat. in those streams and tivers:

- |
.1~ HEREF©RE, TO FURTHER OUR COMMIT- riparian forests while accommodating resource manage-

MENTS MADE IN THt~ 1987 CHF~$APEAKE BAY ment activities appropriate within the riparian ~.6ne;
AGRF-EMENT, WE WILL: " .¯ ¯ a quantifiable goal or goals, measured in acres, stream

miles or other appropriate terms, to Serve ~s a long-term~" Recognize the value of riparian areas in the Chesapeake
Bay watershed and commit to develop a poli~y which will. target for the maintenance and restoration Of riparianI
enhance the maintenance, restoration and stewardship offorests, as well as a-timetable for achievi’ng.this g~al;

¯ this valuable resource. -ways to strengthen communication and parmerships
~ while recognizing the rights and respbnsibili.ties of federal, ¯

"~. Convene a panel or task force to recommend a Chesapeakestate and local governments, private landowners, mad the
Bay Program policy on riparian forest buffers. To ensurepublic, so as to better coordinate policy and program
broad public input, the panel will conduct a Series of work-,actions regarding riparian forest buffers;
shops or round~ables involving lando.wners, federal, state .
and local governments, non-profit organizations, business,¯ ways to support other- stream .protection efforts where

~ ¯ landowners or land managers are unable toimplementindustry, scientists, .and citizens. . .¯ riparian forest buffers.

+ Request the panel to consider and make recommendations," ¢; Request the panel to submit an interim report to the

where appropriate, for: .- Executive Council in 1995, outlining the maior policy find-
. , ings and any appropriate recommendations, and to submit
"~ accepted definitidm of forest buffers which address thefinal recommendations for a riparian forest buffer policy in

ecologically,, beneficial characteristics and function~ of1996 for consideration by the Executive Council;

B y this DIRECTIVE, we reaffirm our commitments made in the Chesapeake Bay Agreement to rest:ore and protect the ecological
in~e~riW, productiviw and beneficial uses of the Chesapeake Bay. In ~ecognition ~f our commitment, we the undersigned agree
to further our efforts through this directive which is hereby incorporated into the overall Chesapeake Bag Program.

~ FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

THE Sa’ATE n

l=OR TIE  OMMONWEALTH

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FOR THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ~" I
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