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VERMONT CONSERVATION PLAN (VCP) - DRAFT FRAMEWORK REPORT 

Feedback Survey Summary

This survey was offered as a way for stakeholders and 
public to offer comment on the Draft Framework 

Report

Launched October 24, 2025 and closed Friday November 28, 2025

The Vermont Conservation Plan is working to fulfill on the objectives of the Community Resilience and 
Biodiversity Protection Act (CRBPA - Act 59 of 2023). As part of the development of the VCP, we have 
identified three key objectives, and a series of potential pathways, that will help turn the objectives into 
reality. These objectives and pathways were presented at a series of Regional Listening Sessions in 
July and August, where stakeholders were able to offer comments and responses. We updated the 

Draft Framework Report, and with this survey we offered it more broadly for stakeholders and 
interested people to provide input and comment. This survey allowed people to respond and comment 

on each objective and the potential pathways.

We asked people to review the Draft Framework Report prior to taking the survey, and have the 
report them a reference as they completed the survey.

Future work of the Vermont Conservation Plan will develop actions under each pathway.



OVERARCHING	GOALS	of	the	CRBPA	Act	59	and	the	VERMONT
CONSERVATION	PLAN

Vermont Conservation Plan - Draft Framework Report 
Feedback Survey

The Community Resilience and Biodiversity Protection Act (CRBPA - Act 59 of 2023) creates the 
mechanism and mandate to take stock of what has been achieved to date and map out 
recommendations to protect the beauty and integrity of the state’s natural and working lands. The 
Act advances the vision to: “maintain an ecologically functional landscape that sustains biodiversity, 
maintains landscape connectivity, supports watershed health, promotes climate resilience, supports 
working farms and forests, provides opportunities for recreation and appreciation of the natural 
world, and supports the historic settlement pattern of compact villages surrounded by rural lands and 
natural areas” (2804(a), 2802(a))

The overarching goals include:

- Conserving 30% of Vermont’s total land area by 2030
- Conserving 50% of Vermont’s total land area by 2050

NOTE: The Phase 1 audit found that Vermont currently has 27% of land conserved, which 
counts towards the 30%goal by 2030. 

Progress towards the 30% and 50% goals will occur through a mix of ecological reserve 
areas, biodiversity conservation areas and natural resource management areas, and the 
setting of goals for each conservation category, guided by conservation science and the 

conservation targets with Vermont Conservation Design. [2802(c)]



3 / 22

Vermont Conservation Plan - Framework Report - Feedback Survey

Q3 OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES. 
How important do you think this objective is to fulfilling on the future of 

conservation in Vermont?  
SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important

Answered: 23
 Skipped: 9
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Q4
OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective, and how it

can help fulfill on conservation in Vermont?
Answered: 16
 Skipped: 16

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The list given includes some things that are not important to the objective, and some things
that are very important to the objective. It’s a question that doesn’t allow someone to answer,
because of the way it’s written, it is getting information that is not accurate. You should ask
that question for each pathway, not all pathways together. Promoting sustainable working lands
should happen but it should not be a prominent part of Act 59, as it is being treated. Most of
these things on the list above should happen, but only in some places. Connecting people to
natural lands, the most important component, is missing here.

11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 The impacts of recreation are routinely ignored, with the flashier, most expensive forms of
recreation getting the support and attention. Strengthening climate resilience is a pipe dream if
we continue to soak the state annually in pesticides for weakly justified production or
conservation goals. Again, something we ignore.

11/28/2025 9:34 AM

3 Unmanaged conserved forests are not really conservation success stories. If you look at the
Green Mountain National Forest for example, it is in poor ecological condition due to lack of
management. These forests have excessive mortality rates (tripled in 40 years), are
overstocked - leading to millions of cords of dying and rotting wood annually, have low diversity
or structure, age, class, species composition and wildlife habitat, and exhibit poor climate
resilience due to limited species diversity and reduced vigor. Conservation should not even be
considered unless active forest management is a guaranteed component of "conservation."

11/28/2025 8:57 AM

4 Sustainable working lands should be the main conservation tool, which also helps to meet
goals for climate resilience, wildlife habitat, recreation (especially access) with less negative
impact on economic activity and property rights/values

11/24/2025 1:01 PM

5 While important, these goals are already centered. Further focus is unlikely to change much.
Vermonters are already highly involved if they want to be.

11/18/2025 2:31 PM

6 Strengthening climate resilience (future old growth forests, floodplain restoration) is critical.
Education is necessary to maintain support for these objectives.

11/17/2025 8:23 PM

7 As we conserve or lose big chunks of ground to focus on, small parcels take on more
importance, and that will be closer to communities - this will mean working lands .

11/10/2025 7:35 AM

8 Setting aside land without allowing for public access and use will be viewed as elitist and not
supported by Vermonters. Not focusing on climate resilience will likely be shortsighted given
the projected climate models.

11/6/2025 7:58 AM

9 I am concerned that the inequities associated with conservation have not been fully explored.
We currently have a huge issue with housing and addressing how this conservation might
intersect with major things that actually allow people to live and work (house, food, clothing).
Like - how much tax payer money has been spent on this process that could have gone to
tackling direct services to Vermonters.

11/4/2025 2:52 PM

10 I think your question is far too broad. It should be broken down into each different point, so that
people can provide a real perspective on their views of each aspect. While a broadly written
question like this, makes it easier to get the outcome you want, it doesn’t really flesh out how
the public feels.
Conservation is great, but we need to be wary of preservation. The value of
sustainable working lands can’t be overstated, and recreational access, on a broad scale,
needs to be a key consideration as we conserve these vast swaths of Vermont.

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

11 Some of the goals are rather high 11/3/2025 9:48 AM

12 Act 59 is fundamentally about protecting Vermont for the people who live here - now and into 11/1/2025 12:45 PM
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the future. Without access and strong connections to these protected lands, the plan cannot
achieve this goal - while also recognizing there are areas we should minimize human presence.

13 An action to meet this objective could include reducing barriers to conservation easements and
considering expanding landowner benefits for participating.

10/31/2025 2:35 PM

14 Educating and promoting conservation needs to focus on systems and relationships and not
as resources.

10/27/2025 7:48 PM

15 This is an important deliverable and measure of whether we succeed in fulfilling the overall
vision of Act 59, but it should not be the foremost goal of how we implement the Act. Rather,
protection of an ecologically functional landscape through science-based conservation
strategies (centering Vermont Conservation Design) should unequivocally be our first priority.
These anthropocentric and tangential benefits of conservation, such as recreational uses,
equitable access to natural lands, educational opportunities and private enterprises on working
forests and farms, should be secondary to that overarching, life-affording goal.

10/27/2025 1:56 PM

16 I often hear townspeople people express that environmental conservation is pushed by non
native residents and they don't understand in what ways it benefits them.

10/25/2025 2:09 PM
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Q5 OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES. 
Overall, how important are each of these proposed potential pathways to 

the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
Answered: 22 Skipped: 10

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

4.8%
1

4.8%
1

0.0%
0

9.5%
2

0.0%
0

4.8%
1

19.0%
4

47.6%
10

9.5%
2

4.5%
1

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

4.5%
1

4.5%
1

4.5%
1

18.2%
4

22.7%
5

36.4%
8

4.5%
1

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

9.5%
2

4.8%
1

4.8%
1

4.8%
1

19.0%
4

9.5%
2

14.3%
3

28.6%
6

4.8%
1

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

9.1%
2

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

9.1%
2

27.3%
6

45.5%
10

9.1%
2

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

9.1%
2

0.0%
0

13.6%
3

4.5%
1

4.5%
1

31.8%
7

18.2%
4

13.6%
3

4.5%
1

8.68.6​​8.6

8.48.4​​8.4

7.67.6​​7.6

8.88.8​​8.8

7.47.4​​7.4

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

PROMOTE
NATURAL AREAS
AND SUSTAINA...

INCREASE
EQUITABLE

ACCESS

SUPPORT
OUTDOOR

RECREATION

STRENGTHEN
CLIMATE

RESILIENCE

EXPAND
PLACE-BASED

EDUCATION AN...

1. NOT
IMPORTANT

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10.
CRITICALLY
IMPORTANT

DON'T
KNOW

T

PROMOTE
NATURAL
AREAS AND
SUSTAINABLE
WORKING
LANDS

INCREASE
EQUITABLE
ACCESS

SUPPORT
OUTDOOR
RECREATION

STRENGTHEN
CLIMATE
RESILIENCE

EXPAND
PLACE-
BASED
EDUCATION
AND
OUTREACH



Vermont Conservation Plan - Framework Report - Feedback Survey

7 / 22

Q6
OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for these potential pathways,

including specific action ideas you have to offer.
Answered: 18
 Skipped: 14

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The importance of natural areas and sustainable working lands are different, but they are
grouped together above. Answering question #5 will give the wrong impression in general. It is
mainly is getting a predetermined answer from people, one that doesn't belong here in the task
of biodiversity protection. Some of these things are very important, but don't belong here.

11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 A lot of money goes into the ideas of promotion and education, but results of that work are
difficult to track, they benefit some populations / groups more than others, and everyday
people do not necessarily see timely positive impacts or outcomes.

11/28/2025 9:34 AM

3 As stated above, active, productive, and managed working forests are a key component of
"conservation" goals. Vermont's conservation plan will only work for Vermont if it celebrates
and embraces our working forest tradition rather than restricts it. It must recognize that
economic viability ensures long term conservation, promote active management and support
the landowners who have already conserved our landscape over generations. Vermont's
conservation plan reads like a plan to gradually convert working forests into ecological
museums. This approach will fail both ecologically and economically. Overmature, unmanaged
forests don't support biodiversity, don't sequester carbon effectively, and don't sustain rural
communities.

11/28/2025 8:57 AM

4 I think we will find that one unintended consequence is that this will be interpreted to make
"Natural Ares" and "Sustainable working lands" mutually exclusive. Most of the Green Mtn
National Forest, and much of State forest, is effectively natural and un-managed, and can
serve as a bad example with overstocking, lower diversity, and high rates of mortality.

11/24/2025 1:01 PM

5 Working landscapes is coded and should be removed from discussions of conservation.
Agriculture and logging are the honest terms. Working landscapes is terminology specifically
used to hide these usages behind. If there's nothing to hide, then just say it. "Agriculture and
Logging".

11/18/2025 2:31 PM

6 I was surprised upon reading that 27% of VT land is considered currently conserved. On
looking further into the origin of this statistic, I have found it to be misleading and not authentic
to the intention of Act 59. We need to revisit the audit that found that 27% of VT land is
already conserved. That is a miscount because many of these lands are not permanently
protected, and/or are not actively managed as wildland, or as truly sustainable working land.
Also, we must recommit to the goal of at LEAST 10% land managed towards future old growth
forests.

11/17/2025 8:23 PM

7 Climate resilience will be a by-product of conserving land.
Getting kids on the land matters, but
might be too late.
Depending on the recreational pursuit, lands where that happens may not
actually be conserved except in name only - alpine ski areas and downhill mountain bike
parks? We don't want people locked out of these lands, but lets be thoughtful about what
happens there

11/10/2025 7:35 AM

8 Would like to see more large, wild areas/ecological reserves on state lands. 11/8/2025 11:16 AM

9 All of these are very important, but two even more so. One caveat is that all lands cannot be
made easily accessible without resulting in ecological harm.

11/6/2025 7:58 AM

10 These are all great ideas and likely get to the goals. I'm concerned about the fact that Vermont
has very few resources and when people are unhoused or unfed, I struggle to understand how
conservation will alleviate that issue. How much will these pathways cost to stand up? I think
it would be helpful to have numbers -- like we need 25 new FTEs; there will need to be an
infusion of XYZ amount of money -- If you embed estimates in this it will support those trying

11/4/2025 2:52 PM
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to participate in the pathways b/c they can say -- we want to do XYZ we need this and it is
listed in the VT Conservation Plan

11 Again, you’re making these pathways too broad. It’s clearly designed to create an outcome,
which should not be the goal of this process.
For instance, when you lump natural areas and
working lands together, you’re talking about two completely different land structures, and
asking for the same answer about both of them. This doesn’t afford the public any opportunity
to give a real perspective on how they feel about working lands versus natural areas which
should be an important part of this conversation. If you are talking about natural areas in terms
of forever wild, they have very little value. We are going to get those natural outcomes
because we simply can’t cut trees fast enough to avoid them.
This dichotomy makes question
five, sub one, useless for any meaningful input.
Sub two, increasing equitable access, seems
critical. I believe we’re developed enough as a society that we understand that everybody has
the same access to public lands, but everyone deserves the same access to lands conserved
with public funds. Many so–called conservation organizations don’t allow trapping and various
other forms of hunting on their properties. If we are conserving vast areas of Vermont with
public funding, then these activities should be allowed by state law on all properties conserved
with the public monies. Similarly, if there are trail systems on a property that is being
purchased with public monies, those trail systems must be protected for perpetuity. Many with
physical infirmities cannot access public land as readily, so we should be having a real
discussion about increasing motorized recreation on public lands, and we certainly shouldn’t be
shutting down roads on public lands. In these regards, yes, I would certainly like to see more
equity.
Sub two through five at least get to meaningful questions as they are relatively direct.
Based on the way this survey is put together so far I would say that you need to revisit public
comment on this and narrow your lens on some of the important questions.

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

12 Having conserved lands that limit any one form of access is not reasonable in my mind 11/3/2025 9:48 AM

13 Beyond promoting health and well-being, Outdoor recreation provides a vital link between
individuals and conserved lands, deepening their bond to and value of these spaces. Without
access, people are much less inspired to conserve these landscapes.

11/1/2025 12:45 PM

14 Include recreation planning and equitable access at the beginning of considering the
conservation of new lands.

10/31/2025 2:35 PM

15 Emphasize biodiversity, systems and relationships. 10/27/2025 7:48 PM

16 While I agree with lumping the other four pathways together under this objective, I think that
"Strengthen Climate Resilience" likely should fall outside of this grouping. The other four
pathways are human-focused, while strengthening climate resilience is very much an
ecosystem focus that may deliver tangential benefits to humans and communities. To be
frank, I think that enhancing climate resilience could be its own objective, particularly when
thinking about conservation and restoration targets/opportunities associated with Act 59. I
think this should be explored in more detail and potentially added as the fourth objective here.

10/27/2025 1:56 PM

17 We have environmental infractions that often go unaddressed, particularly with wetlands and
wetland buffers. How do we create informed community advocates for (example) wetland
rules? How do we get residents to "buy in"?

10/25/2025 2:09 PM

18 I think the conversation about equitable access needs to carefully consider relationships with
Indigenous people who have been stewarding these lands since time immemorial. Specifically,
the W8banaki Nation and the Mohican Nation Stockbridge–Munsee Band, both federally
recognized Tribal/First Nations who have an unequivocal right to be involved in any
conversations at the regional scale regarding the goals for land conservation. The State of
Maine and the various conservation groups there have a history of ignoring and/or working at
odds with the Wabanaki Nations. However, over the past few years they have begun to turn
things around, and now are working together with Tribal Nations through the First Light Project
on a number of historic and inspirational land conservation projects that center Indigenous
stewardship, rights, belonging, and agency. This model should be studied carefully and the
VHCB would be well-served to gain inspiration from the successes in Maine. More on the first
light project at: https://dawnlandreturn.org/
The history of Vermont has included the forced
extirpation of the Abenaki to the north of their homelands, which was followed by the formation
of an international border which prevents them from fully accessing their traditional homelands
in Vermont. Despite their main communities of Odanak and W8linak being in Canada, many
Abenaki have continued to live and pass through Vermont and the rest of their traditional
territories throughout the last 400 years. The latest issue of various groups in Vermont
appropriating Abenaki identity is a serious problem because it confuses the issue of who are

10/24/2025 2:01 PM
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the authentic Indigenous people of our region, and causes paralysis in the conservation
community. Many choose "not to take sides" and/or disengage from learning more for fear of
upsetting the status quo. I would strongly encourage the VHCB leadership to take the time to
delve deeply into these questions, however. Land conservation without Indigenous partnership
is a furthering of colonization and illegal theft of land. More on the issue of state recognition at:
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/5gr0t78t
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Q7 OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN. 
How important is this objective to the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
Answered: 22
 Skipped: 10
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Q8
OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective, and how it

can help fulfill on conservation in Vermont?
Answered: 13
 Skipped: 19

# RESPONSES DATE

1 This is most important. Please be specific in amounts and details, such as promoting large
(350' or more) riparian buffers, which positively impact more than one pathway. Please
emphasize the importance of some irreplaceable ecosystems and elevate them in the timeline
and in amount, such as wetlands, mature forests, old growth forests, wetlands, etc.

11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 See previous comments 11/28/2025 8:59 AM

3 I think that this goal is misguided. Vermont, even with modest growth and development, will
continue to be largely rural, forested, and ecologically important. The existing protections on
wetlands, water quality, and unique habitats are more than enough to protect ecological
integrity. Further, our forest structure is in terrible condition and the efforts in this venue are
moving things further in the wrong direction.

11/24/2025 1:11 PM

4 These objectives are key to climate resilience. Biodiversity, flood mitigation and prevention,
etc. Protecting lands from "management" and allowing nature to heal soils and hydrological
features is the most effective thing we can do.

11/18/2025 2:44 PM

5 Will protect biodiversity and help with carbon storage and climate change resilience. Let
passive rewilding take place.

11/8/2025 11:21 AM

6 We can succeed in protecting Vermont's biodiversity only if we focus protection on high priority
rare and significant features, ecological representation across natural community types and
biophysical regions, corridors and aquatic systems.

11/6/2025 8:08 AM

7 I think VCD is a great guiding document. Have you done any evaluations of VCD overlaid with
towns/etc. to see how it might impact certain communities; regions; etc. I think that having
some on the ground context would be helpful and may highlight potential friction points
between the first set of pathways and this set of pathways.

11/4/2025 2:56 PM

8 I appreciate the opportunity to rank pathways below, but shaking out each aspect makes more
sense to get a feel for how people consider each aspect. We all know that conservation design
was never intended to create regulation as frequently stated by its authors during the process
of developing it. While I understand that this has been directed by the legislature, moving
forward with conservation design as a barometer remains inappropriate.
Furthermore, every
time we have a conversation, it seems to be focused on restricting lands and seeking old
growth outcomes. Our actual habitat crisis in Vermont is a lack of early successional habitat,
and until we find a way to start cutting more trees, old growth should be the least of our
concerns.
This brings up a real question of a conflict of interest with one of the authors now
sitting on the board of Northeast Wilderness Trust. I like him, but the fact that he developed
this plan, retired, and immediately went to work for them is questionable at best. We need to
have a really strong conversation around how VHCB is going to disperse funding going forward,
and this act makes it an even more present need.

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

9 While connectivity corridors is a good idea many towns would have marginal success due to
already developed infrastructure.

11/3/2025 9:55 AM

10 VCD is vital to the success of the plan - though it's only partially representative of the intended
outcomes (biodiversity protection). Over-indexing on VCD could detract from the Community
Resilience element of Act 59, and negatively impact how people value and appreciate
conserved lands.

11/1/2025 12:47 PM

11 ANR and legislators need to create and enforce statewide regulations to accomplish these
goals. Legislation at the municipal level is not capable of protecting many of these goals.

10/27/2025 7:56 PM
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Water, forests, wildlife, plants do not recognize political boundaries. Flood protection, aquatic
systems, effective wildlife corridors and critical habitat need to be regulated at a broader level

12 This objective is the basis for Act 59 and is critical to our success in safeguarding an
ecologically functional landscape that works for all beings. It should be listed as the first
objective, rather than the second, and is far more important than the preceding objective.

10/27/2025 2:05 PM

13 Our community has many conserved parcels of land; but they aren't connected. We have I-95
on our western border and 142 near/along our Eastern border. We are also boarded by MA ,CT
River and NH and we have the railroad on our eastern border. Additionally we have farms and
gravel quarries. How do create connectivity?

10/25/2025 2:17 PM
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Q9 OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN. 
Overall, how important are each of these proposed potential pathways to 

the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
Answered: 23 Skipped: 9
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Q10 OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION 
DESIGN. 

Please add any additional comments or ideas for these potential pathways, including 
specific action ideas you have to offer.

Answered: 11 Skipped: 21

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Improve Forest Structure can be done in different ways, and some of the ways are damaging.
The details are important because it can harm rather than improve.

11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 I see the large goals as concepts that are easy enough to outline, but management
approaches and methodologies are where the details are both important and vulnerable. There
is a real and demonstrated risk that people with agendas drive the conversations on methods
and management. Those agendas are often flawed and / or exclusive.

11/28/2025 9:38 AM

3 I'm not sure if this will come up in other items, but the process to inventory forest ages has a
distinct bias to under report forest canopy ages. Official FIA data does not include
measurement of trees over about 120 years, and the USFS has admitted this. I see forests
over 120 years every week, and do detailed ring counts almost every week. I have 7 tree
cookies in my office from this fall ranging from 128 to 205 years. So, we are not lacking in
mature or old forests. We are lacking in young forest, and effective regeneration with an
emphasis on "selection systems".

11/24/2025 1:11 PM

4 Protecting forests so they grow old is the solution. Old forests are the critically missing and
unrepresented ecology in Vermont. Forest structure, connectivity, etc., follow with age.
Management schemes that profess to speed things up are untested while nature is not.
Permanent preservation of no less than 10% is of immediate concern.

11/18/2025 2:44 PM

5 Focusing on the depth and breadth of ecological conservation is vital. Particular emphasis
must be placed on large, connected stretches of conserved wildland. This supports healthy
development downstream.

11/17/2025 8:26 PM

6 More ecological reserves on state lands. Change current use law to allow private landowners to
participate who are not harvesting timber on their land.

11/8/2025 11:21 AM

7 Rare natural communities and species must be protected along with corridors to ensure their
continued survival given the uncertainty of shifting climate. Corridors will also benefit common
species and keep them from becoming rare. Protecting examples of all natural community
types in each biophysical region is vital to protecting biodiversity in the state as species and
communities respond to the shift in climate.

11/6/2025 8:08 AM

8 Again - I think understanding what this would mean for where conservation is actually
highlighted as needed would be helpful. My suggestions may differ if the map shows a diffuse
distribution of areas that need to be conserved vs. heavily concentrated areas in where the
human dimensions of land management become important

11/4/2025 2:56 PM

9 My answers through this section are all moderated, because without knowing how you intend
to do it, it all becomes pretty meaningless. If draconian regulation on private property is gonna
be the answer, then it’s a hard no. Thoughtful approaches to land conservation that have
meaningful public input throughout and consider the interests of private land owners as equally
valuable to the outcome must be the norm here, and nobody expects that to be the case. The
survey gives people an opportunity to feel like they gave input without really giving input and
seems to allow this process to be more internally directed than I think it should be. Poor
attempts at public outreach like this are the reason that people are disconnected with and
frustrated with public processes. It feels like a pat on the head at best. this whole process is
being viewed by many as the wind up to a public taking of private property rights, and this
weak form of seeking input is not helping.

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

10 The rare and significant features of various towns are not equally achievable again due to pre
existing conditions. We must choose those that will actually make a difference and are truley
RARE state wide and not just limited to one small area.

11/3/2025 9:55 AM
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11 All of these pathways are of critical importance to our success in the goals set forth by Act 59.
If we are successful in these pathways, the tangential benefits will be self-evident.

10/27/2025 2:05 PM
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Q11 OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY. 
How important is this objective to the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
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Q12
OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective, and how it

can help fulfill on conservation in Vermont?
Answered: 17
 Skipped: 15

# RESPONSES DATE

1 This is most important. 11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 Vermont loves to re-brand itself, at great cost. We did it with the higher education realm, and
still have had many institutions close. We do it with recreation and ag production, seemingly
clueless at times that the landscape could use some attention due to cumulative stress (7
years of drought). If no one can grasp our management limitations and shortcomings, then I
certainly don't wish to see more management and "new" programs.

11/28/2025 9:43 AM

3 Focusing on private landowners specifically, the private landowners targeted by this plan are
the very people who resisted selling to developers in the 1970s, 80s, and 90s. They
maintained their forests despite economic pressure, yet now face having their property rights
and management options restricted. As one landowner noted: "I should have developed while I
had the chance." The plan punishes the landowners who have already conserved Vermont's
landscape voluntarily. The plan needs to explicitly state that sustainably managed forests ARE
conserved forests and count all working forests under professional management towards
conservation goals. This also cannot be done properly without acknowledging that profit-
motivated stewardship keeps land forested for future generations. It's imperative that Vermont
supports market infrastructure and prioritizes developing in-state processing capacity, supports
biomass energy and thermal applications and ensures harvesting remains economically viable
for landowners.

11/28/2025 9:07 AM

4 In my opinion, this process has done a dis-service to Vermont landowners by not giving
suitable weight to the Use Value Appraisal program, and active stewardship of private lands
AS A CONSERVATION TOOL. This active stewardship is what encourages landowners to
keep forest land as forest- a main goal, yes?- Instead, the state is pursuing actions to make
stewardship less profitable, more costly, and less likely to be considered an asset to further
generations. In particular, the proposed changes to the UVA requirements will add significant
costs. Higher interpretation of standards for AMPs, detailed silvicultural prescriptions,
requirements for invasive plant control, and more are a discouragement and cost to landowners
already strapped with high logging cost and low stumpage revenues.

11/24/2025 1:21 PM

5 Most of these things are already in practice. It costs nothing to put State owned lands into
permanent wild land status.

11/18/2025 2:50 PM

6 This is important. As a young Vermonter wanting to dedicate her career to conservation, I
know the importance of funding programs to be able to train and hire the passionate people
who want to make a difference but can’t break into the job market.

11/17/2025 8:30 PM

7 Farmers need financial assistance to incentivize land conservation and the transition to
organic/regenerative farming. However, these incentives cannot be linked to carbon credits, as
they would defeat the Act's goals.

11/13/2025 11:08 AM

8 A dedicated funding source for land conservation and stewardship such as the property
transfer and land gains taxes.

11/8/2025 11:24 AM

9 Conservation must occur at varying scales to be successful. Examples of large scale matrix
natural communities must be preserved as well as small patch communities and individual
locations for rare plants & animals. Stewardship and restoration are vital to long term
protection.

11/6/2025 8:14 AM

10 I think that clarifying that Recreation Management and Conservation Management are distinct
and can work together to support outdoor recreation and conservation. I would encourage
language to be included about Recreation management - I think you may have to reach out to
UVM or UNH to get the level of expert in recreation management that I am referring to --

11/4/2025 2:59 PM
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11 I can’t rank this any better than a four, again because all of the pathways are lumped together
in the question. There are many organizations that while they are conserving land, should get
no public funding to do so because of the restrictions they put on it. furthermore, organizations
that are preserving land and severely restricting public use while also removing them from
productivity and the ability to be properly maintained with a mosaic of habitats through forestry
practices should not even be considered for public funding. Based on all of this, when you start
talking about expanding funding, expanding the support system, and creating new practices,
we have to be very skeptical. All of these things should be a subject of vigorous public debate,
but I’ve seen nothing in this process to indicate that will be the case.

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

12 While increases in funding are a real need, procurement of such funding should be prioritized to
systems that will have the best chance for showing benefits to the land and especially to the
people. Most people, sorry to say are not interested in Nature to the same degree. Example
some city dweller in Burlington would most likely have little or no connection to the land say as
someone in more rural settings.

11/3/2025 10:05 AM

13 Without more capacity, very little of this plan will be achievable. 11/1/2025 12:48 PM

14 Invest in the building awareness and increasing access to funding for conservation planning
and natural resources projects on the local level.

10/31/2025 2:38 PM

15 Need clear STATEWIDE REGULATIONS FOR FLOODPLAIN PROTECTION. Rivers and
streams of all sizes can't be properly protected with municipal regulations. People lives and
public infrastructure are increasingly being threatened by the lack uniform regulations. VT does
not have the financial resources to use only easements and purchase of land to meet the
goals of this plan. Enforcement and consistency of existing environmental regulations by both
ANR and AGRiculture is needed

10/27/2025 8:06 PM

16 This objective is imperative to succeeding on the past, crucial objective of centering VCD in
our science-based conservation goals. We will need to expand our funding and staff capacity
to meet these challenging times, and we will also need to think outside of the box when it
comes to conservation strategies and coalition building. I think we can learn a lot from
neighboring states that have more robust funding mechanisms for conservation (New York,
Massachusetts) and their ability to balance fee ownership, easements, restoration initiatives,
multiple sizes of collaborating conservation organizations, etc. I hope some external research
will be brought to the fore when developing this objective, as in the draft report the pathways
seem rather vague.

10/27/2025 2:13 PM

17 While I understand the drive for building affordable cluster housing. I strongly feel that VT has
an issue of for profit housing. Corporate owned apartments and houses and short term rentals
should be discouraged. We also have an issue with vacant houses in the form of second (+)
homes. Why sacrifice land for building residential houses when we have so many non
residential?

10/25/2025 2:35 PM
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Q13 OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY. 
Overall, how important are each of these proposed potential pathways to 

the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
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Q14
Please add any additional comments or ideas for these potential
pathways, including specific action ideas you have to offer.

Answered: 9
 Skipped: 23

# RESPONSES DATE

1 All of the pathways are important, so ranking them differently from each other won't help. Many
things need to be done, the status quo needs to change.

11/29/2025 7:20 AM

2 Restoration is an archaic term that people cling to because we don't open our minds to any
other approach. Stewardship is also a hit or miss term; in a world where outcomes can justify
literally any means, I see red flags and a need for deeper understanding.

11/28/2025 9:43 AM

3 Further, One reason for reduced stumpage is a lack of primary processing facilities in Vermont,
and the clear burden of regulations which discourage new investment. Our pulp is trucked to
NY or Maine. We have one small pellet mill, and our two biomass electric generation plants are
in political turmoil. There are no significant new sawmills or veneer mills, and several mills
have closed or moved out of state in recent decades. Having these markets for wood actually
encourages land conservation.

11/24/2025 1:21 PM

4 Expansion of existing, or new conservation practices in Vermont is unlikely to produce
incredible results. We already have an amazing team of professionals doing amazing work.
More is not always better.

11/18/2025 2:50 PM

5 Organizations: state, NGOs and federal, must work collectively to achieve the greatest good
with the most efficiency. This would entail leveraging funding, staff, expertise and avoiding
potential turf battles.

11/6/2025 8:14 AM

6 What are you saying is conservation? Like - how are you defining it? Because I want to see a
lot of areas get more capacity and I want to make sure I understand what you mean by
conservation - -like, could the capacity mean increased staff at the state level? more support
for non-profits? I just think you're covering a lot with this umbrella term of conservation and
there are a lot of separate groups that participate in 'conservation"

11/4/2025 2:59 PM

7 Again, none of these are very answerable with a 1 to 10 ranking. We can’t afford to expand
funding. The public can’t afford it.
Do we want to support stewardship and restoration? Sure,
but at what scale and what do the details of that look like? Without knowing how can we
honestly answer this question? Do we throw out a 10 and hope that it doesn’t result in some
draconian measures, do we throw out a wand and look like we don’t care about the
environment? Neither of those really fit, but it’s all that we’re left with in this format.
Who
doesn’t want a healthy environment, but what does conservation look like in this context? Who
is making the decisions? If we are going to continue to inflate preservation with conservation,
then we need to have a serious conversation about it. If we are going to conserve land
properly, maintain access, and manage habitat, then we’re all for it. How is one expected to
express that on a one to 10 scale?
Developing new programs and processes? Any of these
programs gonna figure out how we can successfully cut more trees? How we can promote
recreation to the benefit of world economies? If not, then what value does it have other than
bolstering so-called conservation organizations that are spending millions to gobble up land?

11/3/2025 3:38 PM

8 I repeat, with what is sure to be limited funding we must prioritize pathways that will have the
best chance of success and show a Tangible result for the people and the resources.

11/3/2025 10:05 AM

9 Regualtions 10/27/2025 8:06 PM
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Q15
FINAL QUESTION - Please provide any additional comments or
suggestions, including any areas you think we are missing in the plan

framework, or areas you think have most promise. Thank you.
Answered: 16
 Skipped: 16

# RESPONSES DATE

1 I have also sent a document by email. This survey and the previous one are biased, designed
in a way that will get specific predetermined answers and give desired results. We can see that
in the results from the summer "listening sessions" and will see it again, unless enough people
have sent additional comments.

11/29/2025 7:22 AM

2 Conserved land is one piece of the overall puzzle.
But if management mindsets are still silo'd
and lacking a drive to evolve with change (societal, environmental, economic) we will not
succeed at these goals.

11/28/2025 9:44 AM

3 The plan thus far represents a fundamental misunderstanding of forest ecology and rural
economics. It proposes to "conserve" forests by preventing the very management that keeps
them healthy, diverse, and economically viable. It seeks to restrict the rights of landowners
who have already demonstrated their commitment to conservation through decades of
responsible stewardship. I urge the Board to completely revise this framework to recognize
that Vermont's working forests and the people who manage them are not obstacles to
conservation - they are conservation's greatest assets. Only through maintaining economically
viable forest management can we ensure genuine conservation that benefits wildlife, climate,
and communities.The choice is clear: support working forests and the communities that
depend on them, or watch as regulatory burden and economic reality drive conversion to
development. The current plan pushes us toward the latter and Vermont deserves better.

11/28/2025 9:08 AM

4 I think the unintended consequences of implementing this will be substantial. 11/24/2025 1:22 PM

5 The plan make very little mention of wild lands, or permanently preserved lands. Unmanaged
lands are the largest hole in Vermont's conservation. Unmanaged lands are the future old
forests. Old forests store 3x the carbon of harvestable forests, provide underrepresented
biodiversity, and absorb far more moisture in heavy rains.

11/18/2025 2:55 PM

6 I am stuck on the accounting of “wild land.” I find the 27% egregiously misrepresentative. We
have a lot of work to do to get to 30% of truly conserved and managed wild land, and of
particular importance is that 10% (at least!) be managed to be future old growth forests. Let’s
stay true to Act 59 and move forward with a truly transparent process.

11/17/2025 8:32 PM

7 I support protecting Vermont's forests, wetlands, and biodiversity, and the intent of Act 59 to
safeguard our state's natural ecosystems. Preserving more forests and enhancing ecological
resilience are essential for Vermont’s future — for clean water, healthy soils, wildlife habitat,
and climate stability.
However, the process surrounding Act 59 raises significant concerns
about redundancy, contradictions, and implementation. Vermont already has strong planning
guidance under Act 171, which directs municipalities to identify and protect forest blocks and
habitat connectors. Many Vermont farmers also actively manage forests and woodlots. These
existing efforts must be recognized and built upon, rather than replaced or duplicated through
overlapping frameworks.
If we are serious about protecting forests and wetlands, we must also
create meaningful financial incentives for farmers and landowners to maintain and restore
natural areas. These should include support for wetland protection, riparian buffer
establishment, and forest conservation — independent of carbon credit markets, which are
ineffective in protecting land and reducing biodiversity loss. At the same time, Vermont's Farm
to Plate goals to increase local food production may at times conflict with Act 59’s
conservation targets. Similarly, the Climate Action Plan already sets ambitious land-use and
emission reduction strategies. Without better coordination, we risk creating competing
mandates that strain limited resources and undermine public trust.
A key question remains:
How can Vermont simultaneously build out renewable energy infrastructure, expand housing,
and conserve 30% of its natural lands? These goals are all important, but they must be
balanced through transparent planning, clear priorities, and realistic implementation strategies.

11/13/2025 11:08 AM
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Finally, conservation districts must be included in this process. Districts have long-standing
relationships with farmers, foresters, and municipalities and play a vital role in on-the-ground
conservation and technical assistance. They are watershed governments, and their
involvement will help ensure that Act 59 is grounded in practical, locally informed solutions.

8 Focus on the land and water. We need buy in, but most of the human-centric pieces will follow. 11/10/2025 7:36 AM

9 Farmland under "industrial-style" land management should not have been counted in the
inventory of existing conserved lands.

11/8/2025 11:27 AM

10 Stewardship can be the hidden need that is often overlooked. While long-term protection
achieves much of the goal, ignoring the protected lands will over time negate some of that
benefit.

11/6/2025 8:16 AM

11 So far this entire project has been a train wreck. I know some of the folks involved are trying
their best, but it seems to be hampered at every turn by poor process. While these surveys
may provide an opportunity to check a box, they don’t always seem to get the breakdown,
correct. The comment boxes are critical because of this, but not everybody will be able to feel
comfortable writing a dissertation. If nothing else, as this process, move forward, you need to
separate each individual piece to get people’s true feelings on it. I was really shocked to see
sustainable, working lands and natural areas lumped together. That’s perhaps the worst
dichotomy I’ve ever seen with an opportunity to only provide a single answer. It’s clear the goal
of this process will be direct more public funding at conservation organizations who are
purchasing up chunks of our state. We need to put the brakes on that train. We need a real
conversation about what all of these topics look like if we are going to promote them. For
instance, there are a couple of organizations who are consistently seeking funding, but don’t
allow trapping or other forms of hunting. That’s certainly not equitable access. There are
groups reaching out for these public monies that don’t support motorized recreation. Again,
that’s not equitable access. Unfortunately, these conversations never seem to come up, and
it’s about time we had them.
If we’re going to be talking about equitable access, then we
should be talking about it in every context, and we shouldn’t be ignoring the fact that our
forests are in desperate need of timber harvest. We have been told to use conservation
design, so let’s start using all of it.
In the meantime, the survey seems designed to provide
assemblance of public output that will lean to certain outcomes for the majority of respondents.
I feel like I can’t emphasize that enough.

11/3/2025 3:44 PM

12 Getting people into the outdoors is, in my opinion, the most important thing we can do. There's
no sense conserving land and prohibiting access to it for ALL forms of recreation. Example,
NH has access to its lands for both motorized and non motorized use. This has the potential to
gather support from a LARGE segment of users who could be additional support, both from a
finance point of view as well a support by the people themselves. I believe the state is missing
a BIG opportunity here.

11/3/2025 10:11 AM

13 How this plan will balance housing with conservation could be more clearly defined. 10/31/2025 2:39 PM

14 1. All these great goals will be a complete waste of time if we don't find the money to pay for it.
Who's responsibility is it to find the money? Right now nobody seems to be working on it. 2.
One important way to conserve land is through conservation easements. However now there is
nobody who wants to hold the easements without being paid a lot of money. How can we
develop inexpensive ways for families to donate conservation easements to somebody?

10/25/2025 9:00 PM

15 So many entities all doing important work but could use better coordination between them. 10/25/2025 2:40 PM

16 Thank you for this great work! 10/24/2025 2:01 PM




