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VERMONT CONSERVATION PLAN (VCP) - Regional Listening Sessions 

Regional Listening Sessions - Input Summary

This report summarizes the input received at the four in-
person Regional Listening Sessions held in late July 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 in-person Regional Listening Sessions 
in July, where stakeholders were able to offer comments and responses. The format of the Regional 
Listening Sessions included presentations on the Vermont Conservation Plan process, and a series 
large interactive poster boards that covered each of the draft Objectives and the possible pathways. 

Participants were asked to rate the importance of the each objective. and how viable and realistic they 
thought were the related possible pathways. In addition, participants were able to add additional 

thoughts and ideas about each of the sets of Objectives and possible pathways.

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 - Regional Listening Sessions

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)]
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Regional Listening Session Locations and Responses
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TOTAL 49
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Ludlow Burlington Burke Brandon 

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Ludlow - Wed 23th July

Burlington - Thu 24th July

Burke - Tuesday 29th July

Brandon - Wed 30th July
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OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES. 
How important is this objective to the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
Answered: 49
 Skipped: 0
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OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES. 
Overall, how viable and realistic are the proposed potential pathways for 

this objective?

SCALE: 1 = Not Viable or Realistic; 10 = Very Viable & Realistic
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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
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 Skipped: 1
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OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN. 
Overall, how viable and realistic are the proposed potential pathways for 

this objective?

SCALE: 1 = Not Viable or Realistic; 10 = Very Viable & Realistic
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2.0%
1

2.0%
1

2.0%
1

2.0%
1

6.1%
3

18.4%
9

22.4%
11

26.5%
13

10.2%
5

8.2%
4

0.0%
0 49

2.0%2.0%​​2.0% 2.0%2.0%​​2.0% 2.0%2.0%​​2.0% 2.0%2.0%​​2.0%
6.1%6.1%​​6.1%

18.4%18.4%​​18.4%

22.4%22.4%​​22.4%
26.5%26.5%​​26.5%

10.2%10.2%​​10.2%
8.2%8.2%​​8.2%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

1 - Not Viab… 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

9 10 - Very Vi… Don't know

How viable and realistic scale

1 - NOT
VIABLE
OR
REALISTIC

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 - VERY
VIABLE &
REALISTIC

DON'T
KNOW

TOTAL

How
viable
and
realistic
scale



6 / 7

Vermont Conservation Plan - Regional Listening Sessions 

OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY. 
How important is this objective to the future of conservation in Vermont?

SCALE: 1 = Not Important; 10 = Critically Important
Answered: 48
 Skipped: 1

2.1%
1

2.1%
1

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

2.1%
1

0.0%
0

4.2%
2

8.3%
4

33.3%
16

47.9%
23

0.0%
0 48

2.1%2.1%​​2.1% 2.1%2.1%​​2.1% 2.1%2.1%​​2.1% 4.2%4.2%​​4.2%
8.3%8.3%​​8.3%

33.3%33.3%​​33.3%

47.9%47.9%​​47.9%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

1 - Not imp… 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

9 10 - Critical… Don't know

Importance Scale

1 - NOT
IMPORTANT

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

DON'T
KNOW

TOTAL

Importance
Scale



7 / 7

Vermont Conservation Plan - Regional Listening Sessions 

OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY. 
Overall, how viable and realistic are the proposed potential pathways for 

this objective?

SCALE: 1 = Not Viable or Realistic; 10 = Very Viable & Realistic
Answered: 48 Skipped: 1
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VERMONT CONSERVATION PLAN – REGIONAL LISTENING SESSIONS 

PARTICIPANTS COMMENTS and IDEAS 

LUDLOW – 23 JULY 

OBJECTIVE 1: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES – HOW TO BETTER CONNECT 
PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES TO THE LAND. 

• Recreation – where is the water?

• Funding? Backpack tax
o Model on Pittman, Roberton and Oijell Acts

• Support for smaller, local and regional land trusts to protect smaller parcels

• The landowner or buyer of land has the ultimate say in conservation. Now, do we
transform the thinking of my land, my decisions toward commonly viable decisions?

• Vermonters need an element of WILD, not all conserved land needs trails or easy access

• Incentivize town owned conservation land

• Start by encouraging towns to permanently conserve their town forests. These lands are
not protected but not sure if they are included in the inventory.

o Need equitable access for diverse stakeholders as safeguards

• Recreation and Access – Access to conserved land for varied use is critical.

• Encourage every town to permanently protect a parcel of land near to a school or town
center for outdoor classrooms and place based education

• Address fragmenting effects of zoning

• Climate resilience needs to preserve lands

• When we think about resilience, it needs to be ecologically and human based to ensure
our communities remain vibrant places to live in 20-50 years.

• State should devote major resources and effort to make villages habitable and attractive
so people are able/drawn to live there – water/walkability

• When supporting outdoor recreation – encourage the utilization of resources/studies by
neighboring New Hampshire to ensure trails are not disrupting ecological areas and
wildlife corridors

• Not every inch of land needs trails on it

• Cost of land in VT is sky rocketing so any attempts to reach 50% conserved needs to be
done sooner rather than later

• Equitable access needs to include small and very small parcel conservation, especially to
provide access to nature.

• Help share how people can have access to an increasing inaccessible landscape
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OBJECTIVE 2: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN – HOW TO PROTECT, RESTORE AND 
MAINTAIN AN ECOLOGICALLY FUNCTIONING AND CONNECTED NATURAL AND WORKING 
LANDSCAPE 

• Diverse forest age/structure is critical for biodiversity and resilience.

• As we get more developed this is critical – support aquatic systems

• Aquatic system protection must include reclassification of water A1 and B1

• Celebrating the fact that this process is focused on preserving ecological function on the
landscape. It is the best chance we have to live through climate change.

• Expand representation – need to move off the mountains. Not enough focus on
floodplains and waters.

• Restoring degraded ecosystems

• In order to expand ecological representation, we will need to increase use capacity at a
local and regional scale (Land trusts, funding and town awareness)

• Education is critical for long term, sustained buy in and support

• Very concerned about the rapid growth of algae and plant growth

• Put funding into encouraging local ground truthing of pinch point connectivity corridors
(town based and regionally based)

• Efforts need to focus on education (through mapping) towns as to critical pinch points
which need protecting so as not to lose these links

• The stewardship mentioned in Objective 3 is critical to achieving this goal

• Improved forest structure is a fantastic pathway to positive impacts for a resilient and
diverse landscape. Science based approach to prioritizing conservation with a solid state
wide conservation plan .. the objective will be much more viable as the focus will be on
the priority areas

OBJECTIVE 3: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY – EXPAND THE CONSERVATION 
COMMUNITY’S ABILITY TO SUSTAINABLY PROTECT AND STEWARD LAND. 

• Expand support system and conservation community – ‘diverse communities and
viewpoints’. This is critical – majority rules regarding some elements of conservation
issues and run the risk of alienating key communities and stakeholders.

• The viability of this depends on the political will to implement over the long term.

• How to make new connections and programs, etc AND improve efficiency and
functionality?

• Support Stewardship and Restoration – how can we manage ability and opportunity to
conduct habitat and conservations work with partners, organisations and citizens?

• Funding at all scales – challenge of money available
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• We here are all conservation advocates – we get it. How do we convince the great
unwashed regarding how important this objective 3 is?

• I like that land stewardship is included. Conserving the land is one small step and simply
conserving land does not mean it will be healthy and contribute to the goals of Act 59.

• Balance public/private – need access to landscapes to keep folks engaged as more land
gets protected. Need to incentivize access in conservation programs on private lands.

• Branch out to support community engagement and education on how individuals can
support land stewardship.

• We need to find ways to make conservation more affordable and available to more
people. Relying on conservation easements is too costly and requires too many
resources.

• Freeland acquisition needs to be part of the picture – for improving access and achieving
more outcomes faster – not just CEs.

• Stewardship funding is essential to long term success and continued support for
conserving lands.

• Provide capacity funding to add land trust staff to increase the pace of conservation.
Most of us have very lengthy pipelines which keep getting longer.

• Create a template for how towns can create and steward multiple forests.

• This is the most challenging objective to achieve – but the most important!

• We will need more surveyors, appraisers, etc who can assist with these conservation
transactions.

• Financing and long term protection are the keys to success of efforts to conserve land

• Consider a program to offer ‘purchase of development rights’ to land owners

• What are the large ski resorts doing to support conservation?
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BURLINGTON – 24 JULY 

OBJECTIVE 1: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES – HOW TO BETTER CONNECT 
PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES TO THE LAND. IT AIMS TO ADVANCE CONSERVATION IN WAYS 
THAT BENEFIT PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES BY PROTECTING NATURAL AND WORKING LANDS, 
ENHANCING RECREATION, AND SUPPORTING EQUITABLE ACCESS. 

• Community gardens and farms

• Add wildlife to the mx – this will inspire most Vermonters

• Start young! Nature based early childhood programming plants the seed and creates
adults more likely to support this work (much easier than convincing adults to change
their perspectives)

• Recognise that recreation can lead to types of ‘development’ that seem benign but can
be harmful to wildlife as what most people view as ‘development’

• I believe the pathways need to have targets and objective of incorporating into town
plans, regulation and basic planning and visioning processes.

• A balance of agricultural, recreation and ecological management is essential for
community engagement

• Strengthening climate resilience – letting our forests grow old is one of the easiest and
most cost effective thing we can do for climate adaptation and mitigation. VCP needs to
emphasise this, especially on state and other public lands, whose management is under
control of the public.

• There will be a great deal of tension between most of these conservation goals and
landowner rights. The plan needs to get buy in from land owners.

• Equitable access means what? It should mean all Vermonters perspectives are taken into
account.

• The Plan should not give more weight to the economics of recreation than to
conservation. Recreation for health and community should be distinguished from
commercial recreation.

• Everyone has something to offer – even if it is just planting one native perennial.
Communicate that this is a collective process.

• Watershed and Flood Plain maps – use 2075 projections not today’s.

• Outreach and advertisement level up. Young people care about this stuff but struggle to
channel it. Better online presence is key.

• Smart growth planning.

• More hands on the land, use local groups and expertise and work with communities.
TRUST is essential. Local advocacy for landowners, stewardship, education.

• Expanding public access to rivers, lakes and ponds for recreation.

• MFTV is a key plan for climate solutions for conservation.
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OBJECTIVE 2: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN – HOW TO PROTECT, RESTORE AND 
MAINTAIN AN ECOLOGICALLY FUNCTIONING AND CONNECTED NATURAL AND WORKING 
LANDSCAPE 

• Vermont has no way to protect ecological reserves on state lands without a new
statutory designation.

• We need workforce development and financing of equipment. Working Land Enterprise
Funds – economic viability.

• I think this is the only way to go, backed by science and the best long term and resilient
strategy.

• Keep our forests as forests and our parks as parks.

• Important to conserve wild and limited use areas. I have conserved 70 acres as
wilderness in NE VT

• Instead of creating new regulations and programs – work on existing programs and
adjust.

• Otter Creek and Wildlife Connectivity – Cornwell

• VCD has been extremely helpful in explaining out towns conservation opportunities

• Prioritizing functioning floodplains!

• VCD is being manipulated to achieve a desired goal! It is NOT a Chinese menu!

• Farmers steward half of forests in VT (New research from Gillian Galford, VVM) But VCD
is missing Ag land. How will this gap be filled?

• Strengthen the demand of forest products

• In addition to making sure we protect the full range of natural communities and
biophysical regions, we should also be thinking about how practical and cost effective it
is to designate certain areas as ecological reserves. It would cost very little to expand
ecological reserves on existing public lands, compared to the cost of easement fee
acquisition.

• Emphasize co-benefits of conservation to appeal to those for whom conservation
alone/wildlife protection are not front of mind in VT, particularly flood resilience.

• Where is the bacterial and fungal support in this plan?

• The plan needs to directly take on the land owner rights otherwise how will things get
implemented?

• Tension between conservation vs housing is huge here in South Burlington

• We need to be clear that ‘young forest’ targets can be met with passive restoration as
well as logging/active management. Existing ecological reserves in the North East
(Adirondacks, Baxter State Park, etc)

• The Plan should identify parts of the Shutesville Hill Wildlife Corridor to be an
ecologically and irreplaceable resource

• Prioritizing conservation of riparian areas and flood plains for flood resilience,
biodiversity, carbon sequestration, etc

• Embrace research and meta-research in VT, NH and around the world on wildlife
responses (stress, flight, etc) to human disturbance over hundreds of feet. Educate
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people on the need to establish adequate buffers around sensitive areas – beyond 
avoiding the areas themselves 

• This is the only mandate of Act 59 – to conserve 30x30 and 50x50 according to VT
Conservation Design

• Are we teaching this in schools – so that over time most Vermonters will be familiar with
this approach?

• Farmland can serve as a corridor for animals and a habitat, particularly rotation.

OBJECTIVE 3: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY – EXPAND THE CONSERVATION 
COMMUNITY’S ABILITY TO SUSTAINABLY PROTECT AND STEWARD LAND. 

• Conservation vs housing tension is huge in South Burlington

• I am curious how the forest ‘reserve’ category of current use may tilt some lands (and
their landowners) towards conservation

• Show more examples of how ecological conservation and housing construction can
complement one another

• Reduce/streamline administrative burdens of funding programs – overly complicated
requirements prevent/delay win-win projects from being implemented (especially for
small organizations)

• A more important priority should be supporting the businesses that will operate and
manage the landscape function of healing

• Create funding for community farms and gardens

• Structuring this as three goals is confusing. They seem complimentary to each other.

• Financing should include new partners in business and private donor community

• Involving young people could be a great next step for Vermont, working directly with
UVM students can boost excitement!

• We need to be sure we are expanding capacity for more than just easement purchases
and land acquisition. We also need to be thinking hard about the quality/management
of existing public and private conserved lands. Especially in a time of limited funding
doing things like expanding ecological reserves on state land is an extremely cost
effective re Act 59 goals

• Peer to Peer stewardship and networking – more hands on the land
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EAST BURKE – 29 JULY 

OBJECTIVE 1: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES – HOW TO BETTER CONNECT 
PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES TO THE LAND. IT AIMS TO ADVANCE CONSERVATION IN WAYS 
THAT BENEFIT PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES BY PROTECTING NATURAL AND WORKING LANDS, 
ENHANCING RECREATION, AND SUPPORTING EQUITABLE ACCESS. 

• Working landscapes are vital – people must be part of the landscape and not isolated
from it.

• It is important to work with the willing. We could spend a lot of time and money trying
to change someone’s mind.

• Engage young people.

• More local, smaller land trusts

• Don’t forget about collaboration with neighbor states. This is critical for managing
invasives, forest pests and mitigating flooding.

• How are we thinking about the following groups? 2nd Landowners, Local Conservation
Commissions (and succession) and new Vermonters?

OBJECTIVE 2: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN – HOW TO PROTECT, RESTORE AND 
MAINTAIN AN ECOLOGICALLY FUNCTIONING AND CONNECTED NATURAL AND WORKING 
LANDSCAPE 

• Aquatic systems
o Engage with VTDEC re plans
o Help identify our highest biological integrity – water
o Use WQS – Water Quality to reclassify

• We need highway wildlife bridges or underpasses

• Co-ordination with NY, MA, NH on invasives and pests (aquatic and terrestrial)

• Permanent Conservation today requires large acreages and significant money in
order to achieve 30x30 and 50x50. Alternative approaches are required. Can
property tax reductions be created for landowners who chose not to divide and
develop their land?

o Unlike Current Use, these tax incentives would not require forestry
mandates. Vermont state funding could be used based on the ‘ecological
‘benefits that come from conservation.

• Regulation and management of these parcels should not be arbitrary.

• Native people figured out the answers long ago. Ask them!

• Build a visual model of ecological function and what the loss of function looks like
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OBJECTIVE 3: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY – EXPAND THE CONSERVATION 
COMMUNITY’S ABILITY TO SUSTAINABLY PROTECT AND STEWARD LAND. 

• To increase capacity, outreach is critical. Working with and appealing to the Old Farming
Guard in VT is important. Funding and tax incentives are crucial.

• The capacity problem is read, not just land trusts but project developers, land
appraisers, surveyors, attorneys need training for projects.

• Engage the input from native communities regarding how to best sustain the land.

• More boots on the ground needed and more community investment.

• Improve clarity for individuals. ‘How does this affect me/ How do I benefit/ What should
I care?/What is the cost to me?’

• Expand support conservation districts to better represent community goals and values.

• Organise a VT Land Trust Coalition

• The more people/groups involved – the better for the long term.

• More state funding for land protection and stewardship.
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BRANDON - 30 JULY 

OBJECTIVE 1: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES – HOW TO BETTER CONNECT 
PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES TO THE LAND. IT AIMS TO ADVANCE CONSERVATION IN WAYS 
THAT BENEFIT PEOPLE AND COMMUNITIES BY PROTECTING NATURAL AND WORKING LANDS, 
ENHANCING RECREATION, AND SUPPORTING EQUITABLE ACCESS. 

• Support community and individual food production, bio-diversity areas, pollinator
gardens, etc

• Love the emphasis on local and cross section of food, recreation, hunting. A broad
appeal. Community buy in is essential.

• Enlist the kids. The average age of participants tonight should be lowered.

• The pathways seem to capture very important areas – climate, recreation, etc. Relatable
to the public and easy to support.

• Education at the community level is important. Define terms and educate how property
owners will be affected.

• The State needs to designate an Ecological Researcher.

• Can a Conservation Plan work without a Development Plan? I say no.

• How is the word getting out about these listening sessions? Are we reaching the larger
communities being mentioned in this objective?

• Can we name 2nd home ownership more pointedly as one of the challenges?

• To grow food, these people need a home. Build farm worker housing.

• Climate is the big one – lift it high in the action list.

• Education -  town to town community events on conservation.

• Restoring wetlands surrounding settled or urban areas can increase resilience.

• Will the plan contain strategies to make this objective actionable? As a community
member I am trying to figure out how I will be able to use this plan. The objectives are
great, but how will they help my community?

OBJECTIVE 2: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN – HOW TO PROTECT, RESTORE AND 
MAINTAIN AN ECOLOGICALLY FUNCTIONING AND CONNECTED NATURAL AND WORKING 
LANDSCAPE 

• Why does the objective mention ‘working’ landscape? Does VCD focus on working
landscapes?

• Can the ecological function be swayed or applied arbitrarily according to influence?

• Corporate interests will always take priority in our society in which money is the marker
of value. Our natural world is intrinsically valuable beyond its monetary value.

• How does the impact of USFS management proposals (Camels Jump, etc) effect the
science of your conservation design? Add that Trumps orders to cut 25% additional
forests.
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• Corridor focus at different scales from Cold Hollow to a forest block 

• The objective should shape everything 

• To me, this is the easy one. It’s important and actionable but without the other 
objectives, it doesn’t really matter. This is a ‘what’ but not a ‘how’ 

• A ‘working landscape’ is not focused on biodiversity. In fact, our big dairy farms are dong 
the opposite .. killing insects, birds and aquatic animals by polluting our soil, air and 
water. If farmland is conserved, it needs to adhere to strict standards. Organic small 
farms are our future.  

• Our forests do not need to be ‘managed’ by logging sensitive mature/old growth forests 
on public land. Protecting our forests for sequesting carbon should be the top priority of 
the VCD. This is a cost effective way to reach our 30x30 goals.  

• Breaks on 2nd homes need to end.  

• Establish a legal management category for ecological reserves. 

• How do you protect, restore and maintain ecological function without fixing failed 
drinking water and wastewater systems.  

• Look at where historical patterns of development are essentially sprawl.  

• Aquatic systems cannot be supported when Agency of Ag actively works to support 
management systems that destroy aquatic systems.  

• I am excited to see how conservation opportunities overlap with Connectivity Focus 
Areas – GIS Data 

• All land should be used for food production.  

• Our legislative solutions are point-point/straight line. They need to be like a web to 
support ecological function.  

 
OBJECTIVE 3: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY – EXPAND THE CONSERVATION 
COMMUNITY’S ABILITY TO SUSTAINABLY PROTECT AND STEWARD LAND. 
 

• Without funding, nothing else in the plan will be helpful. There are already organizations 
doing much of this work. They need funding to make any plan actionable.  

• Conservation that is permanent is the best answer for our volatile times, otherwise 
everything else is sold to the highest bidder.  

• Need more Appraisers – how can this process help with this? 

• Funding for capacity is crucial. Funding for actual land conservation projects is also 
crucial, but building staff capacity of conservation groups should be the Number 1 
priority with staff. Groups can accomplish the rest.  

• Cold Hollow to Canada is a great model. Supporting similar models across the state 
would be a great way to move forward.  

• Before spending more money to buy more land, lets protect our existing natural assets 
from over-use, logging, roads and recreation.  

• Increase funding to support organizations that already do this work (Conservation 
Commissions, Natural Resource Conservation Districts and local Conservation Trusts) 

• This Plan should also be a tool to raise significant private funds to fill gaps and accelerate 
support. 
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• Support local and state-level partnerships. We can do more together.

• Provide stewardship money for land trust conservation.

• Stewardship is an art that few truly understands.

• Consider how to fund Conservation and the initiatives in VCP in partnership with the
other Plans identified in Objective 1. How does funding bring these initiatives together –
not silo them, especially in the face of limited funding resources.

• We need Conservation District reps at these meetings. The meetings should be held in
each district in December.

• Increase the visibility of these community based meetings to include more residents
(don’t just focus on stakeholder groups). If you will be forced to find non-governmental
funding, getting the word out is paramount.

• The success of this project boils down to one thing – engagement and buy-in from a
diverse population with their own ideologies. Make effort to make all voices heard and
their needs addressed.

• A top priority is to increase capacity of land trusts to accept and monitor easements.




