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VERMONT CONSERVATION PLAN (VCP) - VIRTUAL LISTENING SESSION 

Feedback Survey Summary

This survey was offered to participants of the Virtual Listening 
Session held on Tuesday 5th August to offer comment on the 

Draft Objectives and Pathways

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 2025, and then again in the Virtual Listening Session on Tuesday 5th August. This 

survey allowed people to respond and comment on each objective and the potential 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	

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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Q3
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: 15
 Skipped: 5

0.0%
0

6.7%
1

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

13.3%
2

0.0%
0

0.0%
0

6.7%
1

6.7%
1

66.7%
10

0.0%
0 15

6.7%6.7%​​6.7%
13.3%13.3%​​13.3%

6.7%6.7%​​6.7% 6.7%6.7%​​6.7%

66.7%66.7%​​66.7%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

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



4 / 16

Vermont Conservation Plan - Virtual Listening Session Survey

Q4 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
Answered: 15 Skipped: 5
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Q5
OBJECTIVE ONE: SUPPORT CONSERVATION IN COMMUNITIES.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective and the

potential pathways.
Answered: 13
 Skipped: 7

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The questions are too broad, and too vague. Different parts of the objective have differing
importance, and are not applicable to Act 59. Also, the various pathways are different in
viability, being realistic and being applicable. Some are more important than others. Some
pathways are not pertinent in some areas. There isn't an appropriate answer, and no number
from 1-9 applies to all the pathways.

8/6/2025 9:30 PM

2 I don't think all of the pathways listed under this objective have the same degree of
importance. Equitable access to land, sustainable working lands, and strengthening climate
resilience should be at the top of the list. I would like to see more involvement of existing
community-led conservation efforts and innovation in the planning process, and more
meaningful consideration of equitable land access. The current focus on land preservation
through purchases and conservation easements crowds out other potential solutions.

8/6/2025 9:44 AM

3 Because the future of our lands depend on an informed and actively concerned public, this
objective is critical to overall success.

8/5/2025 12:32 PM

4 Of these goals listed above, the highest priority for me is to strengthen climate resilience. 8/5/2025 10:26 AM

5 I think we need to find out what people - especially farmers need to conserve their land. We
have two significant farms in our town that are not at all conserved.

8/5/2025 10:24 AM

6 Not exactly sure what the pathways to achieving this looks like in your proposal yet. 8/5/2025 9:38 AM

7 I am strongly of the opinion that his objective should be listed as a tertiary goal, perhaps in
"Objective 3", rather than in "Objective 1". I do not think that this objective is crucial to the
future of conservation in Vermont, as the vast majority of all previous conservation efforts in
the state have focused on this topic of Conservation in Communities, primarily in the working
and recreational landscape, to the detriment of biodiversity and ecological resilience. The
pathways, therefore, are very realistic, as they simply represent continuing with the status quo.
I wouldn't say that approach is working to safeguard and enhance biological diversity and
resilience. Programs such as UVA, alongside RTP and VOREC grant funding, already
incentivize the conservation of working and recreational lands far more than any other type of
conservation. From the conserved lands inventory to this listening session featuring talking
points of the American Farmland Trust, it is quite clear that VHCB wants to prioritize the
agricultural and working landscape, though that clearly is not directed by Act 59 as enacted by
the Vermont State Legislature. Instead, the Community Resilience and Biodiversity Protection
Act centers itself on, "maintain(ing) an ecologically functional landscape that sustains
biodiversity...". While the strategies identified here might be able to play some role in the work
set out by Act 59, I don't think they are paramount to our success in achieving a biodiverse
and resilient landscape, if that is still the goal here.

8/5/2025 9:29 AM

8 I think the pathways around equitable access and place-based education are particularly
critical here. I want to see conservation feel friendlier and easier to engage with for all
Vermonters, not just the set with education and background in this already.

8/5/2025 9:23 AM

9 "Conservation" has understood is proven not to solve the issue of farmland not being
affordable for farmers. Especially once land already has been conserved or has insufficient
housing (see F2P Strategic Plan). Here, "equitable access" seems to be framed in the sense
to provide the public recreational access to natural (working) lands but the real context should
focus on how to make farming viable and with it the outlook to work on farms. Even though the
target is to conserve 50% of the state - there's no economic analysis how this will exacerbate
the existing inflation of property prices, including farmland. In other words, this methodology
will exacerbate the pre-existing systemic issues for the working lands and will not be able to
solve them.

8/5/2025 9:20 AM
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10 Zoning changes to keep farmlands from being developed are tough to make. Also, how will this
effort be buttressed, or lose out in implementation, by rollout of Act 181 tiers? In my town
(Cornwall) we are having lots of conversations about making sure all our sensitive areas are in
Tier 3.

8/5/2025 9:19 AM

11 With several thousand Vermonters unable to find a shelter to live in, I question what you are
conserving?

8/5/2025 9:16 AM

12 I would like to see more focus on protecting wildlands of all sorts to support natural processes,
carbon capture and storage, and biodiversity protection. Confusing this objective with working
lands devoted to agriculture or wood production risks expanding the latter at the expense of the
former.

8/5/2025 9:15 AM

13 test 8/4/2025 2:53 PM
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Q6 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: 15
 Skipped: 5
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Q7 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
Answered: 15 Skipped: 5
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Q8
OBJECTIVE TWO: CENTER VERMONT CONSERVATION DESIGN.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective and the

potential pathways.
Answered: 13
 Skipped: 7

# RESPONSES DATE

1 You have included "working lands" in the objective of centering VCD, but VCD does not involve
working lands - rather it precludes them, describing the losses of natural lands and specific
ecosystems such as interior forest blocks and wetlands, due to "agriculture, roads, and
urbanization... development, or other land use... " The pathways should have some
explanation on how they will be accomplished.

8/6/2025 9:30 PM

2 I will need to review VCD in more detail to offer a thoughtful response. In theory, I appreciate
the incorporation of VCD in this process so that Act 59's goals are not pursued in a manner
that just hits the # or % in the statute. Instead, the focus should be on land that actually
promotes the biodiversity aims. That said, the current strategy elevates permanence in a
manner that may be counterproductive to the end goals. I'm also not sure if VCD captures the
nuance/differences among different types of agricultural uses.

8/6/2025 9:50 AM

3 Identifying and protecting the resources defined in this objective is important not only for the
natural landscape but for identifying areas appropriate for addressing our housing shortfall
crisis.

8/5/2025 12:35 PM

4 Not quite sure what " improve forest structure" means but I am 100% for protecting old growth
forests!

8/5/2025 10:28 AM

5 There needs to be a better way to get flood hazard areas conserved - towns are very hesitant
to take ownership of buyout properties.

8/5/2025 10:26 AM

6 This objective is of the utmost importance to the future of conservation in Vermont, and should
be centered as objective one, particularly given the language of Act 59. The Act requires that
the initiative to conserve 30x30 and 50x50 be guided by Vermont Conservation Design, so it
seems imperative that this be at the forefront of our implementation process. It will be hard
work to create an ecologically functional landscape in Vermont, which has already been
fragmented by development and agriculture, but VCD is the best chance we have. The majority
of our implementation focus should be on targeting ecological representation in our conserved
lands, protecting rare species, expanding connectivity, wildlands, and aquatic systems with
robust buffers of undisturbed late-successional lands. This, by definition, will promote
biodiversity and resilience, as intended by Act 59.

8/5/2025 10:21 AM

7 I really like the VCD and think it is a tried and true VT conservation method so far. It guides
this work very well.

8/5/2025 9:38 AM

8 I found so many of these categories to be really broad on the map. Need tools for data
interpretation and applying this to a local context/ground-truthing. Also would be helpful to
understand what lands have already been protected, or is that factored in somewhere?

8/5/2025 9:32 AM

9 Right now, more than 50% of Vermont are literally "green spaces" - even if they are not
"permanently conserved." How can we make sure that this policy is not going to be a rider to
develop 50% of VT? A free market approach of land acquisitions is not prohibitive of the
development of low density residential development - with the development of farmland critical
wildlife corridors are being increasingly impaired. Purchasing these development rights is not a
strategy that can prevent this from happening in time as we're loosing farmland faster than
we're protecting it and in the absence of ethical (non-carbon market, non inflationary) financing
strategies.

8/5/2025 9:24 AM

10 So much private land....so few younger people (farm family kids and grandkids) willing to take
over the farm....so not much way to make a living on farmland any more, and the farmland is
worth more as a commodity to offload onto the many well to do folks coming here to be safer

8/5/2025 9:21 AM
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with climate changes getting worse. We need more financial incentives for conservation. The
state needs to pony up.

11 I am concerned about the objective to "IMPROVE FOREST STRUCTURE", which all too often
amounts to logging. I want to see more emphasis or protecting mature forest and its capacity
to become old growth given the protection it requires.

8/5/2025 9:18 AM

12 People attempting to cope with new technology in forestry and farming struggle to cope with
top-down planning, resulting in blocking the evolution of Vermont farms.

8/5/2025 9:17 AM

13 test 8/4/2025 2:55 PM
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Q9
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: 15
 Skipped: 5
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Q10 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: 15 Skipped: 5
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Q11
OBJECTIVE THREE: STRENGTHEN CONSERVATION CAPACITY.
Please add any additional comments or ideas for this objective and the

potential pathways.
Answered: 13
 Skipped: 7

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Again, this question is too broad. There needs to be a more transparent process here, where
the public can be involved in the discussions, be able to listen, watch, or attend in some way,
and to make comments or contributions leading up to these objectives and pathways. The
posters give very basic and vague information, so there isn't a way to give informed answers
here. Some of the pathways are viable, some not, some realistic, and some not applicable
here. Perhaps there is a need for some of the pathways, but do they belong here or should
they be addressed in a different manner?

8/6/2025 9:41 PM

2 The Vermont community is unique in its dedication and community participation in
conservation efforts. The pathways identified are worthy goals, but I am worried they will be
pursued using financing schemes that have already been rejected by community members
(i.e., PES) or raise valid concerns about conflicting interests and exploitation that will harm
Vermont communities (i.e., reliance on carbon or biodiversity credit markets). With the
changes in federal policy, I worry these options will become more attractive to decisionmakers
even as the community consistently voices opposition.

8/6/2025 9:55 AM

3 Good luck finding the money in this era of shrinking public resources and diminishing sense of
what constitutes the Common Good.

8/5/2025 12:36 PM

4 We need knowledgeable people in positions of authority, and those who will not be swayed by
the temptation of money and their own agendas. No greenwashing etc.

8/5/2025 11:54 AM

5 I think the objective and pathways are critical but I am skeptical that the financial support is
going to be there. Farmers especially depend on there land for their retirement - how can we
make that work?

8/5/2025 10:28 AM

6 In order for the State of Vermont to be successful in achieving the goals set out in Act 59, we
must increase capacity for conservation organizations of all sizes and types, which requires
significant investment of financial and time resources.

8/5/2025 10:27 AM

7 This is huge. We need to think about how these lands will be stewarded, by who, and with what
money. I wonder what role Vermont Natural Resources Conservation Districts can play in the
stewardship of protected land.

8/5/2025 9:39 AM

8 I am optimistically giving this a 9 in viability, seems like so much is changing at the federal
level. As a smaller county-level land trust, we are excited to step up and participate in these
efforts but having clear guidance and support, as well as the financing to make it possible,
would make a huge difference in our ability to achieve these goals.

8/5/2025 9:34 AM

9 To the working lands community it is affront to speak about the "conservation community" or
the "legal land steward" as the relevant factor for being credited for on-the ground management
practices and/or outcomes. We need a functioning democratic process to continue the work of
a Just Transition where regulations of required agricultural practices are being phased in over
time (e.g. neonicotinoids phase out) vs. private markets (carbon credits) or contracts
(conservation easements) determining top down what farming may or may not be in the future.
Similarly, we need to make sure farmers maintain autonomy in their land ownership and won't
get reduced to be lease holders - loosing critical assets to secure their retirements and
intergenerational wealth.

8/5/2025 9:29 AM

10 This is a capitalist country. This objective is the most difficult to reach, in my view. Money
seems to be everything. I grew up on a large dairy farm in NC. Worked myself so hard...got out
as fast as I could after college, and all my siblings as well. Farming is not the future. I wish it
were more financially feasible, with or without immigrant help. In my small PUD we have 2/3 of
our shared land in conservation, and we have a sheep farmer graze the fields after ground-

8/5/2025 9:26 AM
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nesting birding season, a few weeks of growth, and then haying, where the farmer who hays
sells to the sheep farmer for winter feed. Pretty great because the sheep also fertilize for next
year. But it took a lot of conversation for my mostly city-raised neighbors to understand this
chain of events as the best and most ecological/sustainable way forward to steward our land.
Yay for us, even though it's just a 120 acres. It's a big wildlife corridor, and we are inundated
with bears, racoons, various birds, even an adolescent bobcat this year. We are happy and
content with being in the wild with our wild neighbors! And the sheep are happy too.

11 Again, Act 59 should focus on protecting wildlands not working lands. Although, there are
important reasons to protect farmland, we should not do so at the expense of wildland. We
face a set of global environmental crises that demand that we make sure that sufficient areas
are protected to guarantee fully functioning natural ecosystems for future generations.

8/5/2025 9:23 AM

12 I see what this generation calls "conservation" creating monstrous problems for the next
generation. These definitions of conservation are so misanthropic as to create even more
misery than our current plague of homelessness. Farming is not static: it is changing as
rapidly as the internet, but efforts called Conservation are attempting to fossilize agriculture. It
will not work.

8/5/2025 9:21 AM

13 test 8/4/2025 2:56 PM
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Q12
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS. Please provide any additional comments
or suggestions. Thank you.

Answered: 10
 Skipped: 10

# RESPONSES DATE

1 The presentation included a great proportion of time devoted to the preservation of agricultural
land in general. This is in direct contradiction to Act 59, which states the need for "three
conservation categories and suggestions for developing any modifications or additions to these
categories that maintain or complement the core concepts of ecological reserve areas,
biodiversity conservation areas, and natural resource management areas" and that "criteria
shall be developed to determine the types of agricultural lands that will qualify as supporting
and restoring biodiversity and therefore count towards the natural resource management area
category. The focus on agricultural land in the capacity of this act is wrong. Ag land deserves
to have a focus, but it does not belong here unless it contributes to biodiversity. What amount
of the 27% is actually agricultural land that is not contributing to biodiversity but in fact
detrimental to it, monocultures, contaminated with various pesticides, non-natives, invasive
species, compacted sterile land, etc. Also, some of the 27% is not in permanent protection,
and so should not be counted. Another issue is participation in the carbon and biodiversity
markets, which are detrimental overall, not actually helping either climate or biodiversity, and
allowing, even encouraging pollution and environmental degradation in other places while that
damage should be ended everywhere, not only in some mitigation places, like Vermont's 30 -
50%.

8/6/2025 10:06 PM

2 I think many were disappointed that the virtual listening session was actually just a
presentation without an opportunity for listening, discussion, or follow up questions to the
presenters. This format did not reflect principles of community engagement, doesn't seem to
be in keeping with the public participation requirements in Act 59, and doesn't feel like an
adequate means of getting community input on the plan/next steps. I encourage more robust,
meaningful community participation in the future to meet legal obligations and to ensure the
plan actually reflects community values, efforts, concerns, and contributions.

8/6/2025 10:00 AM

3 My priorities would be looking beyond simple human interests. In general we seem to be a
greedy, self-centered and short-sighted species. Caring for the ecological well-being of the
land, caring for ALL of nature, protecting against climate change, etc. will indeed serve the
human race well. We won't survive unless we take care of all. And again, I see protecting old
growth forests as part of the way forward. Thank you.

8/5/2025 12:03 PM

4 I think town planning is very important in getting these objectives accomplished. You should
work with town planning commissions to help identify critical lands for conservation.

8/5/2025 10:29 AM

5 This presentation was very informative. I appreciate the inclusion of working lands and
farmlands in the conversation about VT conservation. Farms are such a huge part of the VT
landscape and VT Cultural heritage and pride of this state. Conversion of farmlands to
developed sprawl is not the future I want to see in VT. Thanks for your hard work!

8/5/2025 9:41 AM

6 Thanks for having a virtual option for this, I appreciate all the hard work and thoughtful
analysist that has already been done here!

8/5/2025 9:34 AM

7 We have many more comments and ideas. Act 59 is a law - not a private project. We kindly
request there being a formal public comment period where we can provide written comments
on a draft written plan.

8/5/2025 9:30 AM

8 An uphill climb. I support what you are doing. Gus Seelig is a great advocate for what needs to
be done. The legislature and the executive branch need to give VHCB more financial support
for conservation-related public land acquisition, and for building affordable housing in town and
city centers. "Build up, not out," Gus told the legislators! He is so right!

8/5/2025 9:29 AM

9 Act 59 is a beacon of hope in a world dedicated to extracting more and more from the natural
world, but there is a very real danger of this goal being seriously diluted by attempts to protect
extractive industries that degrade rather than support natural processes.

8/5/2025 9:26 AM
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10 Are you coordinating with the Tier 3 rule making for Act 181? 8/5/2025 9:07 AM




