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Forest LLoss

«  While 74% of the state is covered by forests, a closer
look reveals that our forests are being converted
and fragmented by rural sprawl.

*  We are also outright losing our forests due to
development and forestland conversion.

* According to the Forest Service’s Forest Inventory
Analysis, 12,649 acres of forestland are converted
on average to nonforest every year.*

* Source: USDA Forest Service. 2021. Forests of
Vermont, 2020. Resource Update FS-227. Madison,

WI: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service. A Bk Cardien
https:/ /doi.org/10.2737 / FS-RU-337



https://doi.org/10.2737/FS-RU-212

Forest Fragmentation




Examples of Forest Fragmentation
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Examples of Forest Fragmentation
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Examples of Forest Fragmentation




Vermont Habitat Blocks and

Habitat Connectivity:
An Analysis using
Geographic Information Systems

Verment Fish and Wildlife Department
April 2014

Eric Sorenson, Vermant Fish and Wildife Department
Jan Caborne, Vermont Land Trust




Parcelization

The breaking up of land into
smaller and smaller parcels,
usually through subdivision.

Increased, potentially disjointed
ownership of parent parcel;

Step toward new development,
housing and infrastructure that may
fragment natural resources and intact

forests depending on how it occurs;

Less viable tracts for forestry; and
Potential negative ecological impacts.

A. Blake Gardner



VNRC Parcelization Website

VT PARCELIZATION WEBSITE Home Data Explorer Reports More v~ Q

- :"g)cg;:il;ei eparcelization data more V-I- P ARCELI Z A.” 0 N

* To visualize change spatially. WEBSITE
* To generate geographically-
specific reports

Recent trends illustrate the phenomenon of parcelization (the
subdivision of land into smaller and smaller pieces and multiple
ownerships) is gaining momentum in Vermont.

Available at:

Vermont is the third most forested of the lower 48 states with
approximately 4.6 million acres of forestland. Despite being so
heavily forested, for the first time in over a century Vermont is

WWW.thOI'eSttrendS.VI]I'C.OI'g actually losing forest cover due to parcelization, subdivision, and

the subsequent development of land.

When land is broken up into smaller parcels from parcelization and
subdivision, the result is typically an increase in the number of
parcels with housing and infrastructure such as roads, septic and
utility lines. When this development occurs, it “fragments” the
landscape and can affect plant and animal species, wildlife habitat,
water quality and recreational access. It can also affect the
contiguous ownership and management of forest parcels, and thus

£l HIN N N | +. + £ £, tlond & tailne ibn £ VL +,

A Blake Gardner




Background on VNRC Research

Phase 1 (2010) Statewide parcelization trends based
on Grand List data, 2003-2009.

Phase 2 (2014)  Subdivisions in 22 case study towns.

Phase 3 (2018) Parcelization trends, 2004-2016

Informing Land Use Planning and
Forestland Conservation
Through Subdivision and

Parcelization Trend Information

(state, regional planning commission, county, & town levels).

Phase 4 (2023) In progress to update trends through 2020, and

examine new data sets such as property transfer tax returns.

Funded by the Forest Ecosystem Monitoring Cooperative, the Northeastern States Research Cooperative (NSRC), a partnership of Northern Forest states

(New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, and New York) in coordination with the USDA Forest Service, and other partners




Private Land Trends - Phase 3

In 2016, roughly 3,350,000
acres (70.4% of the land)
were in parcels 50 acres or
larger.*

*residential 40.0%
*woodland 25.7%




Acreage by Parcel Type

The number of acres in the “residential” category is increasing, while “farm” and
“woodland” acreage is decreasing, with “woodland” acreage decreasing the fastest.

Acreage by Parcel Type | Residential increased by 162,670 acres, a
3,000,000 7% increase over the study period

2,500,000 |~

Residential
2,000,000
Woodland parcels decreased by 147,680 acres, a —-Farm
15% decrease over the study period (a portion
1,300,000 was due to public land transfer) -+-Woodland

1,000,000 | @ o . | Other
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Number of Parcels with Dwellings by Parcel Size

Growth in dwellings on smaller parcels compared to larger parcels.

Number of Parcels with Dwellings by Parcel Size m 2004 m2016

180000

160000
140000 —
Parcels less than 50 acres in size
120000 with dwellings increased by
100000 20,737 parcels, which is an 8.8%
increase over the study period
80000
60000 ‘

40000

Oto2 2to5 5to10 10 to 25 25 to 50 50 to 100 100 to 200 > 200
Parcel Size (acres)

20000

Number of Parcels with Dwellings

0




VNRC Subdivision Study - Phase 2

» Reviewed records of subdivisions
in 22 case study towns

» Total subdivision activity, by

zoning district, from 2002 through
2009

 When land is subdivided...

- How many lots were created?

« What size were the lots?

Informing Land Use Planning and
Forestland Conserva6on
Through Subdivision and

Parcelizabon Trend Informa6on

Authors:
Deb Brighton, Vermont Family Forests
Jarmey Fidel, Forest and Biodiversity Program Director, Vermont Natural Resources Coundi

Brian Shupe, Sustainabl e Communi6es Program Directol

Steve Sindlair, Vermont Department of Forests, Parks and Recreaton
John Ausén, Vermont Fish and Wil diife Department

Funded By:
Northeastern States Research Cooperabve
Vermont Natural | Resources Council

September 2010




How many lots were created?

Findings:

* 2,749 lots created from 925 subdivisions affecting a total of 70,827
acres of land.

 On average, each subdivision resulted in 2-4 lots.

* Based on spatial analysis in four Phase II communities, between

50% and 68.8% of the subdivided acres were located within forest
blocks mapped by the Agency of Natural Resources.



Relevance to Act 250?

* The majority of subdivision is not triggering Act 250.

*Only 1% - 2% of subdivisions in the case study towns were
large enough to trigger Act 250.

* A small number of subdivisions, but a larger amount
acreage, was subject to Act 250 under amendment
jurisdiction, meaning the land was already under Act 250.



What Were The Lot Sizes?

Findings
* Median lot sizes: 2.4 - 12.15 acres
* Size of original lot (“parent parcel”) matters

Size of original | Subdivisions resulting in at least one
parcel 50+ acre parcel

100+ acres 97 %

50-100 acres 57%

What does this mean?

* Resulting parcels may be too small to support long-term
forest management goals.

* Multiple owners can lead to fragmented land
management.



Where Were The Lots Created?

Finding:
Most land subdivision is taking

place in rural residential districts
versus conservation districts.

What does this mean?

In Rural
Res.
districts

In Natural
Resource
districts

0% of total
subdivision
S

79%

15%

% of total
acres

84 %

22%

* Natural resources in “default” districts - where most
subdivision is happening - may be more vulnerable to
fragmentation unless these districts include standards.

* Opportunity for improved site design and subdivision

configuration in these areas.




VNRC Subdivision Study - Phase 4

* In progress to update trends
through 2020 using Grand List
data. We expect similar trends to
previous studies, but we are
interested in measuring the
effects of Covid migration and
increased land sales/transfers.

* Also examining new data sets
such as property transfer tax

return information in addition to
EranecElEisE

Case Study using Property Transfer Tax
Returns - Captures Majority of Subdivisions

Addison County Subdivided
Parcels Analysis

Potential spatial analyses of land use and land cover of subdivided
parcels in Addison County from 2018-2021.

kpatel19 Patel
August 6, 2022

Understanding where parcel subdivisions are occuring can help address housing and conservation
challenges in Vermont. Using Vermont Property Transfer Tax data for 2018-2021 to indicate
subdivisions, this analysis describes land use and land cover characteristics of those areas to support

planning and conservation efforts. Methods for this analysis are documented here.




VNRC Subdivision Study - Phase 4

There are 18,678 Parcels in Addison County and
125 parcels subdivided from 2018 through 2021
(about 0.5% Parcels).

I Al Parcels in Addison County
[ Subdivided Parcels

Sources: Data Sources: Vermont Center for Geographic Information (VCGI), Addison County Transﬁr Database
NAD 1983 State Plane Vermont Projected Coordinate System




VNRC Subdivision Study - Phase 4

Parcel Count by Land Use
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VNRC Subdivision Study - Phase 4

This map shows that 114 of 125 subdivided parcels
(919%) intersect with areas designated as forest
blocks.

Highest and High Priority Forest Blocks
I subdivided Parcels in High and Highest Priority Forest Blocks

Sources: Data Sources: Vermont Center for Geographic Information (VCGI), Addison County Transfer Database
NAD 1983 State Plane Vermont Projected Coordinate System




Property Sales & Covid-19 Migration

o
/\Q\ PROPERTY TRANSFER DATA ANALYSIS

VT Residential Property Sales to Out-of-State Buyers

7-Day Average of Daily Transactions from 2017-2021

60

2020:
55

Increase of over
1000 residential
) property sales to
out-of-state buyers
compared to 2019
45 (38% increase.)

r

NEL Apr NED NEL
2017 2018 2019

Transactions included are those over $20,000 with buyer self reporting use as ‘primary’ or ‘secondary’ residence and buyer mailing address outside of Vermont in the property transfer tax return.



Property Sales & Covid-19 Migration

VT Residential Property Sales to Out-of-State Buyers Residential Property Sold to Out-of-State Buyers in
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Property Sales Data

Go to website



VNRC New Project - Landowner Outreach

> A joint project with the Agency of Natural Resources (FPR
and FWD), Vermont Coverts, Vermont Woodlands
Association, and other partners including Deb Brighton.

> Funded by the Forest Service, Landscape Scale Restoration
Program.

» Database of new land transfers - over 6,000 transfers a
year of parcels over ten acres in recent years.

> Identify new landowners in priority forest areas.

> Develop landowner decision making roadmap and guide
for stewardship and conservation opportunities.

> Provide direct technical assistance to approximately 100
landowners over two years.

» Webinars and other outreach.






ROUNDTABLE ON PARCELIZATION AND
FOREST FRAGMENTATION

FINAL REPORT

MAY 2007

Recc dati froma dtable of diverse particiy

Primary Author: Jamey Fidel, Forest and Biodiversity Program Director,
Vermont Natural Resources Council
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ROUNDTABLE RECOMMENDATIONS CHECKLIST

RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING TAX POLICY

The following recommendations focus on tax policies that influence the way forestland is
managed and conserved in Vermont.

o

Q o

The Forest Roundtable strongly endorses Vermont’s Use Value Appraisal
Program (UVA) including continued funding.

Educate municipal officials regarding the lack of impact of the UVA Program en
municipal tax rates.

Provide the UVA Program with adequate resources to administer the program.
The Agency of Natural Resources, The Department of Taxes, and the
Legislature should study ways to improve the overall efficiency and
administration of the Program.

Conduct an independent legislative study of the UVA Program which examines
the statutory goals of the program and assesses the program’s effectiveness with
respect to the original goals. For example, is the goal of conserving natural
ecological systems adequately addressed? This study should also nssess wiys to
d landewner enrollment in the program, and assess the effectiveness of the
se change tax.

Ia
Assess property with perpetual conservation easements at a lower value.
Disburse property transfer tax revenue according to the formula set in statute.
Strengthen the collection of the land gains tax on timber sales on land subject to

the land gains tax, and develop better mechanisms to track timber sales and
ussess taxes from these sales.

RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING CONSERVATION PLANNING

The following ions focus on ion planning as a broad theme
encompassing state, regional, municipal, and estate planning mechanisms to reduce the
rate of parcelization and forest fragmentation in Vermont.

.

Educate about for Keeping intact across
multiple generations.

Track annual rates of parcelization in Vermont.

Utilize existing data and develop maps to identify and prioritize forest blocks for
conservation.

Track and analyze rates and degree of forest fragmentation in Vermont.

Integrate existing planning efforts at the local, regional and state level to better
address and forest

Identify and correct gaps in Act 250 and other land use regulations to attenuate
the rate of p: and forest in Vermont.

Implement planning efforts that reflect the public values of forests.

RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE CONSERVATION,
STEWARDSHIP. AND VALUATION OF ECOSYSTEM SERVICES

The following ions focus on iom, hip, and in
the recognition of the value of healthy functioning forested ecosystems in Vermont.

O Develop a system to quantify, and

for the value of services provided by forestland in
Vermont.

Communicate the value of forests to the public in everyday terms, including the
ecological benefits that the public is receiving for free from healthy functioning
forests.

Convene a forum on how to manage for ecosystem services at the regional scale,
pying attention to property rights, alternative models of ownership and
management, and to required policies and distribution of costs and benefits.

Create an annual award for service to increase

and showease forest ethics role models in the state.

Fund the development of build-out models and case studies to show projected
impucts on ecosystem services in order to assist planning, conservation, and
stewardship activities.

Create a model for
Organizations (TIMO's) that can buy and manage forestland collectively.

Support the of that foster conservation,
forest stewardship, ecosystem services and forest product marketing efficiencies.

RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE LONG-TERM SUSTAINABILITY
OF THE FOREST PRODUCTS INDUSTRY

The following recommendations focus on supporting the forest products industry as a
way to strengthen the viability of working forestland, which makes up a considerable
percentage of the Vermont landscape.

O Bolster development of strong, effective, cooperative statewide organizations
that bring together forest products industry representatives, landowners and
manufacturers to promote the forest products economy.

) Increase the visibility of the contribution of u working forest to the state,
including the economic, ecological and social benefits of forestland.

O Increase the professionalism of logging. Invest in progrums to suppert youth
who are interested in becoming loggers. Develop loan programs, a worker’s
compensation pool, and better access to health insurance. Promote the use of
low-impact equipment and natural resource management programs.

O Continue and strengthen state promotion for the forest products manufucturing
sector.

O Promote the use of Vermont wood in Vermont and in Vermont-sponsored
devedopment. Support buying local as a concept and eacourage architects and
builders to support the use of local wood.

O Increase weight limits on Vermont Interstates to make Vermont competitive in
the region.




2015 Vermont Forest Fragmentation Report

'VERMONT DEPARTMENT OF FORESTS,
PARKS AND RECREATION

AGENCY OF NATURAL RESOURCES

APRIL 2015

Report to the Vermont Legislature

VERMONT
DEPARTMENT OF
FoResTs, PARKS
AND RECREATION

AGENCY OF
NATURAL
RESOURCES

MaRrcH 2016

Recommendations in support of

Forest Health and Integrity

In response to Act 61 of 2015

-~ VERMONT
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VERMONT

SUBMITTED TO:

THE SENATE AND House COMMITTEES ON
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY

AND

THe House CommiTTEE ON FisH, WILDLIFE,
AND WATER RESOURCES

Feport to the Vermont the Act 171 Forest Integrity Sudy Committee

Bvaluation of potential changesto
statewide and local forestland planning and
regulation to support forest integrity

February 3,2017

SQubmitted to:

“The House Committes on Natural Fesourcss, Fish and Wildife
The Houss Committes on Agriculture and Forestry

Energy
Designated participants:
) G P o~ Micha! Shyder
2) Commissioner of Community D ~ Lucy Leriche, Secretary, Agency of
Commerce & Community Development

3) Chair of the Natural Fesources Board - Diane Shelling

4) Acurrent officer of amunicipality, appointed by the Vermont League of Gities and Towns— Karen
Hon

5) Vermont Assodiation of Planning & Development Agendies — Bonnie Waninger

6) Vermont Natural Fesources Goundl and Forest Founchable — Jamey Fidel

7) Vermont Working Lands Enterprise Board — Joe Nelson

8) Vermont Forest Products AssoGiation - Sam Lincoln

9) Vermont Woodlands Association - Put Bodgett




STATE OF VERMONT
GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON ACT 250:

THE NEXT 50 YEARS

PURSUANT TO 2017 ACTS AND RESOLVES NO. 47

January 11,2019

Rep. Amy Sheldon, Chair

Sen. Chris Pearson, Vice Chair
Sen. Brian Campion

Rep. David Deen

Rep. Paul Lefebvre

Sen. Richard McCormack

3. Discussion and Recommendation

In 2017, the House passed H.233, entitled an act relating to protecting working
forests and habitats. The bill proposed to amend the Act 250 criteria in order to protect
forest resources and support the forest economy, water quality, and habitat connectivity. It
proposed adding criteria 8(B) and (C), which would require projects subject to the Act to
avoid, minimize, or mitigate fragmentation of, respectively, forest blocks and habitat
connectors. The Commission recommends that the changes to Act 250 contained in H.233
be adopted in order to protect against further fragmentation of Vermont's shrinking forests
and habitat.®

3. Discussion and Recommendation

As discussed in Section V.B,, above, the goal of maintaining a settlement pattern of
compact centers surrounded by rural countryside has been a long-standing policy of the
State of Vermont, and the data indicate that, while the State has had some success, it is not
achieving this goal. Similarly, as discussed in Section V.C,, above, the fragmentation of
forests and habitat threatens Vermont’s ecosystems and natural resources.




STATE OF VERMONT
GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON ACT 250:
THE NEXT 50 YEARS

PURSUANT TO 2017 ACTS AND RESOLVES NO. 47

January 11,2019

Rep. Amy Sheldon, Chair

Sen. Chris Pearson, Vice Chair
Sen. Brian Campion

Rep. David Deen

Rep. Paul Lefebvre

Sen. Richard McCormack

As part of an overall balancing of interests to support ec ic devel in
compact centers while promoting a rural countryside and protecting imponant natural
resources, the C ission rec blishi a multitiered approach toward Act
250 jurisdiction over ¢ cial and industrial d subdivisions, and housing
units. This approach would include the following tiers, wilh jurisdictional thresholds
running from lowest to highest:

e Atier of "critical resource areas” containing ecosystems, natural resources, and
habitat that are priorities for protection. These areas could include river corridors,
elevations above 2,000 feet, significant wetlands, and areas characterized by steep
slopes and shallow soils. Act 250's jurisdiction would be increased by lowering the
existing jurisdictional thresholds for critical resource areas. Regional and municipal
planning processes could assist in identifying critical resource areas. This tier
would include protection of these areas even if they are located within existing
settlements.

e A'rural and working lands" tier, consisting of lands that are neither critical resource
areas nor existing settlements as currently defined in Act 250. Jurisdictional
thresholds would be higher in this tier than the critical resource areas tier but, in
order to protect forests, connecting habitat, and agricultural soils, potentially lower
than they are today.

n7Act 250 Rule 2(C)(6).

VT LEG A335768 v.14

page 35

o Atier for “existing settlements” as defined under current law, which includes not
only existing compact centers, but also areas designated under the State designation
program. This tier would include multiple sub-tiers and jurisdictional thresholds
that might be increased from where they are today for some of these sub-tiers. One
sub-tier might be for areas receiving an enhanced designation created within the
State designation program. Under the enhanced designation process, the
municipality would require compliance with the Act 250 criteria instead of
application review by the District Commission. Because of the implications for Act
250 jurisdiction, designation decisions would become appealable.




INITIAL VERMONT CLIMATE
ACTION PLAN

Vermont Climate Council
DECEMBER 2021

Vermont’s forests, which support a range of
ecological services critical for climate resilience
and adaptation and provide the single largest
source of carbon sequestration and storage in
the state.

Analysis conducted for the Council by Cadmus
indicates that Vermont has seen a steady
decline in sequestration. If that historic trend
continues the state will not meet the GWSA’s
2050 net zero target, even if the 2025 and 2030
emission reduction targets are achieved.

CAP, page. 203.




INITIAL VERMONT CLIMATE
ACTION PLAN

Vermont Climate Council
DECEMBER 2021

KEY STRATEGIES AND ACTIONS

Strategy 1: Promote and incentivize compact settlement and reduce forest
fragmentation:

Effective land use in Vermont requires understanding both sides of the land use coin -
Vermonters need walkable and livable communities with sufficient housing and places to work
and shop. We also need healthy forests, farms, fields, and waters. Our challenge is to plan for
and guide development to the places where we already have or want to construct the necessary
infrastructure for transportation, energy, communications, and human services, and away from
the open spaces so critical to both our ecological and economic health. The Agriculture &
Ecosystems subcommittee recognizes the value and importance of investing in and planning for
compact settlement as a key strategy for conserving Vermont's natural and working lands and
waters. Given the cross-cutting nature of compact settlement, which supports not only
conservation, but also resilient, affordable housing, efficient transportation networks that reduce
emissions, and more, the actions developed by this subcommittee that are specific to compact
settlement have been captured in Section 15, under Compact Settlement.

a. Provide enhanced technical assistance and support to municipalities and regions,
including outreach and education for landowners and community members, to
develop and implement town plans intended to maintain forest blocks and connecting
habitat as authorized by Act 171, and effective zoning and subdivision bylaws to
maintain forest blocks and connecting habitat.

b. Develop required climate-based framework and/or criteria for state grant and

regulatory programs.




INITIAL VERMONT CLIMATE
ACTION PLAN

Vermont Climate Council
DECEMBER 2021

g. U;date Act 250 to promote compact settlement by:

iii.

waiving the mitigation fees for prime agricultural soils*** for alternative or
community wastewater systems that will serve a state designated center.
removing the population-based caps on the Act 250 exemption for priority
housing projects

including criteria that better address climate change, forest fragmentation and
forest loss, to incentivize growth in the state’s designated centers and better
address the specific challenges to working lands enterprises;

updating its governance, staffing, public engagement, and the role of State
Agency permits in the Act 250 process to create the enterprise capacity necessary
to implement new climate related criteria and respond to future land use pressure
from climate change and in-migration of climate refugees.

removing Act 250 jurisdictional thresholds for housing development within and
immediately adjacent to certain state designated centers to incentivize compact,
dense settlement in areas with adequate local land use laws and existing
infrastructure, reducing development pressures on open spaces such as greenfields
and forested locations. These centers should grow in a manner by which walking
and biking are preferred means of mobility, and mobility infrastructure should be
designed for universal accessibility.




» New state land use planning goal
to manage Vermont’s forestlands
so as to maintain and improve
forest blocks and habitat
connectors.

» Requires town and regional plans
to indicate those areas that each
town or region deems to be
important or require special
consideration as forest blocks and
habitat connectors.

» Plan for land development in
those areas to minimize forest
fragmentation and promote the
health, viability, and ecological
function of forests.




Statewide review every 10 years:
2000, 2011, 2021

Complete Review of Town Plans,
Zoning, and Subdivision Bylaws

Sets direction for technical
assistance and land use planning
efforts

Includes a comprehensive set of
recommendations for municipal
and regional planning

Available at vnrc.org

Wildlife Considerations
in Local Planning

Evaluating Twenty Years of Progress in Vermont




Includes Narrative/Definition of Habitat-Forest
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» Planning is occurring for wildlife conservation.

> Nearly every town has a planning commission, and
a growing number have conservation commissions.

> The public benefits associated with wildlife habitat
are increasingly being recognized.

» Town plans strongly recognize the value of non-
regulatory and regulatory strategies.

» There are an increasing number of municipalities
that now identify important forest blocks and
connectivity areas.




Municipalities see the benefit in shaping where development
occurs, but regulations that influence land use often do not sync
up with the stated intentions in town plans.

For example, 74% of municipalities recommend subdivision
regulations, only 55% of municipalities have implemented them.

In general, municipalities support the use of siting and
development review standards.

Conservation districts” are popular and many mention wildlife;
however
> only 19% specifically address wildlife impacts; and
> many conservation related zoning districts lack specific
standards to address habitat or forest fragmentation.

In residential-oriented districts, only 9% of towns mention wildlife,
and only 4% of residential districts have fragmentation standards,
even though this is where the majority of residential development
occurs.




Community Strategies
for Vermont’s
Forests and Wildlife

A Guide for Local Action

ACTION
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Recommendations for State Policy

Recommendations for state policy and investments

*  Support diversified strategies to reduce the pressures on landowners to subdivide land.

«  Provide full statutory funding for the Vermont Housing and Conservation Board (VHCB), and robust funding for the
Working Lands Enterprise Initiative.

«  Consider potential new state revenue sources to boost investment in land conservation and land use planning,.

*  Support the implementation of international 30 x 30 efforts and President Biden’s America the Beautiful initiative to
promote accelerated forestland conservation planning to sustain native biodiversity and a range of co-benefits.

+ Investigate potential new state tax incentives to promote voluntary forest conservation by private landowners, such
as a JFO study of the feasibility of establishing a tax credit or deduction for donations of conservation easements or
fee title on forestland.

*  Support public policy to encourage the aggregation of land for conservation purposes.
*  Support implementation of recommendations from the Vermont Forest Carbon Sequestration Working Group.

*  Support technical assistance and outreach programs (such as VHCB's Forest Viability Program, Vermont Woodlands
Association and VT Coverts programs, etc.) that assist landowners with successional planning to promote
maintaining large intact forestland parcels.

*  Support the implementation of the Intergenerational Transfer of Forestland Working Group’s Recommendations in
response to Act 171 of 2016.

*  Support the implementation of the Forest Roundtable and ANR Forest Fragmentation Report Recommendations.



Recommendations for State Policy

Recommendations for state policy and investments

+  Continue to support working forests, including funding the Current Use Program, and the administration of new
forestland enrollment, including new enrollment opportunities for old forest characteristics.

+  Examine assessing property with perpetual conservation easements at a lower value, or determine how to better assist
landowners with the carrying cost of permanently conserved land, especially if they can’t enroll in the Current Use
Program.

* Address the gaps in Act 250 and strengthen it to play a more meaningful role in reviewing the impacts of development
on forestland. Add criteria to Act 250 to avoid or minimize the fragmentation of intact forest blocks and connectivity
areas; and (2) modify Act 250 jurisdiction to review projects that have a high probability of fragmenting forests.

*  Support and enhance RPC capacity and technical assistance to municipalities to implement Act 171 planning to reduce
the fragmentation of intact forest blocks, working forests, and habitat connectivity areas.

*  Support greater implementation of zoning and subdivision strategies and standards to encourage proactive site design
in forests to reduce forest fragmentation and conversion.

*  Support policies that concentrate new development in settled areas and reduce development pressures on
undeveloped forestland - e.g., boost funding for water supply and wastewater infrastructure in downtowns and
village centers.

*  Consistent with the CAP, explore how to implement a no net loss policy for forestland in Vermont.

*  Support and fund efforts to track the rate of forest fragmentation, parcelization, and conversion in Vermont through
updates to LIDAR mapping, maintenance of the VT Parcelization website, and other new spatial analysis tools, etc.



