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The importance of planning and conservation to maintain healthy streams and
watersheds and to sustain restoration progress in the face of population growth and
associated changes in land use (and climate) has been a primary concern of the CBP
Partners since its inception in 1983.

Over the past 40 years, the CBP has struggled to define a value-added role in planning
and conservation because both activities are mostly implemented locally by county and
municipal governments and NGO’s.

The proposed new CBP Land Use Strategy, endorsed by the Land Use Workgroup and
presented to the WQGIT and HWGIT, provides guidance on how the CBP can be more
supportive and effective in promoting conservation and sound land use decisions.



1. Monitor land use/land cover change at high spatial, temporal, and categorical resolution consistently
throughout the Bay watershed and intersecting counties.

2. Forecast plausible future scenarios of land use change into the future (e.g., 2030, 2050).

3. Assess impacts of current and future changes in land use to water quality, wildlife and aquatic habitats,
climate resiliency, and other ecosystem services.

4. Encourage smart growth policies for new development (e.g., infill, redevelopment, and preserving rural
character) by enhancing local capacity to conserve lands and providing information to inform land use
planning decisions that minimize losses of valued natural and working lands.

Protect the best, plan the rest.

5. Effectively communicate land use/land cover information to local decisionmakers. Make it actionable and
relevant to their needs and concerns.
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4. Encourage smart growth policies for new development (e.g., infill, redevelopment, and preserving rural
character) by enhancing local capacity to conserve lands and providing information to inform land use
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Protect the best, plan the rest.

5. Effectively communicate land use/land cover information to local decisionmakers. Make it actionable and

- relevant to their needs and concerns.
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Water Quality Improvements Fish, Wildlife and Habitats Land Conservation Increased Benefits to People

Land Conservation
Objectives

Targeting and
Assessment Tools
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Question 1
My primary interest is identifying

. Forest Model (CCP)
important forest lands to conserve.

Question 2 \ \
My primary interest is identifying No
important to conserve

Question 3 { v
My primary interest is identifying

. . Habitat Model (CCP)
important habitats to conserve.
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Question 4 ¥ ¥ ;
My primary interest is identifying Heritage Model
important cultural and heritage Al (CCP)
resources to conserve. |
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Question 5 Chesapeake Healthy

My primary interest is identifying e o Watersheds

healthy watersheds to conserve. Assessment
L

Question 6 \ i

My primary interest is identifying No

locations and opportunities for

Question 7

My primary interest is identfiyng
landscapes/watersheds to conserve
for multiple ecological benefits.

Cross-GIT
Conservation
Composite

Question 8

My primary interest is identifying
lands vulnerable to development in
various planning scenarios

WDD - Land Policy &
Conservation Module

https://gis.chesapeakebay.net/targeting




Watershed Data Dashboard: Land Policy & Conservation Dashboard

Land Policy & Conservation Land Use Dataset Comparison Additional Resources A
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Chesapeake Healthy Watersheds Assessment 2.0
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Select Metrics to Add to Map~
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& Healthy stream

(example of good management?)

Unhealthy watershed
& Unhealthy stream

(restoration priority?)
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Parcel-scale Identification of Potential Restoration Opportunities







* Targeting tools are best used by those familiar with the data and decisions, working together
with decision makers.

* Data quality, availability, and currency are always limiting factors associated with all targeting
tools.

* No targeting tool is perfect. Their development involves tradeoffs between relevance,
flexibility, transparency, and ease of use.

* The CBP is developing the data and capacity to inform parcel-scale prioritization of
conservation and restoration actions.

* Understanding who makes restoration and conservation decisions, what information they
depend on to inform those decisions, and where they get their information are critical for

developing useful tools.
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