
ERF Prioritization – Why Should We Reevaluate? 

• Land use and conservation status of many parcels has changed, so parcel scores may no longer 

reflect current conditions 

• In previous prioritization, parcels were characterized as “conserved” when in fact they are not. 

Parcels with designated open space are included in this “conserved” status when perhaps they 

should simply be excluded (if appropriate). Or if not excluded, parcels with designated open 

space could be assigned a lower priority for conservation since they already have some level of 

protection. 

• Parcel ownership may have changed since previous prioritization 

• Certain parcels were excluded in the previous analysis because they are town or state owned – 

should they be excluded? 

• Should a threshold minimum acreage be applied to parcels for consideration of conservation? 

Or should acreage be a criterion in scoring? Suggested minimum threshold of 5 acres. 

• There may be a need to take a closer look at the scoring criteria and modify it 

• Should development risk or threat be a consideration in scoring? That is, should lands that are 

already heavily constrained by topography (steep slopes, floodplain) or soils (septic suitability) 

be scored lower than lands that are relatively unconstrained? 

• Should some criteria be dropped?  

• Are there additional criteria to consider?  

 

ERF Parcel Matrix (methodology applied in 2013, with notes in red) 

*If parcels intersected any of the following features, they received the feature’s respective “points”. 

I. Resources 

Named Stream = 1 point    

Unnamed Stream = 1 point  

Should named streams count for 2 points? Should this be more refined, like miles of stream? For 

example, < ½ mile of stream = 1, ½ -1 mile of stream = 2, >1 mile of stream =3 

150 ft Stream Buffer = 1 point 

50 ft Unnamed Stream Buffer = 1 point 

Isn’t this duplicative of named and unnamed streams criteria? If a parcel has a stream, it will 

automatically have a buffer. I recommend removing the buffer criteria.  

Wetland = 1 point  Should this be changed to acres of wetland, similar to the streams criteria? 

Since wetlands are protected by town and state regulations, should this be treated as a development 

constraint, rather than a factor that increases the priority for conservation? 

Proposed Trail = 1 point  Should trails and paths be combined? Feet or miles of proposed 

trail/path? What about existing paths and trails? 

Proposed Path = 1 point 

Slope > 30% = 1 point Arguably, this could be viewed as a development constraint similar to wetlands  



Core Wildlife Habitat = 1 point Combine this with wildlife corridor as SWHA. Tally the acres per parcel 

and use that to score parcels. 

Wildlife Corridor = 1 point 

Uncommon Species = 1 point 

RTE? (not included in previous prioritization) 

Unique Natural Community = 1 point  

Potential Trail Link = 1 point  How to assess this? 

Adjacent Protected Land (Town Land, Conserved Land, Park Land, Open Space) = 1 point 5 points? 

LESA < 120 = 1 point 

LESA > 120 = 2 points 

VIEWSHED - Parcels with focal points or in primary viewshed areas = 1   

 

Should any of these criteria be weighted more than others? Are there any other criteria to consider? 

What about using Vermont Conservation Design (Biofinder?) in addition to these others, with a higher 

weighting? Alternately, VCD could be used as a proxy for all other natural resources named above. 

VCD Priority Area – 5 points 

VCD Highest Priority Area – 10 points 

II. Development Potential (Threat?)  I added this category 

• Undeveloped Parcels = 2 points 

• Developed Parcels >10.5 acres = 1 point 

• Developed Parcels < 10.5 acres = 0 points 

• Slopes >30% = 0 

• Slopes 15-30% = 1 

• Slopes < 15% = 2 

• > 50% of parcel in Special Flood Hazard Area = 0  

• < 50% of parcel in SFHA = 1 

• None of parcel in SFHA = 2 

• >50% of parcel in Class II wetland = 0 

• <50% of parcel in Class II wetland = 1 

• No wetlands on parcel = 2  

• Parcel in Sewer Service Area = 1 

• Parcel outside Sewer Service Area = 0 

• Parcels with designated open space = 0 

• Parcels with no designated open space = 1 
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