
Public Land Conservation Funding



Foster collaborative action to 

conserve culturally and 

ecologically important landscapes 

benefitting people, economies, 

and nature throughout the 

six-state watershed.







68%



Maryland



Pennsylvania



Virginia



$2.4 billion

$52.0 billion

$338.0 million

$5.1 billion

$33 million

Economic output annually, 

National Parks in watershed

Spent annually, outdoor 

recreation in watershed

Economic activity annually, 

Virginia State Parks

Ecosystem services annually, 

VA protected lands

Ecosystem services annually, 

Lancaster Co. PA protected lands

Value of Protected Lands



Farms

Forests

Habitat

Heritage

Health

All interconnected:

Vibrant economy

Strong communities

Healthy people

Working farms/forests

Thriving native wildlife

Clean water

Healthy watersheds

Shared heritage

Recreation

Quality of life



Farms Forests Habitat Heritage
Human 
Health



Add 22% by 2050

=

17 Richmonds

80 Harrisburgs

100 Annapolises











States: 

$300 million +
Federal:

~ $30 million



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Delaware

Source: DE DNREC, DE Department of Agriculture

19.0M

3.0M2.5M3.0M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

19.0M



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Delaware

Source: DE DNREC, DE Department of Agriculture

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

FY 2020 
Values



State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Maryland

Source: MD Department of Natural Resources

61.6M

99.0M

144.9M

70.0M

125.1M



State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)
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Maryland

Source: MD Department of Natural Resources

FY 2020 
Values



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

New York

Source: The Nature Conservancy

80.4M 77.3M 73.9M

40.3M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

71.7M



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

New York

73.9M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

FY 2020 
Values

Source: The Nature Conservancy



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Pennsylvania

$25.0M

$22.9M

$17.7M

Source: PA DCNR. PA Dept. of Agriculture, PA DCED

48.9M
53.5M

45.9M
48.8M

45.8M
49.4M

53.5M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)
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Pennsylvania
State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

Source: PA DCNR. PA Dept. of Agriculture, PA DCED

FY 2019 
Values
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Virginia

$0.5M

Source: VA DCR, VA DHR, VA DACS, VOF

68.0M

87.5M

48.2M
One-time 
mitigation 
funding

74.7 M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

With 
projected 
2019 tax 
credits at 
$75M cap 
level

With 
projected 
2019 tax 
credits at 
$75M cap 
level
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Virginia

Source: VA DCR, VA DHR, VA DACS, VOF

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

FY 2020 
Values



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

West Virginia

6.0M

Source: WV Agricultural Land Protection Authority, WV DNR, WV OHCF

5.5M

6.3M

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

(Projected)Projected
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West Virginia

Source: WV Agricultural Land Protection Authority, WV DNR, WV OHCF

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

FY 2018 
Values



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

All States

$0.5M

FY2019 & 20 VA tax 
credit program numbers 
are projected based on 
maximum authorized.

*

State Funds Supporting Land Protection (State-wide)

**

FY2016 PA data not 
available.

+

+

#

#
FY2018 includes one time 
mitigation funds in VA.



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

State Investment Relative to Area

48.2M

Based on FY 2019 State-wide Funding



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

State Investment Relative to Population

Based on FY 2019 State-wide Funding



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Investment in Farmland Preservation

48.2M

Based on FY 2019 State-wide Funding



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

All Federal

48.2M

*
Many FY19 and FY20 
program levels not yet 
available.

*

Federal Funds Supporting Land Protection in Chesapeake Watershed

*



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

FY18 State-Federal Comparison

48.2M Many FY19 and 
FY20 federal
program levels 
not yet 
available.

NOTE:
State figures 
are state wide. 
Federal figures 
are allocations 
in the CBW.

*

*

*
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State

Federal

Philanthropy

Private Capital

Local 

?

?

?



Catalog of Land Conservation Financing

Local Funding

One example:

Over a 25-year period, Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, invested more than $113 million of 
county funds in farmland preservation to match 
more than $90 million in state funds and $10 
million in federal funds.



Demand for Conservation

A few examples:

PA Farmland Preservation:

● Adams County: 68 applications covering 6,300 acres; could 
only preserve 800-1,000 acres with available funds

● Statewide: 1,500 farms are on county backlogs

MD Agricultural Land Preservation:

● 2013-18: 538 applications; only 247 easements could be 
funded

VA Land Conservation Foundation:

● For FY21: 86 applications requesting $106.5 million to 
conserve 55,584 acres



● If farmland preservation constitutes over 50% of conservation 
funding, are we doing enough for other resource values? For 
example, given recent science on biodiversity declines and climate 
change, how can investments in conserving natural heritage be 
increased?

● If over a third of all state land protection funding is found within 
one state, what can be done to increase funding in other states?

● Seventy percent of the watershed population lives within urban 
areas. How can states better support acquisitions of trails, passive 
parks, community gardens, etc. to better improve urban residents'  
health, environmental, economic, and social well being?

● The report reflects examples of the economic benefits of land 
conservation. Would a more comprehensive report on the 
economic benefits derived from conserved lands be useful in 
supporting further funding?

A Few Questions to Consider


