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— 8 000 miles of rivers &
streams

— 1,600 lakes & ponds covering
266,000 acres

— 90% forested, 95% private
ownership
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An Historical Perspectivess.
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The Brookings Institution



The bulk of Maine’s recent population growth is occurring outside the
traditional regional hubs

Population growth in regional hubs
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Abstract  Given the nature of modern conservation acqui-
sitions, which often result from gifts and opportunistic
purchases of full or partial property rights, there is a risk that
the resulting mosaic of conserved resources may not rep-
resent a coherent set of public values and benefits. With
different public and private entities engaged in land con-
servation, one would further expect that each organization
would apply separate goals and criteria to the selection
and acquisition of its conservation portfolio. This set of
circumstances raises an important question: what is the
aggregate outcome of this land conservation process?
Retrospective assessments provide a means of reviewing
cumulative historical decisions and elucidating lessons for
improving future conservation strategies. This study used
G1S-based spatial analysis to examine the relationships of
private and public conservation lands in Maine to a variety
of landscape metrics in order to determine the degree to
which these lands represent core ecological and socioeco-
nomic values that are meaningful to a wide cross-section of
citizens. Results revealed that the gains of past conservation
efforts in Maine are counter-balanced to some extent by
apparent gaps in the existing fabric of conservation hold-
ings. Conservation lands capture a representative sample of
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diverse habitat, provide a large measure of protection for
multiple conservation values and indicators, and offer an
unusual mix of outdoor recreational opportunities for resi-
dents and visitors alike. Yet, the majority of parcels are
relatively small and isolated, and thus do not provide con-
tiguous habitat blocks that offset ongoing processes of
landscape fragmentation. Furthermore, the majority of area
associated with many of the ecological metrics examined in
this report is located outside the boundaries of current
conservation holdings. The under-represented metrics
identified in this investigation can be viewed as potential
targets for new strategic conservation initiatives.
Keywords Land conservation - Conservation
assessment - Landscape metrics - Landscape planning -
Conservation strategies - Conservation easement -
Land trusts - Working forest protection

Abbreviations

MDIFW  Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and
Wildlife

MNAP Maine Natural Areas Program

ME DOT  Maine Department of Transportation

ME SPO  Maine State Planning Office

US FWS  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Introduction

In recent years, state and private land conservation initiatives
have grown substantiall y in North America and have greatly
expanded the land area protected through conservation
easements and simple fee acquisition (Fairfax and others
2005: Ginn 2005). It is generally assumed by the public that
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e Moedeling Process
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- New large-scale commercial
mining operation and clearcuts
along the Penobscot River in
Orrington
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