16.5
Property Assessment Criteria

CVLT Criteria and Measures to Evaluate Projects – Property Level

The table below is to be used to rate and compare two or more properties within the CV Land Trust’s identified priority ecological conservation areas (30 metre riparian buffer, 30 metre sensitive ecosystem buffer, upland wildlife corridor or critical watershed). The table below is to be used to generate ‘total measures’ for three categories: Conservation Value, Threat/Vulnerability and Suitability/Feasibility. The Conservation Value and the Threat/Vulnerability measures should be compared in a matrix style comparison (see below) while the Suitability/Feasibility measure is designed for application to the overall result.

Note that properties within the Nanaimo Area Lowland (NAL) ecosection are likely to receive a higher rating in the Conservation Value category than properties within the Leeward Island Mountain (LIM) ecosection, until access to conservation information within the LIM improves.

This decision making tool is a work in progress. Changes may be made by the CV Land Trust Board to accommodate new information and/or to adjust the relative weight of the criteria.


	High rating for Threat/Vulnerability and low rating for Conservation Value 
	High ratings for Conservation Value and Threat/Vulnerability 



	Low ratings for Conservation Value and Threat/Vulnerability
	High rating for Conservation Value and low rating for Threat/Vulnerability










	Criteria
	Description
	Measures

	1. Conservation Value
	Is the land within an area identified as a high priority by the CV Land Trust (30 metre riparian buffer, 30 metre sensitive ecosystem buffer, upland wildlife corridor or critical watershed).
 If yes continue with assessment.



	a.   Sensitive Ecosystem 
	Is the land or a portion of the land identified as one of the following: 

Use SEI inventory protocol to confirm.

*See end of document for list of acronyms.
	3= Group 1 Ecosystems: Douglas fir dominant Older Forest, Wetlands, and Riparian areas identified by the CDC and PWS; and Garry oak ecosystems from CDC (one Woodland area), RAE and MOE records.
2= Group 2 Ecosystems: Older Forests in which the dominant species is other than Douglas fir; Terrestrial Herbaceous, Sparsely Vegetated, Woodland and Coastal Bluff ecosystems in which the dominant species is other than Garry oak; and Older Second Growth Forests and Seasonally Flooded Agricultural Fields (CDC).
1= Anecdotal evidence suggesting sensitive ecosystem on site – more information needed to confirm

0= No

	
	What proportion (%) of the land is identified as sensitive ecosystem in 1a. above?
	Graded scale based on area: 100%=10, 90%=9 etc.

	b. Sensitive Habitat – watercourses
	Does the land include watercourse as identified in the Sensitive Habitat Atlas or determined through field survey  (stream, lake, wetland or vernal pool)
	Yes = 5

No = 0

	c.  Community Conservation Feature
	Is the land identified as a Community Conservation Feature (listed in an OCP, EAP or LAP, community stewardship group report, or senior conservancy report)? 

	3= Yes, mentioned in 3 or more reports

2= Mentioned in 2 reports

1= Mentioned in 1 report

0= No, not mentioned

	d.  Reliability of Community Conservation Information
	If yes to above, how reliable (are) the information source(s)?
	· At least one information source has been verified by an RPBio or QEP

· At least one information source is based on an OCP, EAP, LAP public process

· At least one information source is from peer reviewed scientific literature

· At least on information source is from a conservancy, stewardship or watershed group

Assign (3 points if one of the above apply)



	
	Total measure: Conservation & Community Value (max. 18) =
	

	2.  Threat/ Vulnerability
	
	

	a. Development
	Is the land considered for development

(commercial or industrial, residential, mineral, oil, gas or gravel extraction)?  
	3= within the next 2 years

2= within the next 5 years

1=within the next 10 years

0=no development considered in the foreseeable future. 



	b. Fragmentation
	If the land or a portion of the land contains a CDC identified SE, has it been fragmented and if so, by how much? Use SEI inventory protocol to assess (the SEI layer can be queried for preliminary assessment).
 
	5= Unfragmented

3= <6%

1= 6 – 25%

	c. Climate Change
	Is the land likely to face serious damage/destruction due to climate change (I.e. coastline areas) or other factor.
	5=No (good likelihood for adaptation to changes)

0=Yes



	d. Invasive Species


	How vulnerable is the land and ecology to encroachment by invasive species.
	4= Extremely resilient or no threats anticipated

3= Low vulnerability or low level of infestation

2= Moderately vulnerable or moderate infestation

0= Highly vulnerable or highly infested



	
	Total measure: Threat/Vulnerability (max. 18) = 
	


	Criteria
	Description
	Measures

	3.   Suitability & Feasibility*
	
	*Suitability: the likelihood of conservation success based on factors that would impact the quality of the area and affect the cost for conservation over time.

*Feasibility: initial cost/opportunity assessment

	a. Adjacency to conserved land
	How close is it to land already protected (as park, wildlife/ecological reserve or by a conservancy), while allowing for wildlife migration (no impassable wildlife barriers)


	5=Abuts protected land 

4=Within 30 metres 

3=Within 100 metres 

2= Within 500 metres 

1=Within 1 km  

	b.  Ownership/ zoning conflicts
	Is there any ownership or zoning conflicts/controversy?
	3= no ownership or zoning conflicts anticipated

2= ownership or zoning conflicts are limited to issues that could be addressed in a good communication strategy

1 = Controversy or conflict anticipated, resources beyond standard communication strategy required

0 = Significant conflict anticipated



	c. Partnership interest
	Is there sufficient partnership and community interest?
	3=Several partners, highly interested

2=Several partners, moderate interest

1=Partners not available but level of Land Trust membership and community interest considered sufficient to undertake conservation measures. 

0=Partnership/community interest not considered sufficient to undertake conservation



	d. General Management Difficulty
	Time commitment, accessibility, other management issues.
	5= Considered manageable given current resources. 

0= Considered unmanageable given resources.

	e.  Money/ Resources available
	Is there a good potential to secure the necessary money/ resources for future conservation and management? 
	3 = excellent potential

2 = moderate potential

1= some potential 

0 = no potential

	
	Total measure: Suitability & Feasibility (max. 19) = 
	


*CDC = Conservation Data Centre, MOE= BC Ministry of Environment, PWS= Project Watershed Society, RAE = Raincoast Applied Ecology, SEI= Sensitive Ecosystem Inventory, SE=Sensitive Ecosystem

     Threat/ Vulnerability       (





Conservation Value     (








� Refer to the CV Land Trust’s 2008 Regional Conservation Strategy Phase 1 report Nature Without Borders for descriptions of these priority areas.


� See the Sensitive Ecosystems Inventory East Coast Vancouver Island and Gulf Islands Information Change Form accessible from the BC Ministry of Environment, EcoCat: The Ecological Reports Catalogue. � HYPERLINK "http://srmwww.gov.bc.ca/appsdata/acat/html/deploy/acat_p_report_2124.html" ��http://srmwww.gov.bc.ca/appsdata/acat/html/deploy/acat_p_report_2124.html�. Last updated: March 19, 2007.


� Refer to the CV Land Trust’s Regional Conservation Strategy Conservation Database (Microsoft Access Application).


� Query SEI layer (sevi_2004_rcs.shp) for ‘Mod_type’ and ‘Dist_frag’ in the attribute table.





