Supplement 
to Individual Easement Survey:   FORMDROPDOWN 
 

Why a supplement?

Preliminary review of Individual Easement Survey responses identified several areas in which more information/clarity would greatly enhance the knowledge we can gain from this effort.  As a result you will note that some existing questions have been made more specific or elaborated and others have been added.

Thank you for taking the time to provide this additional information.
Complete this supplement for all problematic, non-compliant and originally surveyed easements:  This follows the original survey, so for consistency, if you haven’t already done so, we ask that you first complete the entire original individual survey for your easement, before proceeding to this supplement.
State Reps: Submit to Peter Kareiva by July 15th 

and be sure to include a copy of the easement, if one has not already been submitted.
I. Easement Overview
1.1 Easement name:      
Please be sure this matches the name put on Individual Easement Survey
1.2 MABR IFMS Number 
For easements identified by participant surveys, please get this number from your state’s CLS specialist.
1.3 Date easement established, (recording or TNC transaction date):      
(Available from CLS)
1.4 Acreage:      
(This will also be in CLS)

II. Conservation Context

2.3 s1  Do you have any type of conservation plan the places this easement into a landscape context?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Check all those that apply

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 5-S 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other type (please describe)      
2.3 s2 Do you have staff paying attention to this property beyond annual monitoring activities?  FORMDROPDOWN 
  Please describe      
2.5 s1 Indicate which of the following contributed to the decision to use an easement as the protection tool at this site.  This is a revision of question 2.5, (“why use conservation easement as a tool”) in the original survey. The point of elaborating this question is to better understand the many reasons for which we use easements.  Please mark all items below that apply.  (They are broken up into categories to help you think about this from different perspectives.)
Landowner desire
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Owner unwilling to sell full fee interest 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Owner wished to secure the conservation future of his/her land 



Financial issues

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Easement cost-effective at less than full fee and sufficient to accomplish goals
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 TNC could not afford to buy full fee, but could afford easement

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Easement was donated 



Community/Strategy
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Easement more acceptable to community than full fee (e.g. keeps land on tax rolls).
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 TNC wanted to keep land in private ownership because private land use could be maintained, yet conservation goals could be accomplished, (e.g. preventing some resource-impacting activities and/or future conversion to more intensive land use).

Other
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 TNC transferred out fee interest in property but retained easement 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Mitigation (protection accomplished by this easement serves as mitigation, regulatory or other value related to resource impacts elsewhere).

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other.  Please explain      
2.6  Which of the following describes activity on the land that reflects the most intensive human activity within a 10 mile radius of this easement (check one):  (This question is the same as it was in the original survey. It is included again here so that you have it for reference in answering the new item below.)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Wilderness (little human activity) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural, but minimal land use

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural, but with commercial timber, grazing, farms and/or agriculture

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural residential (scattered residences, ranchettes and/or trophy homes)


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Residential subdivision (with or without retail or services) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Industrial

2.6 s1  Which of the following describes the predominant land use (covers the greatest area) within a twenty-mile-wide circle centered on this easement – (that is the10 mile radius noted above).  Check one:  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Wilderness (little human activity) 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural, but minimal land use

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural, but with commercial timber, grazing, farms and/or agriculture

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Rural residential (scattered residences, ranchettes and/or trophy homes)


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Residential subdivision (with or without retail or services)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Industrial

On subdivision and new structures:

Preliminary review of data so far suggest that easements which permit new structures or subdivision may be at increased risk of violations or other problems.  We are interested in this for all easements in the study, (individual, problematic or with violations). (Note that, if you are not able to do the checking required to answer the next two questions, Peter Kareiva and assistant can do it for you. Regardless of whether you do the analysis yourself, or it is done in Seattle, additional documents are needed.  See notes after item 2.7s2 
2.7 s1 Can the easement property be divided, (or subdivided)?   That is, can the property be sold in two or more pieces – (regardless of whether these divisions were or were not in place at the time the easement was established).  FORMDROPDOWN 

For each division permitted, please provide the size of the divisions (in acres) and the size of any building envelopes that are defined by the easement:

1.       acres, with       square foot building envelope  Notes:      
2.       acres, with       square foot building envelope  Notes:      
3.       acres, with       square foot building envelope  Notes:      
Add additional divisions and their building envelopes, or other notes below:

     
2.7 s2 Does the easement permit construction of new structures?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Please note the type of each new structure allowed, and the square footage permitted for each, if defined in the easement:

1. Type:          Structure size (e.g. sq.ft) permitted      
2. Type:          Structure size (e.g. sq.ft) permitted      
3. Type:          Structure size (e.g. sq.ft) permitted      
Add additional structures and their sizes, or other notes below: 

     
Notes: For any easement in which you answered “yes” to the subdivision or the new structures questions, (or for all of your easements, if you don’t do the analysis yourself), please copy and send any portions of the baseline (EDR) or other documents which pertain to those issues.  Send them to: Terra Grandmason @ TNC, 217 Pine Street Ste 1100, Seattle, WA 98101

III.  Easement Purposes

The section that follows focuses on what is known about the success of the easement in supporting targets and abating threats, and how we know it. In particular, we want to know where this information is qualitative (such as noticing presence or absence, and/or use of photopoints for ecological monitoring), and where it is quantitative, (where observations or sampling produces numerical outcomes).
3.3 s1  Please type below the names of the targets you listed in section 3.3 of the Individual Easement Survey.  The questions below are intended to determine what we actually know about how the targets are doing on the easement property, (or in the case of corridor lands – what we know about whether the targets are actually using them). 

Target  #1. Name      
Is this easement a core property or corridor for this target?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Is target being monitored on easement area? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored qualitatively (e.g. noticing presence or absence, photopoints for ecological monitoring, etc). Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is not being monitored. Notes:      
Is the target still extant on the property?  FORMDROPDOWN 



If yes, please select the relative status of that target  FORMDROPDOWN 

Target  # 2. Name        

Is this easement a core property or corridor for this target?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Is target being monitored on easement area? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored qualitatively (e.g. noticing presence or absence, photopoints for ecological monitoring, etc). Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is not being monitored. Notes:      
Is the target still extant on the property?  FORMDROPDOWN 



If yes, please select the relative status of that target  FORMDROPDOWN 

Target  #3. Name        
Is this easement a core property or corridor for this target?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Is target being monitored on easement area? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored qualitatively (e.g. noticing presence or absence, photopoints for ecological monitoring, etc). Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is not being monitored. Notes:      
Is the target still extant on the property?  FORMDROPDOWN 



If yes, please select the relative status of that target  FORMDROPDOWN 

Target  #4. Name          

Is this easement a core property or corridor for this target?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Is target being monitored on easement area? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored qualitatively (e.g. noticing presence or absence, photopoints for ecological monitoring, etc). Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is not being monitored. Notes:      
Is the target still extant on the property?  FORMDROPDOWN 



If yes, please select the relative status of that target  FORMDROPDOWN 

Target  #5. Name              
Is this easement a core property or corridor for this target?  FORMDROPDOWN 

Is target being monitored on easement area? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored qualitatively (e.g. noticing presence or absence, photopoints for ecological monitoring, etc). Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Target is not being monitored. Notes:      
Is the target still extant on the property?  FORMDROPDOWN 



If yes, please select the relative status of that target  FORMDROPDOWN 

3.5 s1 Threat abatement contributions of the property: 
This subject was addressed in the individual survey.  The elaboration here is intended to capture what is known about the success of the easement in abating its threat both on-site and in its project context. For the threats applicable to this easement, please indicate whether the easement has made progress in abating that threat and indicate what kind of monitoring produced the information used to make that determination.
Threats assessed within this easement
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Invasive Species 
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Notes if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Incompatible Forestry
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Incompatible Recreation (e.g. ATVs)
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
Threats assessed at the project or landscape level
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Fragmentation (e.g. roading and/or subdivision)
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Altered Fire Regime
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Hydrological Alteration
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 

Conversion/Development

      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      
 FORMDROPDOWN 
 Other (fill in)     
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored qualitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is being monitored quantitatively. Please briefly describe      
      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Threat is not being monitored. Describe if applicable      


Questions were asked in the Individual Survey regarding management plans on conservation easements. They are elaborated and clarified below.
 3.7 s1  Does the easement call for a management plan specifically for this property? (Either immediately, or triggered buy certain circumstances, or exercise of rights or activities in the future.)  FORMDROPDOWN 
  
3.7 s2 Is there such a plan(s) in place at this time?  FORMDROPDOWN 
  

· Did easement terms require that TNC approve the plan?  FORMDROPDOWN 
 
· Does the plan include components to protect identified targets?  FORMDROPDOWN 
         
3.7 s2   If intended or existing management plans are referenced in the easement, please describe      
Where specifically in the easement is this language found?      
V. Monitoring
5.1 s2 If status of compliance in Individual Easement Survey is “Pending(being reviewed)” or “Violation,” please check the non-compliance categories that apply and explain.  (Indicate and describe multiple violations, if applicable) 
     
De minimus non-compliance- problem that ended quickly, without significant or lasting impacts on conservation values, and did not benefit the owner (e.g. lack of required legal notice or pre-approval for permitted activities). Please explain      
      
Violation that resulted in significant impact to conservation values of easement. Please explain      
      
Owner experienced economic benefit from violating easement terms (e.g. did prohibited gravel mining or constructed illegal structure). Explain      
      
Entity that violated easement terms is known to be an unrelated third party for whom the property owner is not responsible (i.e. not employee, friend, family member) – examples include local utility district, vandalism, theft of timber, etc. Please explain      
