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Land Trust Alliance learn Advocate Connect Membership LAND TRUST ALLIANCE HOME

REGIONAL PROGRAM

Western Division

The Western Division delivers trainings and resources, convenes peer
networks, provides financial support and connects personally with land
trusts in the West.

Explore the Land

CONNECT FIELD SERVICES

sHaRE © O B W 4 .-

-

(Land Trust Alliance, n.d.) © 2017-2023 Land Trust Alliance, Inc. All rights reserved. For educational purposes on_Iy,
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Colorado Front Range
80% state population

Growth Rate:
2x US from 1990-2007
70% increase from 2007-2040

(Metropolitan Policy Program,
2016)
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2019-21 Home Prices:

+30% Colorado
+100% Front Range

(Svaldi, 2022)
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Municipal budget costs for
open space returned a value
on cost outlays while
residential development
often cost more than it

returned.

In one case, on average
open space cost $0.29
versus $1.13 for developed
land in respective services
required for each dollar
spent.

(Fausold & Lilieholm, 1999).

© 2022 TERRITORY SUPPLY. For educational purposes only
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1. To what degree do
conservation
easements impact

adjacent and nearby
property values?

What impact do
different conservation
easement programs
have on property
values?

I
g
i S
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Variable Numeric value Data Source

Value per Acre Property Value / Acres County Assessor (Adams, Denver, Jefferson)

Euclidean distance Colorado Ownership, Management, and Protection
(COMaP) project

Euclidean distance COMaP
Tribal lands Euclidean distance COMaP
Euclidean distance COMaP
NGO & Land Trust Euclidean distance COMaP
Federal Euclidean distance COMaP
Euclidean distance COMaP
Private Conservation Euclidean distance COMaP
Euclidean distance COMaP
Euclidean distance COMaP

Euclidean distance COMaP
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Landcover Adams County

TOTCTTOTgETT

Landcover Denver County

VESTITTTSTET

Federal
Heights

Invasive«RPerennial Grassland

Welby Derby

Sherrelwood

Developed

Arvada

Denyer

Aurora

Source: COMaP_v20211005; Denver County
Parcel data: Lowry, J. H, Jr., R. D. Ramsey, K. Boykin.
D. Bradiord, P. Comer. 5. Faizarano, W. Kepner, J. Kirby,
L. Langs. J. Prior-Magee, G. Mans, L. O'Brien, T. Sajwai
Centennial K. A.Thomas, W. Rieth. S. Schrader. D. Schrupp, K.
schulz, B. Thompson, C. Velasquez. C. Walace, E. Waller
and B. Wolk. 2005. Southwest Regional Gap Analysis
Project: Final Report on Land Cover Mapping Methods,
RS/GIS Laboratory. Utah State niversity. Logan, Ufah
County and City of Denver, County of Arapahoe, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph,
GeoTechnologies, Inc, METY/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS, USDA

Airport

0 2 Miles
M 4

Wolhurst

Erie

Platteville

Firestone
Frederick
Dacono

Fort Lupton Hudson

Developed

Littleton

Parker

Keenesburg

Agriculture

Landcover Jefferson County

Western Great Plains Shortgrass Prairie

Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph, FAO, METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS

F

26 Miles
|
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Source: COMaP_v20211005; Adams County Parcel data
Lowry. J. H. Jr..R. D. Ramsey. K. Boykin, D. Bradford, P.
Comer, $. Falzarano, W. Keprer, J. Kirby, L. Langs, J.
Prior-Magee, G. Manis, L. O'Brien, T. Sajwaj, K. A.
Thomas, W. Rieth. . Schrader, D. Schrupp. K. Schulz. B.
Thompson, C. Velasquez, C. Wallace, E. Waller and 8.
Wolk. 2005. Southwest Regional Gap Anlysis Project:
Final Report on Land Cover Mapping Methods, RS/GIS
Laboratory, Utah State University, Logan, Utah.

Superior

 Thornton

Developed

idaho
Springs
Aurora

Rocky Mountain
Ponderosa
Pine Woodland

Rocky Mountain
Gambel Oak-Mixed
Montane Shrubland

Castle Rock

Source: COMaP_v20211005; Jefferson County
Parcel dafa: Lowry. J. H, Jr. R. D. Ramsey, K. Boykin,

D. Bradford, P. Comer. S, Falzarano, W. Kepner, J. Kirby.
L. Langs, J. Prior-Magee, G. Manis, L. O'Brien, T. Scjwoj
K. A. Thomas, W. Rieth. S. Schrader. D. Schupp, K.
Schulz. B. Thompson, C. Velasquez, C. Wallace, E. Waller
‘and B. Wolk. 2005. Southwest Regional Gap Analysis
Project: Final Report on Land Cover Mapping Methods,

N
RS/GIS Laboratory, Utah State University, Logan, Utah.
- County of Douglas, CO, Jefferson County, CO, Esri, HERE; Garmin, SafeGraph, FAO,
2 Bllts Exi"ﬂ‘/ﬂ&g USGS, EPA, NPS
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Count

Count

160,000

120,000

80,000

40,000

200,000

150,000

100,000

50,000

Distribution of Median Property Value Per Acre

172,990
— Median : 1,084,690.84727
3,092 119 26 10 0 0 1 0 0 1
17953085 35906170 53,859255 71,812,341 89765426 107718511 125671,596 143624681 161577766 179,530,851 197.483,936
Value Per Acre in Adams County
Distribution of Median Property Value Per Acre
233,602
200,000
. 150,000
C
3
[=] - P -
“ 100000 — Median : 2,586,806.07443
50,000
112 25 7 4 3 2 1 0 1
0 t
0 60418560 120,837,121 181255681 241674242 302,002,802 362511363 4220200923 433343484 543767044  604,185605
Value Per Acre in Denver County
Distribution of Median Property Value Per Acre
222 668
— Median : 1,883,818
12 2 2 ! | ! ! 0 ! (Adams, Denver, & Jefferson Counties, 2023)
200,408,597 413,817,195 628225792 837,634,380 1,047,042987 1,256,451,584 1465360,181 1675268778 1884677376 2,004,085,973
Value Per Acre in Jefferson County
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INTRODUCTION

Colorado Landcover

Landcover

e Colorado

e Adams, Denver,
Jefferson County

BACKGROUND

Protected Lands

e Adams, Denver,
Jefferson County

e Social Justice and
Social Vulnerability
Index Analysis
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RESULTS

Bivariate Map
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Mean Value Per Acre by Distance from Local Lands

4,000,000

3,500,000

3,335,825

3,098,584

3,000,000

2,484,501

2,500,000

2,000,000

1,500,000

Mean Property Value Per Acre in US Dollars

1,000,000

551,974
500,000

213,923
121,225

Adams Denver Jefferson

County

W<1/8 mile m>5miles

(Adams, Denver, & Jefferson Counties, 2023; Colorado Natural Heritage Program, 2021)
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Adams County Colorado Property Value Per Acre
& Protected Lands

Fort Morgan
Platteville
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Parker - State 0.001-0
B rrivate Conservation 0.001 - 250,000
-NGO&LondTrus’r 2;’50000 560000
3 EI LOZO' | I 500,000 - 1,000,000
F
A _ eaera I 1,000,000 - 3,000,000 _ _
0 Castle Rock 20 Miles Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph, FAO, METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS
L | | I 3.000,000 - 11,000,000 Source: COMaP_v20211005, Adams County Parcel data
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Mean Value Per Acre in US Dollars

Mean Value Per Acre by Distance

4,000,000
3,500,000 .
3,163,273
3,006,353 3,098,584
3,000,000
2,461,727
2,393,690 it 2,272,589

2 SDG Dm 4 i | |

~UY, 2,267,960 210017

2,014,367
2,000,000 S
1,500,000
1,000,000
551,974
500,000
0 III

USFWS NGO land trust Local Federal State Private conservation
Protected Land Category

B<1/8mile MW>5miles
‘f (Adams County, 2023; Colorado Natural Heritage Program, 2021)
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INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

Denver County Property Value Per Acre

& Protected Lands

Norehgtenn

B state

\:I Private Conservation

[7] NGO & Land Trust

[ Local

B Federal

Value Per Acre
0.001-0 Westminster
0.001 - 500,000
500,000 - 2,000,000

I 2,000,000 - 10,000,000
10,000,000 -

;) 000,000
200,000,000 -

L 1,000,000,000

1,000,000,000 -
I 5 01 75,408

Sherrelwood
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Lakewood
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[ B | Littleton
Columbine
N
0 3 Miles
] Highlands
Ranch

Thornton

Cherry Hills

Aurora e

Village " _‘ﬁ
e

Greenwood
Village

Centennial

County and City of Denver, County of Arapahoe, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph,
i METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS, USDA

one Tree
Source: COMaP_v20211005, Denver County Parcel data
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Mean Value Per Acre in US Dollars

Mean Value Per Acre by Distance

5,000,000 4,678,819
4,500,000 Hezlzes 3,945 438 1353
4,000,000
3,500,000 3,335,825 3,297,981
3,000,000 2,578,506
2 500,000 2,305,880
2,000,000
1,500,000
1,000,000

500,000 53 743 121,225

0 o —

NGO land trust Local Federal State Private
conservation

Protected Land Category

m<1/8mile m>5miles
(Denver County, 2023; Colorado Natural Heritage Program, 2021)
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INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

Jefferson County Property Value Per Acre

& Protected Lands
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I state
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Source: COMaP_v20211005, Jefferson County Parcel data
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Mean Value Per Acre in US Dollars

Mean Value Per Acre by Distance

3,000,000 2,698,975 2,650,205

2,484,501
2,500,000 2,379,827 2,301,258
2,156,477 2,170,954
2,000,000 1,551,996 1,525,913
1,509,402 1,308,301
1,500,000
1,204,856
1,000,000 790,035
>00,000 213,923 228,004
22,967
0

LUSFWS NGO land |l ocal Federal State Private LISFS
trust conservation

Protected Land Category

H<1/8mile MW>5miles _
(Jefferson County, 2023; Colorado Natural Heritage Program, 2021)
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Only local protected lands demonstrate a potentially strong influence on adjacent property values in all three counties.
This result is also concerning because only 6% of the local protected lands in Colorado are protected via more
permanent conservation easement, fee title, or deed restrictions. City and county lands can be repurposed or even
developed. (Colorado Natural Heritage Program, 2021)
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Land values can increase with proximity to protected land in primarily urban areas
within three counties along the Colorado Front Range.
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