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Interpreting the Conservation Lands Network 
The establishment of upland habitat goals for the San Francisco Bay Area is a big step 
forward for strategic biodiversity conservation. Those interested in applying the goals are 
encouraged to review the approach used by the Upland Habitat Goals Project to understand 
how its findings are best translated to on-the-ground conservation. Chapter 11 provides a full 
discussion of how to interpret the Conservation Lands Network to guide conservation actions.

Key guidelines for interpreting the Conservation Lands Network

The Conservation Lands Network is dynamic. The Conservation Lands Network is an 
analysis based on the distribution of conservation targets, protected lands, and threats – all of 
which change over time. As these elements change, so will the ideal configuration of areas to 
conserve. Some areas will be protected while others are developed; research and monitoring 
will offer new data and insights. The Conservation Lands Network is a work in progress, and it 
will be revised periodically. Consult www.BayAreaLands.org for the most 
up-to-date GIS datasets and Conservation Lands Network maps. 

Areas outside of the Conservation Lands Network may have high conservation value. 
Although a property of interest may fall outside of the Conservation Lands Network, a site visit 
and biological survey may reveal extraordinary biological resources not evident in the current 
Conservation Lands Network Database. 

Ground truthing is essential. The Conservation Lands Network offers users a first look 
at the natural resources that may be found in an area of interest. However, the project is 
regional in scope, covering 4.3 million acres, and while the best available data were used, 
they are inconsistent and incomplete. Users must visit sites of interest and conduct biological 
surveys to verify results from the Conservation Lands Network and its reports.

http://www.BayAreaLands.org
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