
         

         

        Town of Warner 

    Conservation Plan 
              





 

Town of Warner Conservation Plan: 
Today’s Vision, Tomorrow’s Reality  

 

 
 

Prepared with the Warner Conservation Commission: 
Nancy Martin, Chair 

Doug Allen 
Peg Bastien 

John Dabuliewicz 
Brian Hotz 

Jim McLaughlin 
Russ St. Pierre 
Mimi Wiggin 

 
 
 

By Margaret Watkins 
Land Use/Conservation Planner 

Dunbarton, NH 
 
 

With mapping assistance from Vanessa Jones 
New Hampshire Audubon 

 
 
 
 
 

December 2009 
 

Cover painting by Mimi Wiggin 



Acknowledgements 

 
Many people contributed in a variety of ways to this Plan.  In addition to the Conservation 
Commission, who played a key role throughout the Plan’s development, thanks to Chris 
Conners, who participated in Commission meetings;  to William Guinn in the Department of 
Resources and Economic Development, Jim Oehler of NH Fish & Game, Ron Klemarczyk, 
consulting forester, Wendy Weisiger, field forester at the Society for the Protection of NH 
Forests, Gerald Courser and Richard Cutting of the Chandler Reservation, Lynn Perkins, Peter 
Newman, and Peter Savlin of the Warner Village Water District, Robert Carpenter, of the 
Contoocook Village Precinct, Richard Cook, former Selectman, and George Smith, Chair, 
Warner Parks and Recreation Commission for their insights into land management practices and 
issues;  to Peter Bates, Arnie Daniels, and Allie Mock of the Kearsarge Trail Snails, Paul 
Violette and Allie Mock of the Fish & Game Club, George Smith, and David Karrick, 
Selectmen’s representative to the Parks & Recreation Commission for their insights into 

recreation opportunities and issues;  to Susie vonOettingen and Michael Amaral, biologists at 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and Warner residents, for their knowledge of locally significant 
resources;  to Eric Williams and Steve Landry, NH Department of Environmental Services, for 
helping to identify DES resources;  to Dick Cutting for his assistance with the web version of the 
conservation survey;  and to all the Warner residents who responded to the Commission’s 

questionnaire. 
 

Thank you, all. 



Table of Contents 

                            Page 

Section 1:  Purpose           1 

Section 2:  Warner’s Natural Resources        1 

Section 3:  Threats to Natural Resources       12 

Section 4:  Goals & Strategies        17 

Section 5:  Regulatory Protection for Warner’s Natural Resources    24 

Section 6:  Land Conservation, Current Status      31 

Section 7:  Ways the Conservation Commission Can Promote Resource Protection 
       through Education & Outreach       40 
 
Section 8:  Voluntary Action         43 
 
Section 9:  Recreation Challenges and Opportunities      46 
 
 
Appendices 
 
Appendix A:  Survey Sent to Warner Residents and Reponses     
 
Appendix B:  Invasive Plants and Insects in New Hampshire 
 
Appendix C:  Conservation Easements and Deed Restricted Lands in Warner  
 
Appendix D:  Summary of Warner Land Conservation 
 
Appendix E:  Draft policies for accepting land and easements  
 
Maps 
 
Natural Resource Areas 
 
Wildlife Connectivity Zones, Local Scale 
 
Wildlife Connectivity Zones, Regional Scale 
 
Natural Services Network 
 
Selected Key Features  



 

















 

12 

 

Section 3: Threats to Natural Resources 
 
 Natural resources protection begins with an awareness of the impact of our decisions on 
the environment, whether the studied decisions of the Warner Planning Board or the unconscious 
act of overfertilizing one’s lawn.  In addition, because adverse environmental impacts often 

occur incrementally, resource protection requires a broad perspective, both in time and space, to 
avoid undesired effects.   Cited below are several key threats to natural resources in Warner.  
Whether the threat actually materializes depends in part on the awareness and thought that are 
invested in the activity. 
 
LAND DEVELOPMENT 

 Changes in land use from undeveloped land to developed land have several potential 
impacts on natural resources.  Unless appropriately controlled to keep runoff on site, stripping 
the land of vegetation can cause loss of topsoil, erosion, and sedimentation in adjacent water 
bodies.  If there is any significant post-construction runoff as a result of new rooftops, driveways, 
parking lots, and other hard surfaces that do not allow water to penetrate through to the soil, a 
variety of resources may be impacted:  recharge of surface waters to groundwater is reduced;  
streams and ponds must absorb whatever pollutants are carried from the hard surfaces to the 
water body, including, for example, oil and grease from vehicles, road salt, dirt and 
petrochemicals from tires, fertilizer spilled on driveways;  peak flows during storms are 
heightened, altering stream channels and intensifying flood events;  pollutants, sedimentation, 
and stream bank erosion can significantly degrade stream habitat for fish and other aquatic 
dwellers.   
 
 For wildlife, the loss of habitat resulting from the conversion of land from a natural to a 
developed state represents the single greatest threat to native wildlife in New Hampshire17.  Only 
those species that thrive in urban or suburban settings can tolerate the changes that urban and 
suburban development bring.  The bear and bobcat move out.  The Cooper’s Hawk, Northern 

Saw-whet Owl, and wood-pewee shift to other forests.  In some cases, development obliterates a 
key habitat component, often a vernal pool or other wetland, which may be essential to a species 
or a stage in the species’ life cycle. 
 
 Development also affects the ease with which wildlife can move through their habitat.  
Biologists often refer to this dissecting of habitats into ever smaller areas as “habitat 

fragmentation.”  In effect, development creates patches of habitat much smaller than the original 

habitat.  This has potentially devastating ramifications.  For example, a patch may be too small to 
support a species’ various life stages and cycles;  patch size may make wildlife more susceptible 

to predation;  wildlife in patches are more vulnerable to the decimating effects of natural 
disturbances like fire and ice storms.   
 
 Development that causes fragmentation is not limited to buildings and related structures.  
Roads are a significant source of habitat fragmentation, by some assessments the single most 
destructive factor.  Utility lines can have a similar effect. 
                                                             
17 NH Department of Environmental Services, Fact Sheet ID-4 (2004) 
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 The impacts of development on wildlife extend beyond the site that is disturbed.  
Development shrinks the effective habitat along all the boundaries where human activity is in 
close proximity to wildlife, increasing the likelihood of predation by pets, introduction of 
invasive species, unnatural light regimes, increased interactions between people and wildlife, and 
other new sources of stress for wildlife.   The presence of humans may also be a draw for certain 
kinds of wildlife, like rats, skunks, and raccoons, whose presence in turn alters the composition 
of the wildlife community. 
 
LAND MANAGEMENT – FORESTRY, AGRICULTURE, HYDROGRAPHY  

 Foresters, loggers, and farmers actively manage land for the crops it can grow.  Poor 
management practices affect both the current and future resource base, as when no thought is 
given to future harvests when timber is cut or appropriate runoff controls are not put in place.  
According to the NH Department of Environmental Services, about 90 percent of the sediment in 
runoff from logging operations comes from logging roads with inadequate drainage and erosion 
controls.  With sedimentation, nutrients in the soil are also released to streams and aquatic 
systems, causing water quality issues and potentially impacting recreational uses downstream.  
Soil loss affects future forest productivity. 
 
 Forest management activities have direct implications for wildlife.  Unless protected, 
vernal pools, headwater streams, wetland edges, deer yards, den trees, unique plant communities, 
and other key habitat features can be obliterated, while opportunities to create or enhance habitat, 
such as permanent openings dominated by grasses and shrubs and promotion of mast producing 
trees (such as oak and beech), can be lost.  Poor planning can also result in the destruction of 
stone walls and cellar holes.   
 
 Similarly, agricultural operations that do not follow best management practices to hold 
top soil in place and minimize the potential for pollution from manure, from fertilizers and other 
applications to fields, from stored chemical leaching, and from chemical spills threaten surface 
and ground waters, soil productivity, people, and wildlife.  Mowing regimes can destroy ground-
nesting bird nests and harm other wildlife dependent on field edges.   
 
 Changes in natural flow patterns, as when a landowner diverts water from a stream for 
lawn or garden use or a stream is channelized, affect habitat, flow, flooding potential, and some 
people would maintain aesthetic qualities.   
 
BACKYARD ACTIVITIES 

 Although at a smaller scale, homeowners also manage land and pursue activities that 
have the potential to harm natural resources.  Everyday activities may have significant impacts 
on land and water resources, whether from pesticides and fertilizers applied in excessive amounts 
to lawns and gardens, septic systems that fail due to inappropriate use or poor maintenance, oils 
and additives leaked from vehicles, or invasive species introduced from landscape plantings (see 
below).  Runoff from backyards, driveways, and parking areas that doesn’t filter into the soil on 

site carries elsewhere – often to the nearest waterbody - whatever it picks up (whether pet 
wastes, oil, fertilizer, or soaps).  Clearing of vegetation along the brook that flows through the 
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back yard affects water temperature, stream bank erosion, both terrestrial and aquatic habitats, 
and water quality.   
 
 Aggregated, “backyard” sources like these contribute to a serious and widespread water 

quality problem statewide and to other forms of natural resource degradation.  Consider, for 
example, that MTBE, the gasoline additive now banned from use in the state, found in public and 
private wells appears to have been associated with “usage of small amounts of gasoline by 

homeowners rather than leaking underground storage tanks or commercial operations”
18.  

 
LAND USE 

 Many activities have unintended consequences that we come to understand only with 
time, after the fact.  Following is a list of some of the land uses that may require particular care 
during siting, installation, maintenance, and/or closure to minimize impacts on key natural 
resources.  This list is not exhaustive and merely illustrates how through land use choices 
inadvertently we affect natural resources. 

 Dams and bridge footings:  can adversely impact flow, bank stability, aquatic habitat, 
water quality.  

 Sand and gravel excavations: can adversely impact surface and ground water quality, 
aesthetics, soil erosion, drinking water supplies if located over an aquifer. 

 Golf courses:  can adversely impact habitat, wildlife directly, surface and ground water 
quality.  

 Roads:  1)  Salt storage and salting and sanding practices can adversely impact drinking 
water (sodium from sodium chloride is an issue for people on low-sodium diets;  chloride 
affects taste but is not a health risk), vegetation, and aquatic life.  2)  Gravel roads can 
cause sedimentation with all the attendant effects on water quality, instream habitat, and 
stream flow.  3)  Culverts can interrupt the movement of fish and other aquatic species, 
cause erosion.  4)  As referenced above, roads can disrupt wildlife travel corridors, 
cutting into and through habitats, isolating areas and ultimately shifting the composition 
of wildlife.  For wildlife populations of limited extent, wildlife mortality due to traffic 
can reduce genetic diversity in the local population. 

 Cell towers and other tall structures:  can adversely impact scenic views. 
 

 The Department of Environmental Services has developed best management practices (in 
rules at Env-Wq 401) for the following land uses because of their potentially significant adverse 
impacts on groundwater, in particular: 

 Vehicle service and repair shops 
 General service and repair shops 
 Metalworking shops 
 Manufacturing facilities 
 Underground and above ground storage tanks 
 Waste and scrap processing and storage facilities 
 Transportation corridors 
 Septic systems (at commercial and industrial facilities) 

                                                             
18 NH Dept. of Environmental Services, NH 2008 Section 305(b) and 303(d) Surface Water Quality Report, p. 33 
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 Farms using agricultural chemicals (in NH Dept of Food, Agriculture, and 
Markets) 

 Salt storage/use 
 Snow dumps 
 Stormwater infiltration ponds or leaching catch basins 
 Cleaning services 
 Food processing plants 
 Concrete, asphalt, and tar manufacture 
 Any site where fueling and maintenance of earth moving equipment occurs 
 Laboratories and certain medical offices (dental, medical, veterinary) 
 Cemeteries 
 Hazardous waste facilities 

  
 Recreational land uses can also impact natural resources, as when erosion from overuse 
or inappropriate use causes water quality and stream habitat loss, nesting areas are destroyed by 
foot, wheeled, or vehicular traffic, or winter trails are subject to summer uses, crushing 
vegetation and exposing wildlife to stress. 
 
INVASIVE SPECIES 

 The National Invasive Species Information Center defines an “invasive species” as a 

species that is:  1)  non-native (or alien) to the ecosystem under consideration and  2)  whose 
introduction causes or is likely to cause economic or environmental harm or harm to human 
health.  Invasive species can be plants, animals, and other organisms (e.g., microbes).  
 
 Humans are the primary means for introducing invasive species to a new environment.  
Plants, for example, imported from elsewhere, are purchased for home landscaping and gardens.  
The imported stock may carry other plant seeds and animals as well.   Freshwater zebra mussels, 
for example, are thought to have arrived in ballast water, which is a major source of exotic 
marine organisms.  European colonists intentionally brought European birds to the New World.  
Even today intentional introductions continue.  The Nature Conservancy estimates put the 
damage from invasive species worldwide totals more than $1.4 trillion – five percent of the 
global economy. 
 
 In Warner, a shift from native to invasive plants has the potential to affect such key 
resources as native plants and plant communities, scenic resources, water quality, and water-
based recreation.  By eliminating important food sources and cover, invasive plants can also 
affect wildlife.  Among the invasive plants likely to be found in Warner are European or 
Japanese barberry (Berberis vulgaris, B. thunbergii), Japanese knotweed (Polygonum 

cuspidatum), purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), Norway maple (Acer platanoides), 
multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora), burning bush (Euonymus alatus), garlic mustard (Alliaria 

petiolata), common or glossy buckthorn (Rhamnus cathartica, R. frangula), and Oriental 
bittersweet (Celastrus orbiculatus).   
 
 Invasive insects of particular concern to forest resources include the hemlock wholly 
adelgid (introduced from Asia in the 1920s), the Asian long horned beetle (first discovered in 
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Brooklyn, NY in 1996), and the emerald ash borer (not yet found in the state but a significant 
threat).  All are on the state’s invasive species list (see Appendix B). 



 

17 

 

Section 4:  Goals & Implementation Strategies 

 In addition to the survey conducted for the Master Plan Committee, the Conservation 
Commission mailed a survey targeting land conservation issues to all residents in May 2009 (see 
Appendix A).   This initial effort, resulting in some 123 responses, was followed up with 
additional efforts at the Farmers’ Market, transfer station, and the Fourth of July celebration 
breakfast sponsored by the Warner Veterans organization.  According to pollsters at the UNH 
Survey Center, the initial respondents were likely those residents with the greatest interest in or 
concerns about land conservation in Warner.  In all, the survey generated 154 responses (11%).  
The Conservation Commission considered these views, and those of respondents to the Master 

Plan survey of 2008, in developing this Plan. 
 
NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION GOALS 

Goal 1:  Protect key natural resources identified for protection in this Plan (see below).  
 Objectives: 

1) Work with the Planning and Zoning boards to identify where local regulatory 
tools can be strengthened to protect natural resources, e.g., floodplains, riparian 
areas, scenic views, aquifers, wildlife habitat. 

2) Once needed changes have been identified, work with boards to help implement 
new regulations. 19 

3) To complement regulatory controls develop a habitat conservation checklist to be 
used in project reviews. 

4) Continue to promote donation and sale of conservation easements consistent with 
the Commission’s land conservation guidelines. 

5) Continue working with regional and statewide land trusts and state agencies 
interested in protecting land in Warner. 

6) Work with the Selectmen and appropriate groups in town to permanently protect 
Town-owned lands with good conservation value, including lands currently under 
management (town forests, for example) and those with no managing entity 
(Town-owned parcel abutting Brown easement in the Mink Hills, for example). 

7) Explore new funding sources for land and easement acquisition as one way to 
offset the need for annual appropriations.  Recognize voluntary contributions to 
the Conservation Fund from local citizens.   

8) Create opportunities for the public to learn about natural resource protection, 
conservation, and what they can do to help protect resources in town. 

9) Continue to refine resource inventories and monitor conservation opportunities. 
10) Promote policies that protect current use. 

  
Goal 2:  Enhance conservation outcomes in Warner by working with adjacent towns to maintain   
wildlife corridors and flood storage capacity and to expand conservation areas. 
 

                                                             
19 Note that in both the 1999 Master Plan survey and the 2008 survey for the Master Plan under development, 
environmental impact was ranked as the most important criterion to consider in reviewing proposed developments. 
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Goal 3:  Maintain and expand recreation opportunities compatible with natural resources   

protection by working with other recreation interests in town and with the State Forests   
Division and NH Fish & Game. 
 

CONSERVATION TARGETS   

 The following conservation targets measure specific outcomes of the town’s actions to 

protect natural resources.  They are protective of the natural resources that the Commission has 
identified as important and reflect the high level of town support for the land conservation work 
accomplished to date, where 56% of residents responding to the 2008 Master Plan survey 
indicated the preservation of open space in Warner is “most important”; “natural environment” 

and  “rural character” were the two top ranked “qualities of Warner,” at 57% and 55%, 

respectively; and 69% indicated a willingness to continue spending town money to protect 
natural resources and open space. 

 Protect meaningful blocks of high quality conservation land and distinctive natural 
features in at least 40% of the Mink Hills, Blackwater, and Stevens Brook natural 
resource areas;  protect high quality wetland and upland systems in at least 30% of the 
Schoodac and Willow brook natural resource areas;  protect at least 20% of the Warner 
River corridor.   

 Connect conservation blocks of > 250 acres, particularly along stream and wetland 
corridors, to enhance wildlife movement. 

 Ensure a minimum buffer of 300’ around conserved wetlands and establish riparian 
buffers along all streams and other waterbodies, ranging in size from 75’ in headwater 
streams (including intermittent streams) that can be crossed easily to wider buffers for 
larger streams and wetlands. 

 Protect a significant percentage of Warner’s unique and special habitats, e.g., south 

facing slopes, vernal pools, wetland complexes, State-identified wildlife habitat, rare 
plant communities, floodplain forests, either through conservation ownership/easements 
or by voluntary land management practices. 

 Protect groundwater resources throughout town. 
 

The targets for conservation land in each of the Natural Resource Areas (NRAs) are based on 
existing zoning and development patterns, conservation goals identified in the Commission’s 

reports and discussions, and the effects of development on streams and stream systems.  Clearly, 
the Warner River Corridor is already the most developed part of town, yet it also contains 
significant, highly productive aquifer zones and the town’s current water supply wells, as well as 

the river, a conservation priority, and the largest number of residents, who benefit from close-to-
home conservation lands and associated recreational opportunities (see Appendix A, Q. 1).  
Conservation goals for the Mink Hills area focus on protecting unfragmented blocks of high 
quality conservation land;  40%, less than half the area, represents a reasonable minimum target 
for achieving this goal, particularly in light of development patterns in the area and Town 
support for conservation projects in the Mink Hills.  Similar goals of protecting large blocks of 
conservation land, along with scenic views and water resources, apply to both the Stevens Brook 
and Blackwater Drainage NRAs.  Rich in natural resources, including prime agricultural lands, 
aquifers, diverse and significant wildlife habitats, and water resources, the Stevens and Schoodac 
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brook NRA targets of 30% will help protect these conservation priorities, in smaller blocks of 
land.    
 
 In addition to the above rationale for its targets, the Commission believes that land 
conservation plays an important role in protecting water quality, minimizing flood damage, and 
sustaining aquatic ecology in Warner.  Research by the Center for Watershed Protection 
summarized by the NH Department of Environmental Services in New Hampshire Stormwater 

Management, Volume I:  Stormwater and Antidegradation
20

 indicates that when the land surface 
of a watershed is from 0 to 10% impervious, receiving waters are slightly impacted by watershed 
development.  When imperviousness exceeds 25% of the watershed, streams suffer significant 
impairment (they do not meet federal water quality standards).  The NRA targets implement a 
strategy of using conservation land to ensure that 20% to 40% of the land in Warner is protected 
from rooftops, roads, driveways, patios, parking lots, and other features of our built environment 
that contribute to imperviousness – less than half the goal for pervious lands, but a significant 
step.   
 
 The table below indicates how conservation efforts to date compare with conservation 
targets.  Note that Town lands managed for conservation purposes, such as the Warner Town 
Forest, are included, even though they are not permanently protected by conservation easements.  
Active recreation areas in the Warner River floodplain and at Silver Lake are also included, as 
are the Warner Village Water District lands along the Warner River. 
 

Natural Resource Area  Target Acreage Current Protected Acres Acres Shy of Goal 

Blackwater Drainage  40%, 800 ac 67%, 1,329 ac  

Mink Hills 40%, 6,012 ac 31%, 4,652 ac 1,360 ac 

Schoodac Brook 30%, 1,244 ac 17%, 691 ac 553 ac 

Stevens Brook 40%, 1,901 ac 52%, 2,458 ac  

Warner River Corridor 20%, 1,448 ac 7%, 508 ac 940 ac 

Willow Brook 30%, 703 ac 7%, 166 ac 537 ac 

  Totals 12,108 ac 9,805 ac 3,390 ac 

  

            Total protected acres as a percentage of town currently:  28%, 9,805 acres 
          Total protected acres as a percentage of town if goals are met: 37%, 13,195 acres 
           
CONSERVATION PRIORITIES  

 The Commission’s focus is conserving areas that contribute importantly to natural 
resources protection in Warner.  The Commission will rank properties with reference to a policy 
on acceptance of land or a conservation easement in the Town of Warner similar to the draft 
policy in Appendix E.  The following discussion identifies recommended strategies to protect 
key natural resources. 
 
                                                             
20 New Hampshire Stormwater Management, Volume I:  Stormwater and Antidegradation, produced by NH DES in 
cooperation with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and Comprehensive Environmental, Inc. (December 
2008).  Available on line at http://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/pip/publications/wd/documents/wd-08-
20a.pdf  
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Maintaining High Quality Water Resources   

 Warner’s water resources include both surface waters and groundwater.  Surface waters 

include rivers, lakes, ponds, marshes, swamps, and streams, and Warner’s more ephemeral water 
resources, its vernal pools and intermittent streams.  Groundwater resources are the source of 
water on which both public and private wells depend.  Respondents to the Conservation 
Commission’s 2009 questionnaire identified the protection of current and future water supplies 
as one of two top conservation priorities.  Protecting rivers and streams and wetlands, marshes, 
ponds, and bogs ranked third and fourth, respectively.  
 
 Water Supplies  While private wells can draw water from less abundant groundwater 
sources, the Warner Village Water District’s public water supply relies on ample, 
uncontaminated sources of groundwater that can be drawn easily from water-holding strata of 
permeable rock, sand, or gravel.  Groundwater generally is most vulnerable to pollution from 
contaminants that infiltrate into it from the land surface or just below the surface.  Leaking 
underground storage tanks, parking lot runoff, and septic systems are examples of sources of 
groundwater pollution.   Currently only a small portion of the aquifer along the Warner River 
and Schoodac Brook is protected.  Of this, 70 acres lie in the high-yield area suitable for public 
water supplies.  As the District’s current public water supply source, the wells along the river are 
a top water resources protection priority.  A 655-acre drinking water protection zone delineated 
by NHDES has been established to identify recharge areas and minimize contamination risks at 
the Royce wells off Chemical Road.  Of this, 25 acres, less than 4% of the area, is currently 
municipally owned or permanently protected.    
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Regulatory, education & outreach, and land conservation. 

 Review existing regulatory tools for aquifer protections.  If inadequate, consider 
protective overlay zoning and regulatory controls to minimize contamination and 
maximize infiltration in the wellhead protection area.  In keeping with the 2008 Master 

Plan survey, prohibit new construction in the Warner River and other FEMA-mapped 
100 year floodplains.  The townwide 2009 Natural Resources Inventory identifies views 
along the ridge that constitutes much of the southern portion of the wellhead area as 
among the best in the town.  Zoning to protect these vistas may contribute to aquifer 
protection as well.   

 Work with citizens to promote groundwater protection (see Sections 7 and 8). 
 Focus on expanding the Tory Hill Meadows Conservation Area and seeking smaller 

pockets of conservation land accessible to residents in the town center.  Land 
conservation may play a more pivotal role protecting a second, 157-acre high-yield 
aquifer associated with Tom Pond.  NH DES has identified 17.5 acres here suitable for 
future municipal wells, of which fewer than half are currently protected.  Less than half 
of the entire aquifer is protected.21  Curtailment of development in the floodplain would 
significantly enhance aquifer protection, as would continued conservation of floodplain 
lands. 
 

                                                             
21 Town of Warner, New Hampshire Natural Resources Inventory (2009), p. 21. 
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 Surface Waters/Floodplains As discussed, surface waters serve many functions, from 
flood storage and wildlife habitat to scenic beauty and recreational opportunity to water quality 
and flow regimes.   
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Regulatory, voluntary land management, and land 
conservation  

 Stop allowing fill in floodplains. 
 Review zoning ordinance and regulations to improve regulatory setbacks, buffers, and 

water quality controls.   
 Work with citizens to promote surface water and streamside best management practices 

(see Sections 7 and 8). 
 Include key stream corridors and high quality wetland systems in land conservation 

efforts within each of the Natural Resource Areas.   
 

Minimizing Loss of  Wildlife Habitat 

 Wildlife habitat and corridors linking habitats was the second top conservation priority 
identified by respondents to the Conservation Commission’s 2009 survey.  As one respondent 
commented, if you protect habitat, you are protecting a whole suite of natural resources. 
  

 Water, Cover, and Connectivity   
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Regulatory, voluntary land management, and land 
conservation 

 Review the 75’ setback and buffer requirements, particularly as they relate to larger 
streams and ponds and to stream systems important to habitat connectivity.  See 
Innovative Land Use Planning Techniques (2008) for a variety of approaches to 
protecting streams and wetlands.  Consider regulatory protections for and include vernal 
pools and intermittent streams on development project checklists. 

 Educate the public about the importance of smaller streams that may not run year-round 
and of vernal pools that have no regulatory protection but do play critical ecological 
roles.  

 Seek to conserve assemblages of headwater streams and vernal pools, setbacks for which 
are recommended at 400’

22.  Target stream systems with high integrity (no road 
crossings, intact riparian areas) for conservation.   
 

 Unfragmented blocks/forests/fields Large tracts of contiguous open space with a mix of 
habitat types are essential for some wide-ranging species.  In addition, unfragmented blocks 
provide a range of contiguous natural habitats that often capture many habitat types, helping 
ensure that “common” species remain common.  In the Commission’s 2009 survey, continued 

conservation action to protect contiguous tracts of land received 36% support, with an additional 
46% indicating large blocks are important but so are smaller areas around town.   
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Voluntary land management, land conservation  

                                                             
22 See Innovative Land Use Planing Techniques:  A Handbook for Sustainable Development (2008),  p. 195. 
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 Building on Class VI roads should be discouraged to avoid premature development and 
habitat fragmentation. 

 Encourage landowners of large tracts to manage their land for sustainable timber outputs, 
water resource protection, and wildlife.  Explore landowner interest in cooperative land 
management efforts, or at a minimum, targeted educational programs around important 
habitat types that cross property lines. 

 Continue land conservation efforts in the Mink Hills as a priority - build on existing 
conservation areas and  protect areas ranked as high priorities in the Mink Hills 

Conservation Plan, considering also new data from the Wildlife Action Plan and the 
connectivity study conducted as part of this Plan.   

 Seek opportunities for permanent protection for unfragmented, roadless blocks in other 
Natural Resources Areas.   

 

 Special habitats   Bat hibernation sites, migration stopover habitat, deer wintering areas, 
mast production areas, high elevation forests, fields, rocky outcrops, and south facing slopes may 
be critical to wildlife species’ persistence in an area.  
  
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Voluntary land management and land conservation 

 Work with landowners who manage lands with one or more of these special habitats on 
them to maximize wildlife protection.   

 Continue identifying areas that support special wildlife habitats and consider their 
presence in setting land conservation priorities.   

 Land conservation efforts should include not only the special habitat but sufficient land 
around it to ensure continued viability of the habitat.   

 
Protecting Forestry and Agricultural Resources 

 Conservation of forests and farmlands ranked equally (8% considered these one of three 
top conservation priorities).  Farmland conservation ranked third as the most critical 
conservation action to take.  
 
 Forests   Working forests provide many amenities in addition to wood fiber, from water 
filtration and erosion control to wildlife habitat and recreation opportunities.   
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Voluntary land management, land conservation 

 Encourage landowners to use best management practices;  recommend multifaceted 
forest management as in Good Forestry for the Granite State:  Recommended Voluntary 

Forest Management Practices for New Hampshire. 

 In addition to conservation for key forest tracts, seek conservation of old growth forests, 
if any, as a conservation priority.  These forests are rare in the state and offer landscape 
diversity.    

 Deep, sandy loams and loamy sands along the Warner River and lower reaches of 
Schoodac Brook align closely with the major aquifer in town.  Because these soils are 
relatively rare in Warner, provide the best high-volume white pine growing conditions in 
the state, and are relatively flat and hence developable, seek protection on an 
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“opportunity arises” basis and where they overlap with other resource conservation 

priorities. 
 

 Agriculture  
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Voluntary land management, public education and 
outreach, land conservation 

 Work with farmers to promote best management practices.  With their cooperation, 
determine whether zoning or planning tools would be beneficial. 

 Encourage the public to buy farm products produced on local farms. 
 Focus conservation efforts on areas where soils are ranked prime or of statewide 

importance and on active farms.   
 
Maintaining Scenic Vistas 

 Protection of scenic vistas did not rank high relative to other natural resources in the 2009 
survey.  However, support for regulatory protection of ridge lines and hilltops is strong (62.5% in 
2008 Master Plan survey), and vistas constitute part of Warner’s special character.   
 
PRIMARY CONSERVATION STRATEGY:  Regulatory, education and outreach, land conservation 

 Consider expanding on the standards that are in place;  additional opportunities for 
protection are outlined in Innovative Land Use Planning Techniques:  A Handbook for 

Sustainable Development (2008).  Research these and consider the possibility of enacting 
a scenic ridgeline and slope protection ordinance. 

 If people are building in areas identified as scenic, provide recommendations for siting 
and height of buildings, clearings, etc. 

 Particularly where scenic features overlap with other natural resources, pursue land 
conservation.  

 

 
 




