
I n recent decades, the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts has approved three comprehensive Environmen-
tal Bond bills (1996, 2002, and 2008) that have been 

the cornerstone of the state’s investments in parks and land 
and water conservation. As a result of these bond measures, 
Massachusetts conserved an average of 9,350 acres per year 
from 1998 to 2011. The Trust for Public Land recently con-
ducted research that quantifies and summarizes the signifi-
cant economic benefits to local Massachusetts communities 
resulting from investments in open space, natural areas, 
working lands, parks, and public pools.

Projects made possible by the Commonwealth’s investments 
in parks and open space support hundreds of thousands of 
jobs across the state. For every $1 invested in land conserva-
tion, $4 in natural goods and services is returned to the Mas-
sachusetts economy according to The Trust for Public Land.

Generating jobs and growing local econo-
mies by conserving land
From 1998 to 2011, Massachusetts conserved 131,000 acres 
of parks, natural areas, and working lands, helping to sup-
port the tourism, outdoor recreation, agriculture, forestry, 
and commercial fishing industries. 

•  Visitors to Massachusetts spend an estimated $16.9 bil-
lion each year and generate $1.1 billion in state and local tax-
es. The total economic impact of this travel is $26.9 billion. 
Tourism supports nearly 125,000 jobs, which provides $3.63 
billion in wages per year.1 

•  Outdoor recreation generates $10 billion in consumer 
spending, $739 million in state and local tax revenue, 
90,000 jobs, and $3.5 billion in wages and salaries each year 
in the state.2   

•  Agriculture, forestry, commercial fishing, and related 
processing activity are responsible for $13 billion in output, 
and 147,000 jobs in Massachusetts.3  

Realizing a valuable return on investment: 
natural goods and services 
Lands conserved in Massachusetts provide a host of benefits 
that have a measurable economic value to the state and its 
communities. They include natural goods and services such 
as water quality protection, flood control, air pollution re-
moval, and stormwater management. 

•  The Trust for Public Land analyzed the economic value 
of natural goods and services provided by lands conserved by 
Massachusetts between 1998 and 2011. For every $1 invested 
in land conservation, $4 in economic benefits is returned to 
the state.4  
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Revitalizing communities and creating jobs
Investment in existing Gateway City 5 parks and public out-
door swimming pools amplifies the economic benefits pro-
vided by these spaces through the improvement of their 
quality and through the creation of additional jobs and local 
economic activity. 

•  The Trust for Public Land analyzed the state’s invest-
ment in Gateway City parks and found that it will create a 
total of 492 jobs and $26.5 million in local wages and sala-
ries. That is, every $1 million invested in Gateway City parks 
will create 13.7 jobs.6  

•  The Trust for Public Land also analyzed the state’s in-
vestment in public outdoor swimming pools and found that 
it will create a total of 390 jobs and $24.2 million in local 
wages and salaries. That is, every $1 million invested in out-
door swimming pools will create 11.8 jobs.7 

Maximizing impact of state dollars
The Commonwealth’s investment in land conservation 
leverages funding from federal, private, and local sources. By 
attracting support from other sources, the state shares the 
cost of conservation projects and maximizes its investment.

•  The Trust for Public Land found from 1998 to 2011,  
grant programs in Massachusetts leveraged $118 million in 
matching funds from federal and local governments, as well 
as private sources such as land trusts and foundations, for 
land purchases and conservation easements (i.e., voluntary 
conservation agreements with willing landowners to protect 
their land from development). That is, every $1 of state 
spending on land conservation leveraged $1.23 in additional 
contributions.8
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