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Figure 23: Reserve Adjacency Conservation Value

within the Conception Coast Region (C5)
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Methodological Overview:

The reserve adjacency conservation value of an area is a
function of the following: distance to the nearest reserve,
size of the nearest reserve, and the threatened change in
human impact at a site if no conservation occurs (Figure 20).
Areas with "no value modeled" have no threat and/or no
biodiversity value for this objective. For the data sources of
this analysis and more information, please see Appendix A
and Chapter 4.
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