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Map 6.2a: Landscape Weighted Prioritization

of Priority Conservation Areas

1inch equals 20 miles

o § 10 15 20 Miles

(N I

0 10 20 30

40 Kilometers

Sources:
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The Nature Conservancy (TNC) does not verify or guarantee
the accuracy, reliability, or completeness of any data provided.
TNC provides this data without any warranty of any kind what-
soever, either express or implied. TNC shall not be liable for
incidental, consequential, or special damages arising out of the
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use of any data provided by TNC.
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