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Natural Resource Data Factors

Methods

The natural resource features of concern to conservation shown in the map insets to the right
total 12 distinct suites of data, some grouped as with wetlands, NHWAP habitat tiers, and
terrestrial habitats, for a total of 17 “data factors” to be considered in determining
conservation priorities in the study area. This analysis uses a co-occurrence modeling routine
in the GIS to identify those areas where data factors are “co-located”, or in other words, areas
that share several natural resource values. A Delphi voting process was used to determine
average values using votes pooled from three communities: New Hampton, Laconia and
Gilford. The GIS then adds the values for each grid cell used in the model, at a resolution of 10-
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cells shows very low numbers of cells and associated acreage in the upper score range. The w/
average regional score is something closer to 25 points, and scores in the range of about 7 B
through 50 represent the “core” of conservation values in the co-occurrence map. LG
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