
YT
BC

AB SK
MB

NU

RaeEdzo

Kakisa

DelineTulita

Inuvik

Holman

Wrigley

Aklavik

Reliance
Tungsten

Paulatuk

Hay River

Lutselk`e

Rae Lakes

Trout LakeFort Liard

Snare Lake

Yellowknife

Tuktoyaktuk

Fort Simpson

Norman 
    Wells

Tsiigehtchic

Nahanni Butte

Colville Lake

Sachs Harbour

Ft. Good 
Hope

Ft.
McPherson

Fort Resolution

O
0 170 34085 Kilometers

Great Slave 
Lake

Great Bear
Lake

Beaufort  Sea

MAP 9a: Relative Conservation Value
Baseline Goals, Closed Scenario  

This map illustrates the relative value of planning units for meeting 
landscape unit representation goals as a function of three factors:
efficiency, contiguity and human impacts -- using proposed goals 
established by the Government of the NWT for the PAS.    
In this ’closed’ analysis, all existing protected areas and NWT-PAS 
proposals were assumed to be part of the conservation solution. 
Note that such analyses are wholly dependent on the conservation 
goals and results would change dramatically with inputs of 
additional data (e.g. species data, habitat models etc.) and is not 
meant to be prescriptive.  Nevertheless, the closed analysis is 
useful for exploring methods that would illustrate how the PAS could 
identify additional areas to meet representation goals, if current 
proposals were approved.
Proposed Landscape Unit Conservation Goals (from Bas and Gah,
NWT ) 
                    Goal        Landscape Unit Size:
                    10%        >500,000 ha
                    15%          100,000 to 500,000 ha 
                    20%          30,000 to 100,000 ha
                    25%          10,000ha to 30,000 ha 
                  100%        <10,000 ha
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