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10 -30% 16,800 ac.

B 30-70% 11,850 ac.
Red Cedar canopy cover developed

- >70% 4,000 ac. O 1 25 2 5 5 Mlles from Aug. 2005 Landsat-5 satellite
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This map was developed by NRCS to be used to access the concentration/spatial coverage of Eastern Red Cedar based on approximate canopy cover.
It shows the spatial relationship of different canopy densities occuring in a county. It does not access the number or size of individual trees present.




