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Important

= The system of Mediterranean Marine Protected Areas in 2016

Disclaimer:

The designations used in this document, the
presentation of the data and the demarcation of the
MPAs, OECMs and other sites of conservation interest
presented do not imply the expression of any opinion
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Erratum: the 2016 status data have been corrected
in this poster (MAPAMED 2017 version) following the
CROATIA identification of errors in the 2016 dataset (MAPAMED
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