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Appendix 4

EXAMPLE OF ANINTERACTIVE GIS APPLICATION
OF THE THREAT CLASSIFICATION TABLE

This example assesses the threat status of remaining indigenous cover within
an area of interest (bold black outline) and statistics for the yellow area are
displayed by clicking the crosshair pointer. This area is in environment K3.2a,
and in the At Risk threat category. The environment has 25.02% indigenous cover
remaining, and 5.76% protected. No change in indigenous cover was recorded in
this environment from 1996/97 to 2001/02. The inset box shows the five-column
table of data joined to the LENZ Level IV attribute table.
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What protection does our native vegetation need?

Land clearance and loss of indigenous cover and biodiversity
continue across New Zealand. We define five categories of
environments containing indigenous biodiversity that are at most
risk of loss from land clearance. Higbest rates of loss are occurring
in the most threatened environments, where little cover remains.
Moreover, these ecosystems support a disproportionately large
proportion of New Zealand’s most threatened species and bhabitats.
We recommend that the Land Environments of New Zealand
database (LENZ) be used to identify environments that are most
vulnerable to loss.

Walker, S.; Price, R.; Rutledge, D. 2008: New Zealand’s remaining indigenous
cover: recent changes and biodiversity protection needs. Science for Conservation
2##. 82p.

New Zealand Government



	Return to previous file: sfc284b
	 Appendix 3
	Level IV environments compared with Level II environment F1

			Appendix 4
			Example of an interactive GIS application of the threat classification table.


	Text6: Return to previous file: sfc284b


