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AIM 
Management 
1. Identification of biodiversity hotspots under most pressure as priority areas. 
2. Identification of the minimum dataset requirements for developing a sampling 

design for monitoring biodiversity. 
3. Development of guiding principles and a "How to" manual for applying the 

tools and techniques. 
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BACKGROUND 

At a technical workshop for rangelands biodiversity monitoring (Sm
it became clear that, with the development of the national Natural
Management Monitoring and Evaluation Framework (NRM), reg
Australia will be required to develop regional biodiversity monitoring p
part of assessing their progress towards improved natural resource
While being affordable and feasible, these programs must support t
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present land use pressures for monitoring and reporting at the regi
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 will provide a long overdue assessment of the capacity of an existing 
comprehensive dataset to support planning for biodiversity monitoring programs at 
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biodiversity hotspots. 
2. These hotspots will vary patchily among land types in response to d

enviro
associations and dynamics, local climate and land use pressure
present. 

3. Datasets of environmental and la
comprehensive, seamless and have the capacity to support identifica
biodiversity hotspots and priority areas. 

4. Biotic attributes used to identify biodiversity hotspots are expected 
factor o
ecosystem level (e.g. species diversity, endemism, dominance) w
available and these are expected to vary in their appropriatene
hotspots. 

5. Priority ar
of 'inflexible species' that have a reduced ability to survive where diffe
intensities of pressure adversely affect habitat requirements

OUTCOMES  
 Shared understanding of the c

areas for monitoring biodiversity at a regional scale in the rangela
 A range of new and enhanced tools for mapping priority areas for site

and potential conservation agreements for NRM regional planners tha
relevant, easy to use and affordable. 

 Demonstration of the value of existing satellite, GIS and biodiv
tools and techniques to underpin the identification of prior

•  Demonstra
temporal resolutions for planning regional biodiversity monitoring sys

•  Application of new generic species-habitat predictive models togethe
selection tools involving target criteria for conservation agreements. 
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