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Glossary
biodiversity: See biological diversity.

biological diversity: The variety of life over some spatial unit; The broadly diverse forms into which
organisms have evolved and is considered at three levels genetic, species, and ecoystem.

canopy closure: Canopy closure is measured by the ground area covered by the crowns of trees or woody
vegetation as delimited by the vertical projection of crown perimeters and commonly expressed as a
percent of total ground area.

CC: See canopy closure.
DBH: See diameter at breast height.

diameter at breast height: Tree trunk diameters measured at breast height, defined as the diameter of the
tree 4.5 feet (1.37 m) above ground on the uphill side of the tree.

exotic plant: An introduced plant (not native to the United States) that has the potential to disrupt or
change the plant or animal species composition of a native plant ecosystem.

forest and rangeland: Specific habitats in the Conifer, Hardwood, Shrub, Grassland, Desert and, some
Wetland (Wet Meadow) land cover types excluding Urban, Agriculture, Barren, and Water categories.

forests: A biological community of plants and animals that is dominated by trees and other woody plants;
Lands having greater than 10 percent tree canopy cover. All habitats in the Conifer and Hardwood Land
Cover categories.

habitat quality: A subjective term used to describe the condition of a specific habitat and its ability to
support a species.

habitat stages: Vegetative descriptors in the CWHR system used to classify vegetation size and canopy
closure. The CWHR system uses a ranking of 1-6 for tree size and single letter codes (S, P, M, D) for
canopy closure classes. FRAP has further grouped these as follows:

e Size Class

= Sapling, poles = size classes 1, 2, 3; less than 11 inches dbh

= Small = size class 4; 11 inches to 24 inches dbh

= Medium to large = size classes 5 and 6; greater than 24 inches dbh
e Canopy Closure

=  Open = Canopy closure classes S and P; less than 40 percent CC

= Moderate = CC class M; 40 to 60 percent CC

= Dense = CC class D; greater than 60 percent CC

herbaceous: Refers to a plant that has a non-woody stem such as forbs, grasses and ferns.
land cover: Predominant vegetation life forms, natural features, or land uses that occupy a land area.

minimum mapping unit: The smallest area classified, or designated, in a dataset. In the case of
vegetation mapping, if a stand of a vegetation type is smaller than the minimum mapping unit, it will not
appear in the data.

MMU: See minimum mapping unit.

rangelands: Any expanse of land not fertilized, cultivated or irrigated that is suitable, and predominately
used for, grazing by domestic livestock and wildlife. These include the Conifer Woodland, Hardwood
Woodland, Shrub, Grassland, Desert land cover types along with the some habitats within the Wetland
and Hardwood Forest land cover classes.

size class: an internal into which a measurement of the trees’ trunk diameters at breast height (DBH) is
divided for classification e.g., two-inch size classes.
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underrepresented habitat: A habitat with less than 30 percent of its area in the Public or Reserved
Management Landscape categories.

urban: A land cover class and Management Landscape class having housing densities greater than one
unit per acre or classified as commercial/industrial/transportation. Human impact on natural ecological
processes is significant.

water: Areas having greater than 98 percent of the surface in open water.

wetland: An aquatic (water dominated) land cover type having greater than two percent vegetation cover
and having less than 10 percent of the over story canopy occupied by trees or shrubs.
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