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Habitat Name: Blanket bogs

Habitat Code H7130
Member State UK
Biogeographic regions concerned ATL
withinthe MS

1.1 Habitat range map




1.2 Habitat distribution map

2.1 Biogeographic region or marine
region

b

ATL
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2.3 Range of the habitat within the Biogeographic or marineregion

2.3.1 Surface areaof rangein square | 115930

km

2.3.2 Date of range determination 05/2007

2.3.3 Quality of data concerning Good

range

2.3.4 Range trend Stable (=)
2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in % Not applicable
2.3.6 Range trend period 1994-2006
2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend Not applicable

2.4 Area covered by habitat type within the range in the biogeographical region concer ned.




2.4.1 Surface area of the habitat type | 21952
(sq km)
2.4.2 Date of area estimation 05/2007

2.4.3 Method used for area 3 - Ground based survey
estimation

2.4.4 Quality of dataon area Moderate

2.4.5 Areatrend Decreasing (-)

2.4.6 Areatrend magnitude in %

less than 1% per annum

2.4.7 Areatrend period

1990-1998

2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend

3 - Direct human influence;

2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds
for trends (optional)

Not applicable

2.4.10 Main pressures

120 - Fertilisation; 140 - Grazing; 161 - Planting; 180 - Burning; 190 -
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 310 - Peat
extraction; 311 - hand cutting of peat; 312 - mechanical removal of peat; 490
- Other urbanisation, industrial and similar activities, 500 - Communication
networks; 501 - paths, tracks, cycling tracks; 511 - electricity lines; 622 -
walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles; 623 - motorised vehicles;
702 - air pollution; 810 - Drainage; 900 - Erosion;

2.4.11 Threats

120 - Fertilisation; 140 - Grazing; 161 - Planting; 180 - Burning; 190 -
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 310 - Peat
extraction; 311 - hand cutting of peat; 312 - mechanical removal of peat; 490
- Other urbanisation, industrial and similar activities; 500 - Communication
networks; 501 - paths, tracks, cycling tracks; 511 - electricity lines; 622 -
walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles; 623 - motorised vehicles;
702 - air pollution; 750 - Other pollution or human impactg/activities; 810 -
Drainage; 900 - Erosion;

Complementary information

2.5.1 Favourable reference range (sq | 115930

km)

2.5.2 Favourablereference area(sq | 24150

km)

2.5.3 Typical species none listed
2.5.4 Typical species assessment Not applicable

2.5.5 Other relevant information

2.6 Conclusions (assessment of conservation statusat end of reporting period)

(2.3) Range

(FV) - Favourable

(2.4) Area

(U1-) - Inadequate and deteriorating

(2.5) Specific structures and
functions (incl. typical species)

(U2+) - Bad but improving

Future prospects

(U2+) - Bad but improving

Overall assessment

(U2+) - Bad but improving




