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Habitat Name: Tilio-Acerion forests of slopes, screes and ravines 

1. National level 
Habitat Code H9180 

Member State UK 

Biogeographic regions concerned 
within the MS 

ATL 

1.1 Habitat range map 

 



1.2 Habitat distribution map 

 

2. Biogeographic level 
2.1 Biogeographic region or marine 
region 

ATL 

2.2 Published sources and/or 
websites 
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2.3 Range of the habitat within the Biogeographic or marine region 

2.3.1 Surface area of range in square 
km 

158934 

2.3.2 Date of range determination 05/2007 

2.3.3 Quality of data concerning 
range 

Moderate 

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 concerned. 

2.4.1 Surface area of the habitat type 
(sq km) 

118 

2.4.2 Date of area estimation 05/2007 

2.4.3 Method used for area 
estimation 

1 - Only or mostly based on expert opinion 

2.4.4 Quality of data on area Poor 

2.4.5 Area trend Stable (=) 

2.4.6 Area trend magnitude in % Not applicable 

2.4.7 Area trend period 1994-2006 

2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend Not applicable 

2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds 
for trends (optional) 

Not applicable 

2.4.10 Main pressures 110 - Use of pesticides; 120 - Fertilisation; 140 - Grazing; 151 - Removal of 
hedges and copses; 160 - General Forestry management; 161 - Planting; 162 
- Artificial planting; 163 - Replanting; 164 - Forestry clearance; 165 - 
Removal of undergrowth; 166 - Removal of dead and dying trees; 190 - 
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 702 - air pollution; 
703 - soil pollution; 954 - invasion by a species; 966 - antagonism arising 
from introduction of species; 973 - introduction of disease;  

2.4.11 Threats 140 - Grazing; 160 - General Forestry management; 161 - Planting; 162 - 
Artificial planting; 163 - Replanting; 164 - Forestry clearance; 165 - 
Removal of undergrowth; 166 - Removal of dead and dying trees; 190 - 
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 702 - air pollution; 
954 - invasion by a species; 966 - antagonism arising from introduction of 
species; 973 - introduction of disease;  

Complementary information 

2.5.1 Favourable reference range (sq 
km) 

 

2.5.2 Favourable reference area (sq 
km) 

129.8 

2.5.3 Typical species  Adoxa moschatellina; Campanula latifolia; Campanula trachelium; Carex 
pallescens; Convallaria majalis; Daphne laureola; Daphne mezereum; 
Festuca gigantea; Melica nutans; Myosotis sylvatica; Platanthera 
chlorantha; Polygonatum multiflorum; Primula elatior; Ribes rubrum; 
Ruscus aculeatus; Sanicula europaea; Veronica Montana; Viola odorata;  

2.5.4 Typical species assessment Change in 10 km square occupancy across last 25yrs 

2.5.5 Other relevant information  

2.6 Conclusions (assessment of conservation status at end of reporting period) 

(2.3) Range (FV) - Favourable 

(2.4) Area (U1+) - Inadequate but improving 

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

(U2+) - Bad but improving 



Future prospects (U1+) - Inadequate but improving 

Overall assessment (U2+) - Bad but improving 
 

 


