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Species Name: Lepus timidus

Species Code S1334
Member State United Kingdom

Biogeographic regions concerned | ATL
within the Member state

1.1 Range map




1.2 Distribution map
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2.3 Range of speciesin the biogeographic region or marineregion

2.3.1 Surface range of the species | 76721

(s km)

2.3.2 Date of range determination | 1995-2006

2.3.3 Quality of dataconcerning | Moderate

range

2.3.4 Range trend Stable (=)

2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (%) | Not applicable

2.3.6 Range trend period 1995-2006

2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend | Not applicable

2.4 Population

2.4.1 Population size estimation | Minimum 403700 Maximum 403700
Units Individuals




2.4.2 Date of population 2002-2005
estimation

2.4.3 Method used for population | 1 - Based on expert opinion
estimation

2.4.4 Quality of populationdata | Moderate
2.4.5 Population trend Unknown (X)
2.4.6 Population trend magnitude | Not applicable
(%)

2.4.7 Population trend period 1995-2005
2.4.8 Reasonsfor reported trend | Not applicable
2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds | Not applicable

for trends (optional)

2.4.10 Main pressures

101 - Modification of cultivation practices; 102 - Mowing / Cutting; 140 -
Grazing; 151 - Removal of hedges and copses; 180 - Burning; 190 -
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 401 - continuous
urbani sation;

2.4.11 Threats

101 - Modification of cultivation practices; 102 - Mowing / Cutting; 140 -
Grazing; 151 - Removal of hedges and copses; 180 - Burning; 190 -
Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above; 401 - continuous
urbani sation;

2.5 Habitat for the speciesin the biogeographic region or marineregion

2.5 Habitats for the species

L. timidus favours upland moors. A dense understorey is thought to be
important for food and shelter. L. timidus populations are localised; they
reach the highest densities in north-east Scotland, and are particularly scarce
in north and west Scotland (Watson & Hewson 1963). Population densities
range from 3-46 per km2, depending upon habitat type. The highest densities
occur on heather moors overlying base-rich rocks, with the lowest densities
where there are acidic rocks; locally densities may reach 300 per km2
(Hewson 1991).

L. timidus hibernicusis found from seashore to hill-top, mainly in open
country, in many habitats including unimproved and semi-improved pasture,
expanding into areas of intensive farmland; upland habitats including
heather dominated heaths and bogs; and coastal habitats including dunes,
coastal stripes and seashore.

Recent research suggests that it may be the variety of grasses within L.
timidus hibernicus' diet that limit its distribution. It seemsto avoid areas of
improved grassland dominated by rye grass species though there are
certainly other factors contributing to this absence, such as distribution and
lack of cover.

2.5.2 Area estimation (sgq km) Unknown

2.5.3 Date of estimation 2006

2.5.4 Quality of data Poor

2.5.5 Trend of the habitat Decreasing (-)

2.5.6 Trend period 1990-1998

2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend 3 - Direct human influence; 4 - Indirect anthropo or zoogenic influence; 5 -

Natural processes;




2.6 Future prospects

2.6 Future prospectsfor the
species

Good prospects_Species expected to survive and prosper

2.7 Complementary information

2.7.1 Favourablereferencerange | 76721
(sq km)

2.7.2 Favourable reference 393700
population

2.7.3 Suitable Habitat for the Unknown
species

2.7.4 Other relevant information

2.8 Conclusions

(assessment of conservation status at end of reporting period)

(2.3) Range

(FV) - Favourable

(2.4) Population

(FV) - Favourable

(2.5) Habitat for the species

(U1) - Inadequate

(2.6) Future prospects

(FV) - Favourable

Overall assessment

(U1) - Inadequate




