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Species Name: Cypripedium calceolus

Species Code S1902
Member State United Kingdom

Biogeographic regions concerned | ATL
within the Member state

1.1 Range map




1.2 Distribution map

2.1 Biogeographic region

ATL
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lan Taylor, Natural England, pers. comm.

2.3 Range of speciesin the biogeographic region or marineregion

2.3.1 Surface range of the species | 100

(sq km)

2.3.2 Date of range determination | 2006

2.3.3 Quality of data concerning | Good

range

2.3.4 Range trend Stable (=)

2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (%) | Not applicable

2.3.6 Range trend period 1994-2006

2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend | 3 - Direct human influence;

2.4 Population

2.4.1 Population size estimation Minimum 1 Maximum
Units Individuals

2.4_.2 D_ate of population 2006

estimation

2.4.3 Method used for population | 3 - From comprehensive inventory

estimation

2.4.4 Quality of populationdata | Good

2.4.5 Population trend Stable (=)

2.4.6 Population trend magnitude | Not applicable

(%)

2.4.7 Population trend period 1994-2006

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 250 - Taking / Removal of flora, general; 251 - pillaging of floristic stations;

2.4.11 Threats 250 - Taking / Removal of flora, general; 251 - pillaging of floristic stations;

2.5 Habitat for the speciesin the biogeographic region or marineregion

2.5 Habitats for the species This species requires very lightly grazed wood-pasture or woodland which
has edaphically or topographically maintained clearings (1. Taylor,
Cypripedium Committee).

Micro-habitat conditions, principally soil structure and fungal associations

may be limiting current establishment of re-introduced plants (Preston et al.

2002).
2.5.2 Area estimation (sg km) Unknown
2.5.3 Date of estimation 05/2007
2.5.4 Quality of data Poor
2.5.5 Trend of the habitat Unknown (X)
2.5.6 Trend period 1994-2006




2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend Not applicable

2.6 Future prospects

2.6 Future prospectsfor the Poor prospects_Species likely to struggle unless conditions change
species

2.7 Complementary information

2.7.1 Favourablereferencerange | 3500

(sq km)

2.7.2 Favourable reference 2000
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

(U2+) - Bad but improving

(2.4) Population

(U2+) - Bad but improving

(2.5) Habitat for the species

(XX) - Unknown

(2.6) Future prospects

(U1+) - Inadequate but improving

Overall assessment

(U2+) - Bad but improving




