speciesname  Cypripedium calceolus fajnév  rigépohar (Boldogasszony papu

melléklet I speciescode 1902
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Range

2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2 1426

2.3.2 Date of range determination 2006

2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range Good e.g based on extensive surveys
2.3.4 Range trend Stable (=)

2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)

2.3.6 Range trend period 1999-2005

2.3.7 range-reasons |Improved knowledge/more accurate data

and/or specify

Population

2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum) 1400

2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum) 1700

2.4.1 Population units Number of individuals
2.4.2 Date of population estimation 2004-2005

2.4.3 Population-methods

2.4.4 Quality of population data

2.4.5 Population trend

|From comprehensive inventory
Good e.g based on ext

Increasing (+)

2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2) 2

2.4.7 Population trend period
2.4.8 Population-reasons
and/or specify

2.4.10 Population-pressures

2.4.11 Population-threats

Habitat
2.5.1 Habitats for the species

1999-2005

|Improved knowledge/more accurate data

|160 General Forestry management

|622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles

|690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above

|720 Trampling, overuse

|622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles

|690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above

|720 Trampling, overuse

|950 Biocenotic evolution

|966 - antagonism arising from introduction of species

6210, 9130, 9150, 91HO



speciesname  Cypripedium calceolus fajnév  rigépohar (Boldogasszony papu

melléklet I speciescode 1902

2.5.2 Area estimation (km2) 0,6

2.5.3 Date of estimation 2004-2005

2.5.4 Quality of the data Good e.g based on extensive surveys
2.5.5 Trend of the habitat Stable (=)

2.5.6 Trend period 1999-2005

2.5.7 Habitat-reasons Improved knowledge/more accurate data

Other (specify)

Reference values

2.6 Future prospects for the species Poor prospects - species likely to struggle
2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2) 1426

Qualifier

2.7.2 Favourable reference population 1600

Qualifier

2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species 5

2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)

A faj area-peremhelyzetébdl adoddan igen kis éléhelyfoltokban talalja csak meg az életfeltételeit. Ebb&l adddoan
allomanyaik kicsik és igen sérilékenyek.

Conclusions

Conclusions: (2.3) Range Favourable (FV)
Conclusions: (2.4) Population Favourable (FV)
Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species Inadequate (U1)
Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects Inadequate (U1)

Conclusions: Overall assessment Inadequate (U1)
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