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40A0 Subcontinental peri-Pannonic scrub 

 Selected for first round of Biogeographical Seminar 

x Selected using ‘Low hanging fruit’ approach 

Habitat summary 

The assessment of Structure & functions in Slovakia led to the overall conservation status in the Alpine 
region being unfavourable-inadequate. In the Alpine biogeographical region habitat 40A0 is distributed 
in the lower parts of the Carpathian Mountains neighbouring the Pannonian lowland: in the southern 
periphery of the Western Carpathians in Slovakia and in the Southern Carpathians in Romania, 
including the Apuseni Mts, with a high proportion. Around 60 % of the habitat area is located in 
Romania, the rest is in Slovakia.  
For the improvement of the overall conservation status, improvement of the structure and functions 
in Slovakia is necessary. Better regulation of activities, human disturbances like road building, gravel 
extraction and conversion to agricultural land is needed. In addition to the proposed establishment of 
protected areas, legal protection of the habitat could also be applied. The relatively small total habitat 
area (up to 3 km2) is also favourable for the implementation of regulatory measures.  

Habitat description 

Low deciduous scrub with continental and sub-mediterranean affinities of the Pannonic basin and 
neighbouring regions including the eastern Alpine periphery, the southern periphery of the North-
western Carpathians, the Transylvanian plateau and the adjacent foothills and valleys of the Eastern 
and Southern Carpathians and the Apuseni mountains, the southern periphery of the Pannonic basin, 
the Moravian plateau and the hills and valleys of the northern Balkan Peninsula. This habitat type 
occurs on both calcareous and siliceous substrates forming mosaic-like vegetation with steppe 
grassland (6210) and forest-steppe elements or plants of the rupicolous Pannonic grasslands (6190) 
often along the fringes of woodlands. The characteristic species are Amygdalus nana, Cerasus 
fruticosa, Cerasus mahaleb, Spiraea media, Rosa spinosissima, Rosa gallica, etc. 
 

Distribution in the Alpine region and coverage by Natura 2000 network 

The habitat is distributed in the lower parts of the Carpathian Mountains neighbouring the Pannonian 
lowland: in the southern periphery of the Western Carpathians in Slovakia and in the Southern 
Carpathians in Romania, including the Apuseni Mts (the distribution in Romania is not shown in the 
map). The habitat is well represented in the Natura 2000 network in Slovakia (more than 60 %) and 
less represented in Romania (up to 40 %).  
 

 

Natura 2000 sites in the Alpine region 

Country Area 
/km2/ 

Coverage 
/%/ 

Number 
of sites 

Romania 1-2 20-40 4 

Slovakia 2-3 60-90 27 

Total 3-5 36-60 33 

The table above shows the size of the habitat area in Natura 
2000 sites and its proportion compared to habitat area in the 
whole biogeographical region (‘coverage’) as reported by MS in 
the 2013 Article 17 report. The number of sites was extracted 
from the 2015 Natura 2000 database. 
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Biogeographical conservation status assessment 

The assessment of Structure & functions in Slovakia led to the overall conservation status of this 
habitat type in the Alpine biogeographical region being unfavourable-inadequate. Other parameters 
were assessed as favourable; Romania assessed all parameters as favourable. The overall conservation 
status for the region has not changed compared to the previous reporting period and it remains stable. 

 

 
Legend: MS – Member State; Overall asses – Overall assessment; % MS – percentage of the surface area in the 
respective Member State compared to whole biogeographical region; Ref. – reference value; Struct & func. – 
structure and functions; Future prosp. – future prospects; Curr. CS – current conservation status; Prev. CS – 
previous conservation status; Nat. of ch. – nature of change; EU27: assessment on the level of all EU Member 
Countries; Concl. – conclusion; Target 1 – target 1 of the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy. 

Conservation status FV Favourable U1 Unfavourable - inadequate U2 Unfavourable - bad XX Unknown 

Trend 0 = stable; + =  increase; - = decrease; x = unknown 

Qualifier = stable; + positive; - negative; x unknown 

Nature of 
change 

a – genuine change; b – change due to better data or improved knowledge; b2 – due to taxonomical 
review; c1 – due to different methods to measure or evaluate; c2 – due to use of different thresholds; 
d – no information about nature of change; e – due to less accurate or absent data; nc – no change 

Target 1 
contribution 

A – favourable assessments; B – improved assess.; C – deteriorated assessments; D – unfavourable 
and unknown assessments that did not change; E – assessments that became unknown. 

 

Pressures, threats and proposed measures 

Romania reported eight different pressures, considering species composition change (succession) as a 
pressure of high intensity and two other pressures (competition; habitat shifting and alteration) as 
pressures of medium intensity. Other pressures are of low intensity. Slovakia reported only two 
pressures operating with low intensity: modification of cultivation practices, and sand and gravel 
extraction. The national interpretation manual (Viceníková & Polák, 2003) also specified road building 
and conversion of warm slopes to vineyards and arable land.  

Code Pressure name RO SK

A02 Modification of cultivation practices L

A04.02.05 Non intensive mixed animal grazing L

B01.01 Forest planting on open ground (native trees) L

C01.01 Sand and gravel extraction L

D01.02 Roads, motorways L

E01.03 Dispersed habitation L

E01.04 Other patterns of habitation L

K02.01 Species composition change (succession) H

K04.01 Competition (flora) M

M02.01 Habitat shifting and alteration M  
Legend: L Low intensity M Medium intensity H High intensity 
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It is quite surprising that the country reporting the overall conservation status as favourable (Romania) 
reported a higher number of pressures, while the country where the conservation status is considered 
not favourable (Slovakia) indicated only two pressures of low intensity. 

 
Slovakia proposed the establishment of protected areas/sites as a highly needed measure. Romania 
did not specify any needed measures. 

Code Measure name RO SK

1.2 Measures needed, but not implemented M

6.1 Establish protected areas/sites H  
Legend: L Low importance M Medium importance H High importance 

 

Reason for selection as ‘Low Hanging Fruit’ (LHF) habitat in the Alpine region 

Applying the methodology to identify LHF habitats in the Alpine region, habitat 40A0 had an LHF score 
of 2.163. This habitat type was classified as LHF because to achieve improvement, it is sufficient to 
change from a stable to an improving trend in the category U1 (unfavourable-inadequate). It is 
normally much easier to improve a trend than to achieve a change in category. The habitat type was 
also included as LHF because of its fairly significant representation in Natura 2000 sites (up to 60 %) 
and the fact that the trend of only one parameter (Structure & functions) in one country (Slovakia) 
needs to improve in order to achieve overall improvement. In addition, Slovakia reported only two 
pressures of low intensity. 

 

Priority conservation measures needed 

For the improvement of the overall conservation status in the Alpine biogeographical region, 
improvement of the Structure & functions in Slovakia is necessary. The habitat is threatened by human 
disturbances like road building, gravel extraction, and conversion to agricultural land (vineyards, arable 
land). Better regulation of these activities is needed. The proposed establishment of protected areas 
could help, although a large part of the habitat area (more than 60 %) is already located in Natura 2000 
sites. Another tool to be used is legal protection of the habitat. The relatively small total habitat area 
(up to 3 km2) is also favourable for the implementation of regulatory measures.  

 

Links 

http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/article17/reports2012/habitat/summary/?period=3&group=Heath+%26+
scrub&subject=40A0&region=ALP 
Viceníková, A. & Polák, R. 2003: Európsky významní biotopy na Slovensku. – Štátna ochrana prírody 
SR, Banská Bystrica, 151 pp. 
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4070 Bushes with Pinus mugo and Rhododendron 

 Selected for first round of Biogeographical Seminar 

x Selected using ‘Low hanging fruit’ approach 

Habitat summary 

The assessment of Structure & functions in Bulgaria and Italy led to the overall conservation status of 
this habitat type in the Alpine biogeographical region being unfavourable-inadequate. The overall 
trend is deteriorating. The habitat is threatened mostly by ski resorts; other important threats include: 
grazing; burning down; electricity and telephone lines; erosion; roads; outdoor sports, leisure and 
recreational activities; and removal of terrestrial plants. The habitat is broadly distributed in the central 
part of the Alps, quite abundant in higher parts of the Carpathians and mountains of western Bulgaria, 
scattered in the south-west Alps, and there is an isolated occurrence in the highest parts of the 
Apennines. 
For the improvement of the overall conservation status, improvement of the habitat structure and 
functions in Bulgaria and Italy is needed. The habitat type represents climax vegetation in the sub-
alpine zone of mountains, and thus elimination of disturbing factors is crucial for improvement of its 
structure, especially through the regulation of sport and recreation as well as building activities in 
mountains. 

Habitat description 

The habitat ‘Bushes with Pinus mugo and Rhododendron hirsutum (Mugo-Rhododendretum hirsuti)’ 
includes Pinus mugo formations usually with Rhododendron spp. of the dry eastern inner Alps, the 
northern and south-east outer Alps, the south-west Alps and the Swiss Jura, the eastern greater 
Hercynian ranges, the Carpathians, the Apennines, the Dinarides and the neighbouring Pelagonides, 
the Pirin, the Rila, and the Balkan Range. 

Distribution in the Alpine region and coverage by Natura 2000 network 

The habitat is broadly distributed in the central part of the Alps, quite abundant in higher parts of the 
Carpathians and mountains of western Bulgaria. The habitat has scattered distribution in the south-
west Alps and an isolated occurrence in the highest parts of the Apennines. A high proportion of the 
habitat area (more than 70 %) is protected in Natura 2000 sites. In Bulgaria, Romania, and Slovakia 
more than 90 % of the habitat area is included in the Natura 2000 network, and the entire habitat area 
is located in Natura 2000 sites in France and Poland.  Note: the habitat also occurs in the Alpine region 
of Croatia (8 Natura 2000 sites, 34.90 km2).  
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Habitat in Natura 2000 sites in the Alpine region 

Country Area 
/km2/ 

Coverage 
/%/ 

Number 
of sites 

Austria 250.00 46 39 

Bulgaria 439.92 99 8 

France 8.00 100 4 

Germany 89.56 62 24 

Italy 442.41 61 123 

Poland 25.00 100 5 

Romania 220-230 92-96 21 

Slovakia 140-145 96-100 16 

Slovenia 125.00 86 7 

Total 1,740-1,755 72-73 247 
The table above shows the size of the habitat area in Natura 
2000 sites and its proportion compared to habitat area in the 
whole biogeographical region (‘coverage’) as reported by MS 
in the 2013 Article 17 report. The number of sites was 
extracted from the 2015 Natura 2000 database. 

 

Biogeographical conservation status assessment 

The assessments of Bulgaria and Italy led to the overall conservation status of this habitat type in the 
Alpine biogeographical region being unfavourable–inadequate. Both countries assessed Structure & 
functions as unfavourable-inadequate, and Bulgaria also assessed Future prospects as unfavourable-
inadequate. Other countries assessed all parameters as favourable. Both range and area were assessed 
as favourable by all nine countries. The overall trend is deteriorating. 
The overall conservation status for the region has changed from favourable to unfavourable-
inadequate. However, this change is not genuine; it is due to improved knowledge.  
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Legend: MS – Member State; Overall asses – Overall assessment; % MS – percentage of the surface area in the 
respective Member State compared to whole biogeographical region; Ref. – reference value; Struct & func. – 
structure and functions; Future prosp. – future prospects; Curr. CS – current conservation status; Prev. CS – 
previous conservation status; Nat. of ch. – nature of change; EU27: assessment on the level of all EU Member 
Countries; Concl. – conclusion; Target 1 – target 1 of the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy. 
 

Conservation status FV Favourable U1 Unfavourable - inadequate U2 Unfavourable - bad XX Unknown 

Trend 0 = stable; + =  increase; - = decrease; x = unknown 

Qualifier = stable; + positive; - negative; x unknown 

Nature of 
change 

a – genuine change; b – change due to better data or improved knowledge; b2 – due to taxonomical 
review; c1 – due to different methods to measure or evaluate; c2 – due to use of different thresholds; 
d – no information about nature of change; e – due to less accurate or absent data; nc – no change 

Target 1 
contribution 

A – favourable assessments; B – improved assess.; C – deteriorated assessments; D – unfavourable 
and unknown assessments that did not change; E – assessments that became unknown. 

 

 

Pressures, threats and proposed measures 

The countries reported quite a broad range of pressures, considering skiing complexes as the most 
important one. Other pressures are of medium and low intensity, usually reported by a single country: 
grazing; removal of hedges and copses or scrub; burning down; electricity and telephone lines; erosion; 
roads; outdoor sports and leisure activities, and recreational activities; removal of terrestrial plants; 
urbanised areas; and human habitation. 

 

Legend: L Low intensity M Medium intensity H High intensity 

The countries consider the establishment of protected areas, wilderness areas and legal protection of 
habitats and species as the most important measures. This approach could partially improve the 

Code Pressure name AT BG DE FR IT PL RO SI SK

A04 Grazing M L

A04.01 Intensive grazing M

A08 Fertil isation L

A10.01 Removal of hedges and copses or scrub M

B01 Forest planting on open ground L

B02 Forest and Plantation management  & use L

D01.01 Paths, tracks, cycling tracks L

D01.02 Roads, motorways M

D02.01 Electricity and phone lines M

D05 Improved access to site L

E01 Urbanised areas, human habitation M

E04.01 Agricultural structures, buildings in the landscape L

F04 Taking / Removal of terrestrial plants, general M

F04.01 Pillaging of floristic stations M

G01 Outdoor sports and leisure activities, recreational activities L M

G01.06 Skiing, off-piste M

G02.02 Skiing complex L L H M M

G02.10 Other sport / leisure complexes L

H05.01 Garbage and solid waste L

J01 Fire and fire suppression L

J01.01 Burning down M

K01.01 Erosion M

L04 Avalanche L

L09 Fire (natural) L L

X No threats or pressures X
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situation, but has certain limits, as the current representation of the habitat type in protected areas 
and the Natura 2000 network is already quite high. 

Code Measure name AT BG DE FR IT PL RO SI SK

1.1 No measures needed for the conservation of the habitat/species X X

1.3 No measure known/ impossible to carry out specific measures M

2.0 Other agriculture-related measures L

2.1 Maintaining  grasslands and other open habitats H

3.0 Other forestry-related measures M H

3.1 Restoring/improving  forest habitats M

6.1 Establish protected areas/sites H H H H H

6.2 Establishing wilderness areas/ allowing succession H

6.3 Legal protection of habitats and species H H H

6.4 Manage landscape features H

9.1 Regulating/Management exploitation of natural resources on land H  
Legend: L Low importance M Medium importance H High importance 

 

Reason for selection as ‘Low Hanging Fruit’ (LHF) habitat in the Alpine region 

Applying the methodology to identify LHF habitats in the Alpine region, habitat 4070 had an LHF score 
of 2.769. This habitat type was classified as LHF because to achieve improvement, it is sufficient to 
change from a negative to a stable trend in the category U1 (unfavourable-inadequate). It is normally 
much easier to improve a trend than to achieve a change in category. The habitat type was also 
included as LHF because of its high representation in Natura 2000 sites (72 %) and the fact that only 
one parameter (Structure & functions) in one country (Italy) needs to be improved in order to achieve 
overall improvement.  
 

Priority conservation measures needed 

For the improvement of the overall conservation status in the Alpine biogeographical region, 
improvement of the habitat structure and functions in Bulgaria and Italy is needed. The habitat type 
represents climax vegetation in the sub-alpine zone of mountains, and thus the elimination of 
disturbing factors is crucial for improvement of its structure. Italy indicated skiing complexes, outdoor 
sport, leisure and recreation activities, removal of plants as well as building of roads and electricity or 
telephone lines as the main pressures on the habitat. The regulation of sport and recreation and 
building activities in mountains could help to improve the habitat status. Establishing protected areas 
also could help to resolve some problems. Although quite a large part of the habitat area (61 %) is 
already located in Natura 2000 sites, there is space for the designation of new protected sites in Italy. 
In Bulgaria almost the entire habitat area is already protected in Natura 2000 sites.   

 

Links 

http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/article17/reports2012/habitat/summary/?period=3&group=Heath+%26+
scrub&subject=4070&region=ALP 
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4080 Sub-Arctic Salix spp. scrub 

 Selected for first round of Biogeographical Seminar 

x Selected using ‘Low hanging fruit’ approach 

Habitat summary 

The assessment of Italy led to the overall conservation status in the Alpine region being unfavourable-
inadequate. Habitat 4080 is broadly distributed in Scandinavia and the Alps, is less common in the 
Pyrenees and Western Carpathians, and scattered in the Apennines, Romanian Carpathians, and Rila 
Mts in Bulgaria. More than 80 % of the habitat area is located in Sweden.  
Improving the conservation status of the habitat requires improvement of the structure and functions 
of the habitat in Italy. A large part of its area in Italy (89 %) is already located in Natura 2000 sites, so 
there are good existing conditions for control or regulation of the main disturbances caused by human 
activities, namely intensive grazing, mining, road and electricity line construction, outdoor sport, 
leisure and recreation activities, skiing, and erosion.  

Habitat description 

Sub-arctic and boreo-alpine willow formations of the Scottish Highlands, the mountains of Iceland and 
the mountains of Scandinavia (often along streams) and similar communities in the Alps, Pyrenees, 
Cantabrian Mountains, Carpathians, and associated massifs. The habitat has typical features in 
individual mountain ranges, which is reflected by habitat subtypes delineated for individual mountain 
ranges.  

Distribution in the Alpine region and coverage by Natura 2000 network 

The habitat is broadly distributed in Scandinavia as well as in the central and western Alps. It is less 
common in the Pyrenees and Western Carpathians, and scattered in the Apennines, Romanian 
Carpathians, and Rila Mts in Bulgaria. Around half of the habitat area in the Alpine biogeographical 
region is located in Natura 2000 sites. The entire habitat area is covered by the Natura 2000 network 
in Bulgaria and Poland, and almost the entire area in Romania and Slovakia. On the other hand, France 
reported only 8 % of the habitat area in the Natura 2000 network. 

 

Natura 2000 sites in the Alpine region 

Country Area 
/km2/ 

Coverage 
/%/ 

Number 
of sites 

Austria N/A N/A N/A 

Bulgaria 0.04 100 2 

Finland 17.00 85 16 

France 15.00 8 18 

Germany N/A N/A N/A 

Italy 33.79 89 90 

Poland 0.05 100 4 

Romania 0.001-0.0012 83-100 12 

Slovakia 0.6-0.66 91-100 6 

Sweden 610.00 55 46 

Total 676.48-676.54 50.3 194 

The table above shows the size of the habitat area in Natura 2000 
sites and its proportion compared to habitat area in the whole 
biogeographical region (‘coverage’) as reported by MS in the 2013 
Article 17 report. The number of sites was extracted from the 2015 
Natura 2000 database. 
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Biogeographical conservation status assessment 

The assessments of Italy, Romania, and Slovakia led to the overall conservation status in the Alpine 
biogeographical region being unfavourable-inadequate. Italy’s assessment is crucial, because the 
habitat is very rare in the other two countries. Six countries consider the conservation status 
favourable; Austria considers it unknown. All parameters except range were assessed as unfavourable-
inadequate, but in all parameters the assessment was very close to favourable status. The overall trend 
is stable; trends of range and area are stable, except for Austria, Bulgaria, and Germany, which 
indicated unknown trend for one or both parameters. The previous conservation status was 
favourable. However, the change is not genuine, but is caused by better knowledge and the use of 
different thresholds in assessment. 

 

 
Legend: MS – Member State; Overall asses – Overall assessment; % MS – percentage of the surface area in the 
respective Member State compared to whole biogeographical region; Ref. – reference value; Struct & func. – 
structure and functions; Future prosp. – future prospects; Curr. CS – current conservation status; Prev. CS – 
previous conservation status; Nat. of ch. – nature of change; EU27: assessment on the level of all EU Member 
Countries; Concl. – conclusion; Target 1 – target 1 of the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy. 

Conservation status FV Favourable U1 Unfavourable - inadequate U2 Unfavourable - bad XX Unknown 

Trend 0 = stable; + =  increase; - = decrease; x = unknown 

Qualifier = stable; + positive; - negative; x unknown 

Nature of 
change 

a – genuine change; b – change due to better data or improved knowledge; b2 – due to taxonomical 
review; c1 – due to different methods to measure or evaluate; c2 – due to use of different thresholds; 
d – no information about nature of change; e – due to less accurate or absent data; nc – no change 

Target 1 
contribution 

A – favourable assessments; B – improved assess.; C – deteriorated assessments; D – unfavourable 
and unknown assessments that did not change; E – assessments that became unknown. 

 

Pressures, threats and proposed measures 

The countries reported an extremely broad range of pressures., High-intensity pressures were: sport 
and leisure structures, and human-induced changes in hydraulic conditions (both reported by only one 
country). Grazing, especially intensive grazing, is considered an important pressure operating at 
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medium to low intensity by more countries. Other important pressures reported by several countries 
include activities connected with the construction of roads, motorways, skiing complexes, electricity 
and telephone lines, as well as mining.  

Code Pressure name AT BG DE FI FR IT PL RO SE SK

A02 Modification of cultivation practices L

A04 Grazing M

A04.01 Intensive grazing M L L L

A04.01.02 Intensive sheep grazing L

A04.03 Abandonment of pastoral systems, lack of grazing L

B02 Forest and Plantation management  & use L

C01 Mining and quarrying M

C01.04.01 Open cast mining L

D01 Roads, paths and railroads L

D01.02 Roads, motorways L M M

D02.01 Electricity and phone lines L M

D05 Improved access to site L

E01.03 Dispersed habitation L

E04 Structures, buildings in the landscape L

F04 Taking / Removal of terrestrial plants, general L

F04.02 Collection (fungi, l ichen, berries etc.) L

G01 Outdoor sports and leisure activities, recreational activities M

G01.02 Walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles L

G01.03 Motorised vehicles L

G01.03.02 Off-road motorized driving M

G01.06 Skiing, off-piste M L

G02 Sport and leisure structures H

G02.02 Skiing complex M M M

G05.01 Trampling, overuse M

H04.01 Acid rain L

H04.02 Nitrogen-input L

H05.01 Garbage and solid waste L

J02 Human induced changes in hydraulic conditions H

K01.01 Erosion M

K02 Biocenotic evolution, succession L L

K02.01 Species composition change (succession) M

K04.01 Competition (flora) M L

M01 Changes in abiotic conditions L

M01.01 Temperature changes (e.g. Rise of temperature & extremes) L L

M01.02 Droughts and less precipitations L M L

M02 Changes in biotic conditions L

M02.01 Habitat shifting and alteration M

X No threats or pressures X X
 

Legend: L Low intensity M Medium intensity H High intensity 

 

The establishment of protected areas or sites is the most important measure identified by seven 
countries; five of them consider it highly needed. It is quite surprising that countries in which most or 
all of the habitat area (more than 80 %) is located in Natura 2000 sites consider the establishment of 
new protected sites highly relevant and needed. Other measures, indicated as highly important by two 
countries, include legal protection of habitat and species, management of landscape features, 
establishment of wilderness areas, and the maintenance of grasslands and other open habitats. The 
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regulation or management of natural resources exploitation was identified as highly important by one 
country. 

Code Measure name AT BG DE FI FR IT PL RO SE SK

1.1 No measures needed for the conservation of the habitat/species L

1.2 Measures needed, but not implemented NA H

1.3 No measure known/ impossible to carry out specific measures M

2.1 Maintaining  grasslands and other open habitats H H

6.1 Establish protected areas/sites H M H NA H H H

6.2 Establishing wilderness areas/ allowing succession M H

6.3 Legal protection of habitats and species H H

6.4 Manage landscape features H H

9.1 Regulating/Management exploitation of natural resources on land H

 

Legend: L Low importance M Medium importance H High importance 

 

Reason for selection as ‘Low Hanging Fruit’ (LHF) habitat in the Alpine region 

Applying the methodology to identify LHF habitats in the Alpine region, habitat 62D0 had an LHF score 
of 19.861. This habitat type was classified as LHF because to achieve improvement, only one parameter 
(Structure & functions) in one country (Italy) needs to be improved in order to achieve overall 
improvement from unfavourable-inadequate to favourable. In addition, Italy did not report any 
pressures of high intensity. The habitat type was also included as LHF because of its relatively high 
representation in Natura 2000 sites (50 % of the habitat area). 

 

Priority conservation measures needed 

For the improvement of the overall conservation status in the Alpine biogeographical region, 
improvement of the structure and functions of the habitat in Italy is needed. Italy reported grazing 
(especially intensive grazing), mining, roads and electricity lines, outdoor sport, leisure and recreation 
activities, skiing, and erosion as the main pressures. This is a high-mountain habitat and because a 
large part of its area (89 %) in Italy is already located in Natura 2000 sites, there are good pre-existing 
conditions for control or regulation of the human activities listed above.  

 

Links 

http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/article17/reports2012/habitat/summary/?period=3&group=Heath+%26+
scrub&subject=4080&region=ALP 

  

 


