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Austria

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/at/eu/art17/envrjbkqq/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	N/A 

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	8000 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1995-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	30
	100
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1995-2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
608 - camping and caravans
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
840 Flooding
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
608 - camping and caravans
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
840 Flooding
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Lutra lutra is using different freshwater systems: Brooks, rivers, lakes, ponds and swamps. The species uses the following habitat types according to Annex I of Habitats directive: 3140, 3150, 3220, 3230, 3240, 3260, 3270, 91E0, 91F0 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	6 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	1995-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Much more than field 2.3.1 8000

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Much more than field 2.4.1 100

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	N/A 

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	17000 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1995-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1985-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	400
	700
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1995-2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1985-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
500 Communication networks
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
840 Flooding
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
500 Communication networks
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
840 Flooding
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	12 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	1995-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1995-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	17000

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	400

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


Belgium
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=be/eu/art17/envrf6cg/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Van Den Berge, K. & De Pauw W., 2003. Otter Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758). In: Verkem, S., De Maeseneer, J., Vandendriessche, B., Verbeylen, G. & Yskout, S. Zoogdieren in Vlaanderen. Ecologie en verspreiding van 1987 tot 2002. Natuurpunt Studie en JNM-Zoogdierenwerkgroep, Mechelen & Gent, België. Metsu, I. & Van Den Berge, K., 1987. De otter Lutra Lutra in Vlaanderen en aangrenzende gebieden, Rapport I & II, Nationale Campagne Bescherming Roofdieren, Gavere, 140 + 287 p + kaartbijlagen. www.inbo.be/natura2000be

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	2672 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1987-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	0 

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1987-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	0
	7
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1987-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1987-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
150 Restructuring agricultural land holding
151 - removal of hedges and copses
220 Leisure fishing
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
801 - polderisation
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
830 Canalisation
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
150 Restructuring agricultural land holding
151 - removal of hedges and copses
220 Leisure fishing
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Ideal otter biotopes have the combination of unpolluted water that abounds in aquatic prey and rich vegetation on the banks, which provides shelter. However, as long as there is a variety of hiding places scattered along the hunting grounds, home ranges can include all types of land use (even towns). 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	3460 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2000-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1996-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Bad prospects - species likely to be become extinct in the biogeographical region

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	3467

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Much more than field 2.4.1 20

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	3460 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	During the first half of the past century, otter was present all over the region. However, as a result of active persecution, numbers declined spectacularly. Later on, the destruction of habitats (including water pollution) caused a deathblow so that from the 1980’s the species was considered as extinct on a population level. Only some individual erratic animals have been reported since, but nowhere permanent settlement with reproduction. Beside, otters have very big home ranges, e.g. up to 20 km river length. Since the 1980’s, permanent settlement with reproduction was nowhere noticed. Only some erratic animals have been reported in some periods. Dramatic decline during first half of past century, followed by a progressive deathblow ; extinct on a population level since the 1980’s Ideal otter biotopes have the combination of unpolluted water that abounds in aquatic prey and rich vegetation on the banks, which provides shelter. However, as long as there is a variety of hiding places scattered along the hunting grounds, home ranges can include all types of land use (even towns). Food: fish communities are slowly re-establishing (NARA 2003, 2005) Minimum viable population number is about 20-30. If considering three locations, populations should totalize about 100 specimen to be favourable. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	LIBOIS R (2006) LES MAMMIFÈRES NON VOLANTS DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE : tendances des populations – Rappport analytique sur l’Etat de l’Environnement wallon – (in press). LIBOIS RM – (1982) – Atlas provisoire des mammifères de Wallonie- Cahiers d’Ethologie appl 2 suppl 1-2 207 pp.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	8300 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1985-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1970-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	
	20
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1980-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1970-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	Habitat deterioration and isolation of the sub-populations 

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	120 Fertilisation
621 - nautical sports
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
830 Canalisation
840 Flooding
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
952 - eutrophication

	2.4.11 Threats
	120 Fertilisation
621 - nautical sports
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
830 Canalisation
840 Flooding
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
952 - eutrophication

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3260 Lutra lutra is observed in the watercourses and ponds wich present good fishes populations. It needs also large sections of rivers (more than 20 km long) with natural beaches ;riparian vegetation is also necessary to allow the presence of the otter. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Decreasing (-)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	8300

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1 20

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	NO DATA AVAILABLE FOR HABITATS 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Bad (U2)
	Bad (U2)

	(2.4) Population
	Bad (U2)
	Bad (U2)

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Unknown (XX)
	Unknown (XX)

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Bad but improving (U2+)
	Bad but improving (U2+)

	Overall assessment
	Bad but improving (U2+)
	Inadequate and deteriorating (U1-)


Czech Republic
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/cz/eu/art17/envrelkkw/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Anděra M., Hanzal V. (1996). Atlas of the Mammals of the Czech Republic – A Provisional Version. II. Carnivores (Carnivora). Národní muzeum, Praha. ISBN 80-7036-027-5 Červený J., Anděra M., Koubek P., Homolka M. & Toman A., 2001: Recently expanding mammal species in the Czech Republic: distribution, abundance and legal status. Beiträge zur Jagd-und Wildforschung, 26: 111-125 AOPK ČR. Nálezová databáze AOPK ČR. 2007-01-01

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	66930 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	37500 

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1996-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	487
	487
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	279  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1996-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
507 - bridge, viaduct
701 - water pollution
710 Noise nuisance
740 Vandalism
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
710 Noise nuisance
740 Vandalism
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands and coasts.Water quality and productivity are important. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	59516 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	12/2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	66930

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	487

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	59516 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	The population units are the grid squares (Central European Mapping). 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Pannonian 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Anděra M., Hanzal V. (1996). Atlas of the Mammals of the Czech Republic – A Provisional Version. II. Carnivores (Carnivora). Národní muzeum, Praha. ISBN 80-7036-027-5 Červený J., Anděra M., Koubek P., Homolka M. & Toman A., 2001: Recently expanding mammal species in the Czech Republic: distribution, abundance and legal status. Beiträge zur Jagd-und Wildforschung, 26: 111-125 AOPK ČR. Nálezová databáze AOPK ČR. 2007-01-01

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	2542 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	2252 

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1996-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	22
	22
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	19  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1996-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
507 - bridge, viaduct
701 - water pollution
710 Noise nuisance
740 Vandalism
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
401 - continuous urbanisation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
710 Noise nuisance
740 Vandalism
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands and coasts.Water quality and productivity are important. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	2138 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	12/2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	2542

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	22

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	2138 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	The population units are the grid squares (Central European Mapping). 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Denmark

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=dk/eu/art17/envrlq_ka/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Søgaard, B., Pihl, S. & Wind, P. 2006. Arter 2004-2005. NOVANA. Danmarks Miljøundersøgelser. 150 s. – Faglig rapport fra DMU, nr. 582. http://faglige-rapporter.dmu.dkSøgaard, B., Skov, F., Ejrnæs, R., Nielsen, K.E ., Pihl, S., Clausen, P., Laursen, K., Bregnballe, T., Madsen, J., Baatrup-Pedersen, A., Søndergaard, M., Lauridsen, T.L., Møller, P.F., Riis-Nielsen, T., Buttenschøn, R.M., Fredshavn, J., Aude, E. & Nygaard, B. 2003. Kriterier for gunstig bevaringsstatus. Naturtyper og arter omfattet af EF-habitatdirektivet & fugle omfattet af EF-fugle-beskyttelses-direktivet. - Faglig rapport fra DMU, nr. 457, 2. udgave. 462 s. (elektronisk).: http://www2.dmu.dk/1_viden/2_Publikationer/3_fagrapporter/rapporter/FR457_2udg_www.pdfSøgaard, B., Fredshavn, J.R., Pihl, S. & Nielsen K.E. 2005. Criteria for favourable conservation status in Denmark. Natural habitat types and species covered by the EEC Habitats Directive and birds covered by the EEC Bird Protection Directive..DRAFT VERSION. NERI Technical Report 2005 http://forum.europa.eu.int/Public/irc/env/monnat/library?l=/other_topics/monitoringgeneral/denmark/fcs-report_2005/_EN_1.0_&a=dSøgaard, B., Madsen, A.B., Elmeros, M. & Hammershøj, M. 2004: Den danske bestand af odder er i fremgang. – Fagligt notat fra DMU www.dmu.dk/Dyr+og+Planter/Dyr/Odder/htm (17/07/04)Søgaard, B. & Madsen. A.B. (red.) (1996): Forvaltningsplan for odder (Lutra lutra) i Danmark. - Miljø- og Energiministeriet, Skov- og Naturstyrelsen. 48 s. : www.skovognatur.dk/natur/odder/odder.pdf

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	13286 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2004 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1991-2004 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	117
	117
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2004 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1991-2004 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways

	2.4.11 Threats
	290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	10399 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2004 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1991-2004 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Approximately equal to field 2.3.1 13286

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Less than field 2.4.1 117

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Vurdering af tilstandenDet vurderes, at der findes en sammenhængende bestand af odder i Jylland, som dækker begge biogeografiske regioner.Den positive bestandsudvikling kan bl.a. tilskrives en målrettet beskyttelse af arten gennem udarbejdelsen af en forvaltningsplan i 1996 (Søgaard & Madsen 1996), og senere i forbindelse med implementeringen af EF-habitatdirektivet. Påbud om anvendelse af stopriste i ruser og etablering af faunapassager ved nye og gamle vejanlæg har ført til, at færre oddere drukner i ruser eller dræbes i trafikken. Samtidig har amterne i stigende grad taget hensyn til odderen i forvaltningen af det åbne land gennem øget beskyttelse af oddernes eksisterende levesteder, etablering af nye levesteder gennem naturgenopretningsprojekter og etablering af spredningskorridorer.Udbredelsen er sket fra kerneområder for arten i Nordvestjylland mod syd i en ”skæv” sydvest-nordøstgående front, der formentlig er forårsaget af et større indhold af primære habitater for odderen i det vestlige Jylland i form af flere egnede og uforstyrrede levesteder, mindre befolkningstæthed og mindre habitatfragmentering sammenlignetmed den østlige del af Jylland. Udviklingen tyder på, at der nu er ved at blive etableret et sammenhængende netværk af levesteder for odderen i Jylland. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Søgaard, B., Pihl, S. & Wind, P. 2006. Arter 2004-2005. NOVANA. Danmarks Miljøundersøgelser. 150 s. – Faglig rapport fra DMU, nr. 582. http://faglige-rapporter.dmu.dkSøgaard, B., Skov, F., Ejrnæs, R., Nielsen, K.E ., Pihl, S., Clausen, P., Laursen, K., Bregnballe, T., Madsen, J., Baatrup-Pedersen, A., Søndergaard, M., Lauridsen, T.L., Møller, P.F., Riis-Nielsen, T., Buttenschøn, R.M., Fredshavn, J., Aude, E. & Nygaard, B. 2003. Kriterier for gunstig bevaringsstatus. Naturtyper og arter omfattet af EF-habitatdirektivet & fugle omfattet af EF-fugle-beskyttelses-direktivet. - Faglig rapport fra DMU, nr. 457, 2. udgave. 462 s. (elektronisk).: http://www2.dmu.dk/1_viden/2_Publikationer/3_fagrapporter/rapporter/FR457_2udg_www.pdfSøgaard, B., Fredshavn, J.R., Pihl, S. & Nielsen K.E. 2005. Criteria for favourable conservation status in Denmark. Natural habitat types and species covered by the EEC Habitats Directive and birds covered by the EEC Bird Protection Directive..DRAFT VERSION. NERI Technical Report 2005 http://forum.europa.eu.int/Public/irc/env/monnat/library?l=/other_topics/monitoringgeneral/denmark/fcs-report_2005/_EN_1.0_&a=dSøgaard, B., Madsen, A.B., Elmeros, M. & Hammershøj, M. 2004: Den danske bestand af odder er i fremgang. – Fagligt notat fra DMU www.dmu.dk/Dyr+og+Planter/Dyr/Odder/htm (17/07/04)Søgaard, B. & Madsen. A.B. (red.) (1996): Forvaltningsplan for odder (Lutra lutra) i Danmark. - Miljø- og Energiministeriet, Skov- og Naturstyrelsen. 48 s. : www.skovognatur.dk/natur/odder/odder.pdf

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	16450 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	138
	138
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways

	2.4.11 Threats
	190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	12544 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Unknown

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	More than field 2.3.1 15880

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1 134

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Vurdering af tilstandenDet vurderes, at der findes en sammenhængende bestand af odder i Jylland, som dækker begge biogeografiske regioner.Den positive bestandsudvikling kan bl.a. tilskrives en målrettet beskyttelse af arten gennem udarbejdelsen af en forvaltningsplan i 1996 (Søgaard & Madsen 1996), og senere i forbindelse med implementeringen af EF-habitatdirektivet. Påbud om anvendelse af stopriste i ruser og etablering af faunapassager ved nye og gamle vejanlæg har ført til, at færre oddere drukner i ruser eller dræbes i trafikken. Samtidig har amterne i stigende grad taget hensyn til odderen i forvaltningen af det åbne land gennem øget beskyttelse af oddernes eksisterende levesteder, etablering af nye levesteder gennem naturgenopretningsprojekter og etablering af spredningskorridorer.Udbredelsen er sket fra kerneområder for arten i Nordvestjylland mod syd i en ”skæv” sydvest-nordøstgående front, der formentlig er forårsaget af et større indhold af primære habitater for odderen i det vestlige Jylland i form af flere egnede og uforstyrrede levesteder, mindre befolkningstæthed og mindre habitatfragmentering sammenlignetmed den østlige del af Jylland. Udviklingen tyder på, at der nu er ved at blive etableret et sammenhængende netværk af levesteder for odderen i Jylland.Der er ikke fundet odder på Sjælland i 2004, idet en efterfølgende DNA-analyse i 2005 af formodede ekskrementer fra odder indsamlet i 2004 viste, at de stammede fra andre mårdyr. Ved den nationale overvågning i 1996 blev der heller ikke konstateret odder på Sjælland,men ved en supplerende undersøgelse samme år blev der fundet Odder-ekskrementer. Ekskrementer af odder blev også indsamlet i Vestsjælland i 1995 og en DNA-analyse i 2005 har bekræftet, at de stammer fra odder. Ekskrementer indsamlet på Vestsjælland i 2006 har ved en DNA-analyse vist sig at stamme fra odder, så der er nu sikre spor efter odder i perioden 2001-2006, men bestanden betragtes som meget lille og sårbar! 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Bad but improving (U2+)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Bad but improving (U2+)
	N/A 


Estonia
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=ee/eu/art17/envreblxq/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Boreal 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Annual state environment monitoring reports : www.keskkonnainfo.ee Report of "Population size and distribution of semi-aquatic game animals", 2006 by Remek Meel

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	45227 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1998-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	1700
	2000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	650  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1998-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	230 Hunting
853 - management of water levels
920 Drying out

	2.4.11 Threats
	230 Hunting
853 - management of water levels
920 Drying out

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Different types of inland waterbodies - lakes, ponds, rivers, draind and coastal sea 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	45227 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	45227

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	2000

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	45227 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Probably all suitable habitats are occupied by the species 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)


Finland

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=fi/eu/art17/envrgphma/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Helle, P. & Wikman, M. 2006: Talven 2006 lumijälkilaskennat riistakolmioilla. – Riistantutkimuksen Tiedote 207. Wikman, M. 1996: Saukko – Teoksessa: Lindén, H., Hario, M. & Wikman, M. (toim.), Riistan jäljille s. 65-67. Riista- ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos, Edita, Helsinki. Liukko U-M (toim.) 1999: Saukkokanna tila ja seuranta Suomessa – Suomen ympäristö 353: 1-128. Sulkava, R. 2006. Ecology of the Otter (lutra lutra) in Central Finland and methods for estimating the densities of populations. University of Joensuu, PhD Dissertations in Biology No: 43, Joensuu.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	16200 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2000-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1989-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	50
	150
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2000-2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1989-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	N/A 

	2.4.11 Threats
	N/A 

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	1900 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2000-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1989-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	16200

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	50

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Kansallisessa uhanalasuusarvioinnissa (2000) laji on arvioitu silmälläpidettäväksi (NT) Saukolle on laadittu vuosittain hoitosuunnitelmat riistahoitopiirittäin Saukko rauhoitettiin vuonna 1974. Sen jälkeen kanta on lähtenyt kasvuun. Nykyisin kannan tila näyttää hyvältä, kanta kasvaa ja leivttäytyy uusille elinympäristöille. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Boreal 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Helle, P. & Wikman, M. 2006: Talven 2006 lumijälkilaskennat riistakolmioilla. – Riistantutkimuksen Tiedote 207. Wikman, M. 1996: Saukko – Teoksessa: Lindén, H., Hario, M. & Wikman, M. (toim.), Riistan jäljille s. 65-67. Riista- ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos, Edita, Helsinki. Liukko U-M (toim.) 1999: Saukkokanna tila ja seuranta Suomessa – Suomen ympäristö 353: 1-128. Sulkava, R. 2006. Ecology of the Otter (lutra lutra) in Central Finland and methods for estimating the densities of populations. University of Joensuu, PhD Dissertations in Biology No: 43, Joensuu.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	367000 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2000-2006 

	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 (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1987-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	1800
	2600
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1996-1998 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1989-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	230 Hunting
701 - water pollution
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	952 - eutrophication

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	40300 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2000-2006 

	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
	1987-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	367000

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	1800

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Kansallisessa uhanalasuusarvioinnissa (2000) laji on arvioitu silmälläpidettäväksi (NT) Saukolle on laadittu vuosittain hoitosuunnitelmat riistahoitopiirittäin Saukko rauhoitettiin vuonna 1974. Sen jälkeen kanta on lähhtenyt kasvuun. Nykyisin kannan tila näyttää hyvältä, kanta kasvaa ja leivttäytyy uusille elinympäristöille. Runsastuva saukkokanta aiheuttaa merkittäviä taloudellisia vahinkoja sekä kalan- että ravunkasvattajille. Kasvava saukkokanta aiheuttanee tulevaisuudessa lisääntyviä ristiriitoja. Tyydyttävä ratkaisu tälle ongelmalle olisi välitön etu saukolle 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


France

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/fr/eu/art17/envridliq/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 
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	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	99686 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	N/A  

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	N/A  

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Unknown
Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	100 Cultivation
102 - mowing / cutting
110 Use of pesticides
130 Irrigation
150 Restructuring agricultural land holding
151 - removal of hedges and copses
161 - forest planting
162 - artificial planting
164 - forestry clearance
165 - removal of forest undergthreatth
166 - removal of dead and dying trees
167 - forest exploitation without replanting
170 Animal breeding
180 Burning
190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
230 Hunting
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
300 Sand and gravel extraction
301 - quarries
310 Peat extraction
312 - mechanical removal of peat
320 Exploration and extraction of oil or gas
390 Mining and extraction activities not referred to above
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
401 - continuous urbanisation
402 - discontinuous urbanisation
410 Industrial or commercial areas
411 - factory
412 - industrial stockage
420 Discharges
421 - disposal of household waste
422 - disposal of industrial waste
424 Other discharges
490 Other urbanisation, industrial and similar activities
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
507 - bridge, viaduct
520 Shipping
530 Improved access to site
590 Other forms of transportation and communication
600 Sport and leisure structures
620 Outdoor sports and leisure activities
621 - nautical sports
622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles
623 - motorised vehicles
629 - other outdoor sports and leisure activities
690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
702 - air pollution
703 - soil pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
720 Trampling, overuse
790 Other pollution or human impacts/activities
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
900 Erosion
920 Drying out
930 Submersion
940 Natural catastrophes
941 - inundation
953 - acidification
962 - parasitism
963 - introduction of disease
964 - genetic pollution
968 

	2.4.11 Threats
	130 Irrigation
150 Restructuring agricultural land holding
151 - removal of hedges and copses
190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
230 Hunting
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
300 Sand and gravel extraction
301 - quarries
320 Exploration and extraction of oil or gas
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
401 - continuous urbanisation
402 - discontinuous urbanisation
410 Industrial or commercial areas
411 - factory
412 - industrial stockage
420 Discharges
422 - disposal of industrial waste
424 Other discharges
490 Other urbanisation, industrial and similar activities
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
507 - bridge, viaduct
520 Shipping
530 Improved access to site
590 Other forms of transportation and communication
600 Sport and leisure structures
620 Outdoor sports and leisure activities
621 - nautical sports
622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles
623 - motorised vehicles
629 - other outdoor sports and leisure activities
690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
702 - air pollution
703 - soil pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
720 Trampling, overuse
790 Other pollution or human impacts/activities
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
900 Erosion
920 Drying out
930 Submersion
940 Natural catastrophes
941 - inundation
953 - acidification
962 - parasitism
963 - introduction of disease
964 - genetic pollution
968 

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3150 3240 6430 7210 1130 1150 1160 1420 9180 2190 91D0 92A0 1330 3250 3170 3130 1130 91D0 3160 1140 2190 7230 1160 91F0 91E0  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	N/A 

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	N/A 

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	
	BARATAUD MICHEL, 1993 - La Loutre en Limousin. répartition de l'espèce, évolution récente et perspectives d'avenir des poulations SEPOL, Epops, n°4, 16-43 p.
BOUCHARDY, 2005 - La loutre dans le Bassin Seine-Normandie Agence de l'Eau Seine-Normandie, 32 pp. Agence de l'Eau Seine-Normandie, 1, 32 p.
COLLECTIF, 2000 - Plan de restauration de la loutre d'Europe en France Ministère de l'Aménagement du Territoire et de l'Environnement, Direction de la Nature et des Paysages, 60 pages + annexes. , 1, 60 p.
COLLECTIF, 2005 - La conservation de la loutre Actes du XXVIIème Colloque Francophone de Mammalogie, Octobre 2004, Limoges (87). Ed. SFEPM/GMHL,Jacques-Leblanc-Moutou, 199 pp. SFEPM-GMHL, 1, 199 p.
COLLECTIF, 2007 - Bibliographie loutre francophone mise à jour www.reseau-loutres.org , , p.
DOHOGNE R. ET LEBLANC F. , 2005 - Actualisation de la réparttion de la Loutre d'Europe (Lutra lutra) en Limousin GMHL/DIREN Limousin/Région Limousin/Agences de l'eau Loire-Bretagne et Adour Garonne, , 85 p. + Annexes p.
JANSSENS X., KERMADON J.DE, BARET P., DEFOURNY P. , 2005 - Distribution de la loutre dans les Cévennes : prédiction d'occurrence par modélisation en cas d'absence de traces Actes du XXVII° colloque Francophone de Mammalogie SFEPM/GMHL, , 29-34 p.
LAFONTAINE, L. , 2001 - Préserver des habitats en regard d'une espèce ou d'un groupe d'espèces particulières : la loutre d'Europe. Restauration et entretien des cours d'eau en Bretagne, Guide Technique. Ed. Diren-Bretagne, fiche-objectif 10 : 62-64. Diren-Bretagne, 1, 62-64 p.
LAFONTAINE, L. , 2005 - La loutre, témoin de l'état de santé des milieux aquatiques. Loutre et autres mammifères aquatiques de Bretagne. Collection Les Cahiers Naturalistes de Bretagne. Groupe Mammalogique Breton, Editions Biotope, Mèze, 43-96. BIOTOPE, Mèze, 1, 43-96 p.
LEBLANC F. ET AL. , 2005 - Actualisation de la répartition de la Loutre d'Europe en Limousin (2003-2004) Actes du XXVII° Colloque Francophone de Mammalogie SFEPM/GMHL, , 9-28 p.
MATHEVET R. ET A. OLIVIER, 2005 - La Loutre d'Europe dans le Delta du Rhône : historique et perspectives Actes du XXVII° Colloque Francophone de Mammalogie SFEPM/GMHL, , 47-54 p.
ROSOUX, R. ET J. GREEN, 2004 - La loutre Ed. Belin, Eveil-Nature, 96 pp. Ed. Belin, Eveil-Nature, 1, 96 p.
ROSOUX, R. ET M.N. DE BELLEFROID, 2006 - Le retour de la loutre en France Symbioses Symbioses, 16, 60-62 p.
ROSOUX, R., T. TOURNEBIZE, H. MAURIN ET C. BOUCHARDY, 1995 - Etude de la répartition de la loutre d'Europe (Lutra lutra L.) en France. Actualisation 1993. Cahiers d'Ethologie, 15 : 195-206. Cahiers d'Ethologie, Liège (B), 15, 195-206 p.
THIRIET J. ET L. MERCIER, 2006 - Indices récents de la présence de la Loutre d'Europe Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758) (Carnivora, Mustelidae) dans le nord du Haut-Rhin (France) Bull. Soc. Hist. Nat. Ethn. de Colmar Soc. Hist. Nat. Ethn. de Colmar, 67, 77-87 p.
VALENTIN-SMITH, G. , 1998 - La loutre d'Europe et ses habitats naturels Zones Humides Infos SNPN, 20, 8-10 p.
VARANGUIN N. ET SIRUGUE D., 2005 - Statut de la Loutre en région Bourgogne en 2004 Actes du XXVII° Colloque Francophone de Mammalogie SFEPM/GMHL, , 35-44 p.

	 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	13780 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1996-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1984-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2000-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling
From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1984-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
220 Leisure fishing
241 - collection (insects, reptiles, amphibians.....)
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
502 - roads, motorways
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
720 Trampling, overuse
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
871 - sea defense or coast protection works
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
973 - introduction of disease
120 Fertilisation
402 - discontinuous urbanisation
421 - disposal of household waste
422 - disposal of industrial waste
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
964 - genetic pollution

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
220 Leisure fishing
241 - collection (insects, reptiles, amphibians.....)
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
502 - roads, motorways
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
720 Trampling, overuse
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
871 - sea defense or coast protection works
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
973 - introduction of disease
120 Fertilisation
310 Peat extraction
312 - mechanical removal of peat
402 - discontinuous urbanisation
422 - disposal of industrial waste
621 - nautical sports
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
952 - eutrophication
964 - genetic pollution

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3150 3240 6430 7210 1130 1150 1160 1420 9180 2190 91D0 92A0 1330 3250 3170 3130 1130 91D0 3160 1140 2190 7230 1160 91F0 91E0  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Less than field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Mediterranean 

	
	COLLECTIF, 2005 - La conservation de la loutre Actes du XXVIIème Colloque Francophone de Mammalogie, Octobre 2004, Limoges (87). Ed. SFEPM/GMHL,Jacques-Leblanc-Moutou, 199 pp. SFEPM-GMHL, 1, 199 p.

	 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	9557 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1971-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	N/A  

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion
From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1977-1995 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
910 Silting up
920 Drying out
952 - eutrophication

	2.4.11 Threats
	130 Irrigation
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
401 - continuous urbanisation
403 - dispersed habitation
410 Industrial or commercial areas
420 Discharges
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
720 Trampling, overuse
790 Other pollution or human impacts/activities
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
910 Silting up
920 Drying out
952 - eutrophication

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographical region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3150 3240 6430 7210 1130 1150 1160 1420 9180 2190 91D0 92A0 1330 3250 3170 3130 1130 91D0 3160 1140 2190 7230 1160 91F0 91E0  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	N/A 

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Less than field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Germany
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/de/eu/art17/envr0qzdw/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine Region 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	BY: ASK - Populationseinheit: TK25

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	348.86 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	1
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1990-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
500 Communication networks
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.4.11 Threats
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
500 Communication networks
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	129.75 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	1990-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Unknown

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	 348.86

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	 1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	129.75 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Das marginale Vorkommen im Süden der kontinentalen Region führt zu gelegentlichen Sichtungen in der alpinen Region. Ein eigenständiges Vorkommen in der alpinen Region ist fraglich. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantische Region 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	HH: Artenhilfsprogramm Säugetiere, Günter Schäfers
NI: Niedersächsisches Tierarten-Erfassungsprogramm des NLWKN.
ST: Landesamt für Umweltschutz des Landes Sachsen-Anhalt (Hrsg.) (2001): Die Tier- und Pflanzenarten nach Anhang II der Fauna-Flora-Habitatrichtlinie im Land Sachsen-Anhalt. Naturschutz im Land Sachsen-Anhalt 38, Sonderheft. 152 S.
Landesamt für Umweltschutz des Landes Sachsen-Anhalt (Hrsg.) (2004): Die Tier- und Pflanzenarten nach Anhang IV der Fauna-Flora-Habitatrichtlinie im Land Sachsen-Anhalt. Naturschutz im Land Sachsen-Anhalt 41, Sonderheft. 142 S. - Populationseinheit: TK25

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	24744.19 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	128
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1991-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
211 - fixed location fishing
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
600 Sport and leisure structures
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
211 - fixed location fishing
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
600 Sport and leisure structures
790 Other pollution or human impacts/activities
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	17516.25 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	1991-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	 25654.19

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	 137

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	18294.75 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Die Art weist in Teilregionen einen günstigen Erhaltungszustand auf. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Kontinentale Region 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	BY: ASK/Gutachten
MV: BINNER, U (1994): Die Verbreitung des Fischotters (Lutra lutra L.) in Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, im Auftrag des Umweltministeriums des Landes MV.
REUTHER, C,, DOLCH,D., GREEN, R., JAHRL, J., JEFFERIES, D., KREKEMEYER, A., KUCEROVA, M., MADSON, A.B., ROMANOWSKI, J., ROCHE, K., RUIZ-OLMO, J., TEBNER, J., TRINDADE, A. (2000): Surveying an Monitoring Distribution an Population Trends of the Eurasian Otter (Lutra lutra). Habitat 12. Hankensbüttel.152pp
NEUBERT, F. (2005): Koordinierung und Auswertung des Fischottermonitorings. Verbreitung des Fischotters in Mecklenburg-Vorpommer.unveröff. Bericht zum Werkvertrag im Auftrag des Umweltministeriums des Landes Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 
NEUBERT, F. (2004): Koordinierung und Auswertung des Fischottermonitorings. unveröff. Bericht im Auftrag des Landesamtes für Umwelt, Naturschutz und Geologie M-V
NEUBERT, F. (2003): Artenmonitoring Säugetiere. Rasterfeinkartierung Fischotter (Lutra lutra). unveröff. Bericht im Auftrag des Landesamtes für Umwelt, Naturschutz und Geologie M-V
NEUBERT, F. (2005): Koordinierung und Auswertung des Säugetiermonitorings. Teil:Mitwirkung an der Weiterentwicklung und Koordination des Monitorings für Säugetierarten des Anhang II der FFH-Richtlinie. unveröff. Bericht im Auftrag des Umweltministeriums Mecklenburg- Vorpommern
SOMMER, R., GRIESAU, A., ANSORGE, H. (2005): Daten zur Populationsökologie des Fischotters Lutra lutra (Linnaeus 1758) in Mecklenburg-Vorpommern. Beiträge zur Jagd- und Wildforschung 30. 253-271
DIENEMANN, V. (2004): Brücken für den Fischotter. Teil 3: In ausgewählten FFH-Gebieten. 13. Sonderausgabe des Otter-Kurier. Schriftenreihe des BUND Arbeitskreis Fischotterschutz.
GRIESAU, A. (2004): Untersuchung von Brückenbauwerken in Abschnitten ausgewählter FFH-Gebiete und deren Gewässereinzugsgebieten im mittleren Mecklenburg in Bezug auf ihre Barrierewirkung gegenüber dem Wanderverhalten des Fischotters Lutra lutra (Linnaeus 1758). unveröff. Arbeitsbericht im Auftrag des Landesamt für Umwelt, Naturschutz und Geologie Mecklenburg Vorpommern
NI: Niedersächsisches Tierarten-Erfassungsprogramm des NLWKN.
SN: Ansorge, H. & Striese, M.(1993). Zum Bestand des Fischotters in der östlichen Oberlausitz. Abh. Ber. Naturkundemus. Görlitz, 67, 13-19.
Riebe, H.(1994). Der Fischotter Lutra lutra L. 1758 in der Sächsischen Schweiz. Schriftenreihe des Nationalparkes Sächsische Schweiz, 62-71.
Meyer, M.(1994). Einige Bemerkungen zum Vorkommen des Fischotters Lutra lutra (L., 1758) in Nordwestsachsen. Veröff. Naturkundemus. Leipzig, 12, 27-35.
Zinke, O.(1994). Ein aktueller Nachweis illegaler Bejagung des Fischotters. Veröff. Mus. Westlausitz Kamenz, 17, 90-92.
Ansorge, H., Schipke, R. & Zinke, O.(1997). Population structure of the otter, Lutra lutra. Parameters and model for a Central European region. Z. Säugetierk., 62, 143-151.
Zinke, O.(1998). Fischotterverluste in der Westlausitz und angrenzenden Gebieten in den Jahren 1985 bis 1995. Naturschutz und Landschaftspfleg in Brandenburg, 7, 102-104.
Riebe, H.(1998). Gegenwärtige Verbreitung und Schutz des Fischotters Lutra lutra (L., 1758) in der Sächsischen Schweiz. Beitr. Jagd- u. Wildforsch., 23, 239-244.
Meyer, M.(2000). Zur Situation des Fischotters Lutra lutra (L., 1758) in Nordwestsachsen. Veröff. Naturkundemus. Leipzig, 19, 29-35.
Zinke, O.(2000). Die Todesursachen der im Museum der Westlausitz Kamenz von 1992-1998 eingelieferten Fischotter Lutra lutra (L., 1758). Veröff. Mus. Westlausitz, 22, 87-92.
Meyer, M.(2002). Zur Situation des Fischotters (Lutra lutra) in Nordwestsachsen. Säugetierk. Inf., 5, 165-170.
Klenke, R.(2002). Habitat suitability and apparent density of the Eurasian otter (Lutra lutra) in Saxony (Germany). Proc. VIIth International Otter Colloquium, 167-171.
ST: Landesamt für Umweltschutz des Landes Sachsen-Anhalt (Hrsg.) (2001): Die Tier- und Pflanzenarten nach Anhang II der Fauna-Flora-Habitatrichtlinie im Land Sachsen-Anhalt. Naturschutz im Land Sachsen-Anhalt 38, Sonderheft. 152 S.
Landesamt für Umweltschutz des Landes Sachsen-Anhalt (Hrsg.) (2004): Die Tier- und Pflanzenarten nach Anhang IV der Fauna-Flora-Habitatrichtlinie im Land Sachsen-Anhalt. Naturschutz im Land Sachsen-Anhalt 41, Sonderheft. 142 S.
TH: Schmalz, M. & S. Klaus (2005): Neue Ergebnisse zum Vorkommen des Eurasischen Fischotter in Thüringen. Landschaftspflege und Naturschutz in Thüringen 42: 1-5.
Klaus, S. (2002): Fischotterschutz in Thüringen. In: Reuther, C. (Hrsg.) Fischotterschutz in Deutschland, Grundlagen für einen nationalen Artenschutzplan. Habitat 14, 156 pp.
Pfeifer, D., S. Gärtner & S. Klaus (2006): Wiederbesiedlung der Gewässer Ostthüringens durch den Fischotter (Lutra lutra L.). Beiträge zur Jagd- und Wildforschung 31 (im Druck).
Klaus, S. (2000): Todfund eines Fischotters (Lutra lutra) im Altenburger Land. - Landschaftspflege u. Naturschutz in Thüringen 37: 22-24 - Populationseinheit: TK25

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	112460.25 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	790
	
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	1991-2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes
Other (specify) 

Verbesserung Gewässergüte, keine direkte Verfolgung mehr, Populationsdruck aus Verbreitungszentren z. B. Sachsen.

	Other (specify)
	Verbesserung Gewässergüte, keine direkte Verfolgung mehr, Populationsdruck aus Verbreitungszentren z. B. Sachsen.

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
210 Professional fishing
211 - fixed location fishing
230 Hunting
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
403 - dispersed habitation
500 Communication networks
501 - paths, tracks, cycling tracks
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
507 - bridge, viaduct
509 - other communication networks
530 Improved access to site
621 - nautical sports
690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	211 - fixed location fishing
403 - dispersed habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
530 Improved access to site
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	112363.50 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	1990-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes
Other (specify) 

Zunahme durch Einstellen direkter Verfolgung, Verbesserung der Gewässergüte, Schutzmaßnahmen deutschlandweit.

	Other (specify)
	Zunahme durch Einstellen direkter Verfolgung, Verbesserung der Gewässergüte, Schutzmaßnahmen deutschlandweit.

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	 117650.25

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	 838

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	117553.50 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


Greece

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=gr/eu/art17/envrfzupg/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Mediterranean 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Bousbouras D. 2001. Otter rage and food habits at the lakes Himaditida, Zazari, Petron, Vegoritida and Kastoria. EVS EU, Arcturos. 
Bousbouras D. 1996α. Otter. In: Koutrakis M. (Project Leader) 1996. Specific management Plan for the site Stena Nestou (GR1120004). EKBY Thermi. 229p.
Bousbouras D. 1996b. Otter. In: Tsiouris S. (Project Leader) 1996. Specific management Plan for the site Limnes Cheimaditida – Zazari (GR1340005). EKBY Thermi. 212 p.
Bousbouras D. (Project Leader) 1999. Special Environmental Study for Grammos & NW Voio. LIFE-NATURE «ARCTOS - second phase» ARCTUROS. Thessaloniki Vol A 324 p.
Gourvelou E. 1993. Winter diet of the Otter Lutra lutra and its population status in the lake kerkini. 63 pp. MAICH. 
Delaki, E.-E., Kotzageorgis, G., Vassiliki, I. and Stamopoulos, A. (1988) A Study of Otters in Lake Mikri Prespa, Greece, IUCN Otter Spec. Group Bull. 3: 12 -16
Bousbouras D. & B. Hallmann 1999. The presence of the otter (Lutra lutra) in the former lake Karla (Thessalia, Greece). Newsletter Hellenic Zoological Society, Vol. 31, pp 9 -10
Gaethlich M. 1988 : Otters in westen Greece and Corfu. IUCN Otter Specialist Group Bulletin 3: 17-23.
Macdonald S. M. & C.F. Mason 1982. Οtters in Greece. Oryx 16 : 240 - 244. 
Macdonald S. M. & C.F. Mason 1984. The otter. Φύσις 27 : 28 - 33.
Macdonald S. M. & C.F. Mason 1985. Οtters, their Habitat and Conservation in Northeast Greece. Biol. Cnserv. 31 : 191 - 210. 
de Smet, K. and Lymberakis, P. (2003) Eurasian Otters (Lutra lutra) in Crete?!. IUCN Otter Spec. Group Bull. 20(1): 72
Ruiz-Olmo J. (2006). The Otter in Corfu Island (Greece): Situation in 2006. IUCN Otter Spec. Group Bull. 23(1): 17 -25

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	28548 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	317
	317
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	
210 Professional fishing
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
701 - water pollution
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
801 - polderisation
830 Canalisation

	2.4.11 Threats
	210 Professional fishing
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
701 - water pollution
800 Landfill, land reclamation and drying out, general
801 - polderisation
830 Canalisation

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Rivers, lakes, dikes. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	N/A 

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Unknown

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	N/A 

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	N/A 

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Occasional information for the species in Greece. There is no monitoring project. The fields: 2.5.2 Area estimation 2.5.3 Date of estimation 2.5.4 Quality of data 2.7.1 Favourable reference range 2.7.2 Favourable reference population 2.7.3 Suitable Habitat for the species are left blank due to lack of data.  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 


Hungary

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/hu/eu/art17/envre7qhw/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Pannonian 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Alapítvány a Vidrákért: Vidrakönyv – Budapest, 2004.
Alapítvány a Vidrákért: Vidravédelem autóútjaink mentén (tények és javaslatok) – Budapest, 2006.
Alapítvány a Vidrákért: A 2004 és 2006 között elvégzett magyarországi vidraállomány felmérés részletes összefoglaló dolgozata – Budapest, 2007.
Bihari, Z., Heltai, M. és Csorba, G. (eds) Magyarország emlőseinek atlasza. Kossuth Kiadó, Budapest (in print)
Lanszki, J., Körmendi, S. 1993. Adatok a vidra (Lutra lutra L.) tógazdasági szerepének megítéléséhez. Tudomány, 4: 190-192.
Mórocz A. 2003. A vidra (Lutra lutra) felmérése az Alsó-Duna-völgyben. Élet a Duna-ártéren -természetvédelemről sokszemközt– tanácskozás, Érsekcsanád összefoglaló kötete, 148-153.
Nagy G. 1996. Adatok a vidra (Lutra lutra Linné, 1758) dél-balatoni előfordulásaihoz. Anser, 3: 25-30.
Petróczi I. 2000. Adatok a vidra (Lutra lutra Linnaeus, 1758) Veszprém megyei elterjedéséről. A Bakonyi Természettudományi Múzeum Közleményei, 15: 153-159.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	72941,3 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1994-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Climate change
Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum)
	2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum)
	2.4.1 Population units

	958
	958
	Number of localities

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2004-2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2004-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
211 - fixed location fishing
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general

	2.4.11 Threats
	200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
410 Industrial or commercial areas
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	56586,8 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2004-2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2004-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	72941,3

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	958

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)
	Indokolt a faj országos monitorozása különböző típusú élőhelyeken, mintavételezésesen (megfelelő állománybecslési módszer alkalmazásával)! 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	Conclusions: (2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.4) Population
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Ireland

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=ie/eu/art17/envrwopcw/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Bailey, M. & Rochford, J. (2006) Otter survey of Ireland 2004/2005. Irish Wildlife Manuals No. 23. National Parks and Wildlife Service, Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government. Chapman, P.J. & Chapman, L.L. (1982) Otter survey of Ireland. The Vincent Wildlife Trust, London. Kruuk, H. (2006) Otters – ecology, behaviour, and conservation. Oxford University Press, Oxford. Kruuk, H. & Moorhouse, A. (1991) The spatial organization of otters (Lutra lutra) in Shetland. Journal of Zoology, London 224: 41-57. Lunnon, R. & Reynolds, J. (1991) Report on the national otter survey of Ireland 1990-91. Unpublished report to the Wildlife Branch, OPW, Dubiln.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	66500 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	06/2007 

	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 (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1982-2007 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	4536
	9724
	Other (specify)

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	06/2007 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	1989  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1982-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
151 - removal of hedges and copses
164 - forestry clearance
210 Professional fishing
230 Hunting
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
302 - removal of beach materials
310 Peat extraction
312 - mechanical removal of peat
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
401 - continuous urbanisation
410 Industrial or commercial areas
420 Discharges
422 - disposal of industrial waste
423 - disposal of inert materials
424 Other discharges
502 - roads, motorways
507 - bridge, viaduct
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
151 - removal of hedges and copses
164 - forestry clearance
210 Professional fishing
230 Hunting
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
302 - removal of beach materials
310 Peat extraction
312 - mechanical removal of peat
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
401 - continuous urbanisation
410 Industrial or commercial areas
420 Discharges
422 - disposal of industrial waste
423 - disposal of inert materials
424 Other discharges
502 - roads, motorways
507 - bridge, viaduct
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
820 Removal of sediments (mud...)
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	3115.4 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	06/2007 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1982-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	66500

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	7046

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	3115.4 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	The majority of the distribution records come from the NPWS survey of 2004/05; additional records come from Lughaidh O’Neill (TCD) and NPWS staff. Expert opinion has been used to fill in some blank squares in the midlands as these areas were not covered in the 2004/05 survey, but otters are known to occur there Units for population size estimation: Adult females. (6,416 adult females (lower confidence limit: 4,536; upper confidence limit: 9,724)) Additional main pressures: - Felling of native or mixed woodland - Removal of scrub 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


Italy

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=it/eu/art17/envrelzrg/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Mediterranean 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Natura 2000 Standard data form;Panzacchi M., Genovesi P., Loy A., 2007 (a cura di). Piano d’Azione Nazionale per la Conservazione della Lontra (Lutra lutra). Istituto Nazionale per la Fauna Selvatica, Ministero dell’Ambiente e della Tutela del Territorio e del Mare. Documento di Supporto Tecnico-Scientifico. Rapporto non pubblicato. Compiled by E. Bianchi (Italian Ministry for the Environment); S. Biscardi (Italian Ministry for the Environment), P.Genovesi INFS (National Institute for Wild Fauna); Supervision By P.Genovesi (INFS (National Institute for Wild Fauna)

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	30636 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes 

habitat fragmentation

	and/or specify
	habitat fragmentation

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum)
	2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum)
	2.4.1 Population units

	317
	317
	Number of localities

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	300 Sand and gravel extraction
701 - water pollution
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	300 Sand and gravel extraction
701 - water pollution
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	1150 1130 32 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	N/A 

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	N/A 

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	N/A 

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	N/A 

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)
	Le segnalazioni che ricadono nel Lazio e nella Toscana riguardano siti Natura 2000 in cui la specie è stata inserita non per effettiva presenza della specie, ma come siti di presenza potenziale 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	Conclusions: (2.3) Range
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.4) Population
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: Overall assessment
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 


Latvia
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/lv/eu/art17/envrgdigq/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Boreal 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Ornicans A. 1996. Legal status of the otter in Latvia.-Seminar on the Conservation of the European Otter (Lutra lutra), Environmental encounters, 24. Strasbourg Cedex: Council of Europe Publ., 87-90. Ozolins J. 1999. Eurasian otter Lutra lutra (L., 1758) in the freshwater and riparian ecosystems in Latvia. Summary of the thesis for doctoral degree in biology, Riga: LU, 33 pp. Ozolins J., Pilats V. 1995. Distribution and status of small and medium-sized carnivores in Latvia. Ann. Zool. Fennici 32: 21-29. Ozolins J., Rantins M. 1992. Einige Voraussetzungen zur heutigen Bestandsentwicklung und zur Verbreitung des Fischotters Lutra lutra (L.) in Lettland.-Semiaquatische Saugetiere. (eds. Schropfer R., Stubbe M., Heidecke D.) Wiss. Beitr. Univ. Halle, Halle (Saale), 365-384. Ozolins J., Rantins M. 1994. Otter survival in relation to beaver trapping in Latvia.-Environmental encounters 17:121-122. Sjoasen T., Ozolins J. Greyerz E., Olsson M. 1997. The Otter (Lutra lutra) Situation in Latvia and Sweden Related to PCB and DDT Levels. - Ambio Vol. 26 No. 4: 196-201. Timm U., Pilats V., Balciauskas L. 1998. Mammals of the East Baltic.-Proc. Latvian Acad. Sci., Section B, Vol. 52, No. 1/2 (594/595), pp. 1-9.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	64589 

	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 (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	
Natural processes
Other (specify) 

decline of hunting pressure

	Other (specify)
	decline of hunting pressure

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	3000
	4000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes

	2.4.11 Threats
	
000 Not applicable

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	All waters (summer), running waters (winter) 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	370 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1991-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	64589

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	3000

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	370 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Assumption on habitat: area of habitats depends on the season considered. Only running waters are suitable all year around due to their free access for foraging. Winter habitats (length of running water courses = ca. 37000 km) limit population size. It was assumed that winter habitat of otters is total length of running waters multiplied by average width of the streams and riparian belts i.e. 37000 km X 0.010 km. Presence squares in the distribution map (25X25 km) mean regular (at least once per year) occurrence of foot prints, spraints, direct observations and kills in beaver traps.  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	Favourable (FV)


Lithuania

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=lt/eu/art17/envrgostg/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Boreal 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Balčiauskas L., Trakimas G., Juškaitis R., Ulevičius A., Balčiauskienė L., Lietuvos žinduolių, varliagyvių ir roplių atlasas. Vilnius, 1997, 112 psl.Balčiauskas L., Trakimas G , Juškaitis R., Ulevičius A., Balčiauskienė L., Lietuvos žinduolių, varliagyvių ir roplių atlasas. Vilnius, 1999, 120 psl.Aplinkos ministerija, Valstybinė miškotvarkos tarnyba, Valstybinė miškų ūkio statistika 2006, Kaunas, 2006, 144 psl.LR aplinkos ministerija, Lietuvos raudonoji knyga, Vilnius, 2007, 799 psl.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	65200 

	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 (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1997-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	3000
	4000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1997-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
810 Drainage

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Running water bodies, abundant near water bodies in forests and areas rarely disturbed by humans 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	332 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1997-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Approximately equal to field 2.3.1 65200

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Approximately equal to field 2.4.1 3000

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	332 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Luxembourg
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=lu/eu/art17/envrflyaq/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Anonymous. 2006. Restauration de l'habitat de la Loutre (Be & Lu) – 1er rapport intermédaire. Life05 NAT/B/000085. 37 pp. De la Fontaine, A. 1868. Faune du pays de Luxembourg ou Manuel de zoologie. Mammifères, 1ère partie. V. Buck, Luxembourg, 124 pp. Schmidt, G. & Adam, S. 1992. La loutre (Lutra lutra) au Luxembourg. Bull. Soc. Nat. luxemb. 93: 41-58. Schmidt, G. & Adam, S. 1992. La loutre (Lutra lutra) au Luxembourg. Bull. Soc. Nat. luxemb. 93: 41-58.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	49 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2001-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	1
	
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Decreasing (-)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
162 - artificial planting
220 Leisure fishing
629 - other outdoor sports and leisure activities
701 - water pollution
710 Noise nuisance
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
954 - invasion by a species

	2.4.11 Threats
	701 - water pollution
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	La loutre est essentiellement inféodée aux milieux aquatiques de bonne qualité : cours d’eau de préférence cyprinicoles et grands plans d‘eau. Son "espace vital" est formé d'un réseau primaire important (rivière principale) où elle peut assurer son alimentation et d'un réseau secondaire formé de petits affluents interconnectés qui lui permettent des déplacements aisés d'une partie à l'autre de son domaine et lui servent de refuges. La végétation riveraine doit être dense, diversifiée et constituée d'arbres, de ronciers, bosquets épineux lui offrant des gîtes de repos et des sites de reproduction (catiche) difficilement accessibles et peu dérangés. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	30 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Bad prospects - species likely to be become extinct in the biogeographical region

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	2228

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	1200

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Le Grand-Duché de Luxembourg dispose de 430 km de rivière ce qui, en théorie, signifierait que le milieu aurait une capacité d'accueil de ± 50 à 80 loutres. La viabilité de la population de Loutre dépend donc des pays frontaliers. Bien que l'espèce soit limitée à un habitat linéaire (cours d'eau), sa répartition potentielle a été définie selon la méthode "minimum convex polygon". La surface est donc sur-estimée. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Bad (U2)
	N/A 


Netherlands
No data found under http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/nl/eu/art17/envropnxw/
Poland

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=pl/eu/art17/envrlf_pg/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Pucek Z., Raczyński J. (red.). 1983. Atlas rozmieszczenia ssaków w Polsce (Atlas of Polish mammals). PWN, Warszawa. Romanowski J. 1984. Występowanie wydry Lutra Lutra (Linnaeus, 1758) w Polsce w świetle wyników ankiety dla myśliwych. Prz. zool. 28: 397-406. [stanowiska wydry w Karpatach] Bieniek M. 1988. Wydra Lutra lutra (L) w polskich parkach narodowych Ochr. Przyr. 46:195-215. [mat. o wydrze w karpackich parkach narodowych] Brzeziński M. 1991. Distribution of the river otter Lutra lutra L. in the Bieszczady Mountains. Przegląd zool. 35: 397-406. Bieniek M. 1992. Lutra lutra. W: Głowaciński Z. (red.). Polska Czerwona Księga Zwierząt (Polish Red Data Book of Animals). PWRiL, Warszawa, s. 76-77. Jamroży G. 1994. Występowanie, rozmieszczenie i stan populacji ssaków łownych w Polskich Karpatach (The occurrence, distribution and population of game mammals in the Polish Carpathian Mountains). Zesz. Nauk. AR im. Hugona Kołłątaja w Krakowie, Rozpr. nr 190, s. 1-104. Brzeziński M., Romanowski J., Cygan J., Pabin B. 1996. Otter Lutra lutra (L.) distribution in Poland. Acta theriol. 42 (2): 113-126. Geert van Moll. 2003. Status and threats of the otter (Lutra lutra L.) in the Czorsztyn-Pienbiny area. The Census Foundation. 1-44 (niepublikowany raport). [zawiera wyniki badania rozmieszczenia wydry w 2002 na 96 stanowiskach w Pieninach]. Sikora S. 2004. Lutra lutra. W: Adamski P., Bartel L., Bereszyński A., Kepel A., Witkowski Z. (red.) Gatunki zwierząt (z wyjątkiem ptaków). Poradniki ochrony siedlisk i gatunków Natura 2000 – podręcznik metodyczny. Ministerstwo Środowiska, Warszawa, T. 6, s. 412-416. Brzeziński M., Romanowski J. 2006 – Experiments on sprainting activity of otters (Lutra lutra) in the Bieszczady Mountains, southeastern Poland – Mammalia : 58-63. [dane o zagęszczeniu odchodów wydr na Sanie, dyskusja dot. relatywnego zagęszczenia gatunku]

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	10000 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	11/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1974-1994 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	500
	1000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	10/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1974-1994 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	409 - other patterns of habitation

	2.4.11 Threats
	190 Agriculture and forestry activities not referred to above
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
409 - other patterns of habitation
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
830 Canalisation

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	EUNIS: C1, C2; Zał. I Dyrektywy Siedliskowej: 3150, 3240, 3260 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	N/A 

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1974-1994 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	10000

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	500 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Obserwacje z terenu wskazują, że praktycznie wszystkie cieki w regionie alpejskim są aktualnie zasiedlone przez wydrę, przy czym gatunek jest najliczniejszy w Bieszczadach. W 1991 r. Brzeziński szacował liczebność wydry w Bieszczadach na 50-120 os. Porównanie danych z lat 1960. i 1970. (Atlas ssaków Polski z 1983) z wynikami szeroko zakrojonej inwentaryzacji przeprowadzonej w latach 1991-1994 wskazują na silną terytorialną ekspansję gatunku, choć wzrost liczby stanowisk w znacznej mierze wynikał z lepszego zbadania jego rozmieszczenia. Warto zaznaczyć, że pierwsze wydanie Polskiej Czerwonej Księgi (1992) uwzględniało wydrę z kategorią zagrożenia R (rzadka), w drugim wydaniu z 2001 już jej nie umieszczono. Perspektywy zachowania gatunku, szeroko rozmieszczonego w regionie alpejskim, gdzie obszary siedliskowe sieci Natura 2000 powinny docelowo stanowić ok. ¼ jego powierzchni, są dobre. 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Pielowski Z. 1980. Die Situation des Fischotters in Polen. W: Reuther C., Festetics A. (Red): Der Fischotter in Europa – Verbreitung, Bedrohung, Erhaltung. Oderhaus – Gotttingen, Selbstverlag : 183-185. Włodek K. 1980. Der Fischotters in der Provinz Pomorze Zachodnie (West Pommern) in Polen. W: Reuther C., Festetics A. (Red): Der Fischotter in Europa – Verbreitung, Bedrohung, Erhaltung. Oderhaus – Gotttingen, Selbstverlag : 187-194. Pucek Z., Raczyński J. (red.). 1983. Atlas rozmieszczenia ssaków w Polsce (Atlas of Polish mammals). PWN, Warszawa. Romanowski J. 1984. Występowanie wydry Lutra Lutra (Linnaeus, 1758) w Polsce w świetle wyników ankiety dla myśliwych. Prz. zool. 28: 397-406. Sikora S. 1984. Występowanie wydry Lutra lutra L. w Polsce. PTPN, Prace Komisji Nauk Rolniczych i Leśnych, Poznań 57: 253-268. Bieniek M. 1988. Wydra Lutra lutra (L) w polskich parkach narodowych Ochr. Przyr. 46:195-215. Włodek K., Łapiński W., Gielo M., Sobolewski H. and Rösler A. 1989. Expansion des Fischotters Lutra lutra (L., 1758) in Polen. Populationsökologiie Marderartiger Säugetiere, Wiss. Beitr. Univ. Halle, 1: 44-54. Bieniek M. 1992. Lutra lutra. W: Głowaciński Z. (red.). Polska Czerwona Księga Zwierząt (Polish Red Data Book of Animals). PWRiL, Warszawa, s. 76-77. Brzeziński M. 1995. Występowanie wydry. W: Koncepcja krajowej sieci ekologicznej ECONET - Polska (red. Liro A.). Mapa 9. Fundacja IUCN Poland. Warszawa. Brzeziński M., Romanowski J., Cygan J., Pabin B. 1996. Otter Lutra lutra (L.) distribution in Poland. Acta theriol. 42 (2): 113-126. Sidorovich V., Jędrzejewska B., Jędrzejewski W. 1996. Winter distribution and abundance of mustelids and beavers in the river valleys of Białowieża Primeval Forest. Acta Theriol. 41: 155-170. Romanowski J., Gruber B., Brzeziński M. 1997. The recovering otter population of Central Poland. IUCN Otter Spec. Group Bull. 14: 24-25. Romanowski J. 2000. Wybiórczość środowiskowa wydry w trakcie rekolonizacji. Sikora S. 2004. Lutra lutra. W: Adamski P., Bartel L., Bereszyński A., Kepel A., Witkowski Z. (red.) Gatunki zwierząt (z wyjątkiem ptaków). Poradniki ochrony siedlisk i gatunków Natura 2000 – podręcznik metodyczny. Ministerstwo Środowiska, Warszawa, T. 6, s. 412-416. Romanowski J. 2006. Monitoring of the Otter recolonisation of Poland – Hystrix It. J. Mamm (n.s.) 17(1): 37-46. Lewandowski W. 2007. Rozmieszczenie wydry w Sudetach (w przygotowaniu)

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	302400 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1980-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	10000
	15000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1980-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
830 Canalisation

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
830 Canalisation

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Zał. I Dyrektywy Siedliskowej: 3110, 3140, 3150, 3240, 3260 oraz praktycznie wszystkie środowiska wód płynących i stojących 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	N/A  

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	N/A 

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Increasing (+)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1980-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	302400

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	10000

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Gatunek nie zagrożony. Warto zaznaczyć, że pierwsze wydanie Polskiej Czerwonej Księgi (1992) uwzględniało jeszcze wydrę z kategorią zagrożenia R (rzadka), w drugim wydaniu z 2001 już jej nie umieszczono. Zasięg i rozmieszczenie Pierwsze badania terenowe nad występowaniem wydry w całej Polsce w latach 1991-1994 (Brzeziński i in. 1996) udokumentowały wysoką częstość gatunku i sugerowały następujący proces odbudowy populacji. Wszystkie późniejsze regionalne badania występowania wydry wykonane porównywalną metodą terenową potwierdziły wzrost częstości gatunku na Mazowszu, Kujawach, Podlasiu i Lubelskim i udokumentowały naturalna rekolonizację dorzecza Bzury i wielu innych ciekówe wodnych (Romanowski 2000, 2006 i dane niepublikowane). Wzrost częstości wydry zachodzi przypuszczalnie na całym obszarze Polski, włączając Sudety i Śląsk, gdzie częstość wydry w latach 1991-1994 była najmniej liczna (Lewandowski 2007). Aktualnie zasięg wydry w regionie kontynentalnym obejmuje całą jego powierzchnię. Populacja Jej wielkość oszacowano, przyjmując, że każdy z ok. 2000 kwadratów 10x10km, zasiedlonych przez wydry, zawiera odpowiednie siedliska dla min. 5 osobników. Podana szacunkowa liczebność (10000-15000 osobników) może być obarczona bardzo dużym potencjalnym błędem, gdyż generalnie brak danych o liczebności gatunku. Obserwowany wzrost populacji wydry jest przypuszczalnie efektem zarówno wzrostu zasięgu, jak i zagęszczenia. Na trend wzrostowy populacji wskazują dodatkowo następujące obserwacje: zasiedliła ok 4300 km2 w środkowej Polsce w okresie 1994-1998, (Romanowski 2000) oraz nowe stanowiska w Sudetach, Lewandowski 2007). Siedlisko Wydra zamieszkuje praktycznie wszystkie cieki (naturalne i uregulowane rzeki, strumienie, kanały melioracyjne, jeziora, zbiorniki wodne, stawy hodowlane). Gdyby oszacować powierzchnię jej siedlisk na podstawie kategorii użytkowania ziemi Land Cover, biorąc pod uwagę kategorie: cieki wodne, zbiorniki wodne, bagna, torfowiska, wyniosłaby min. 6250 km2. Uwaga: wzrostowi liczebności wydry towarzyszy malejąca wybiórczość środowiskowa i zasiedlanie suboptymalnych i marginalnych środowisk (Romanowski 2000, 2006). 

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Portugal

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=pt/eu/art17/envrffba/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Cabral MJ (coord.), Almeida J, Almeida, PR, Dellinger T, Ferrand de Almeida N, Oliveira ME, Palmeirim JM, Queiroz AI, Rogado L & Santos-Reis M (eds.) (2005). Livro Vermelho dos Vertebrados de Portugal. Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Lisboa. Beja P (1989). Estudo ecológico de Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758) (Carnivora, Mustelidade) na Costa Sudoeste Portuguesa. Relatório de estágio profissionalizante. Faculdade de Ciências da Universidade de Lisboa. Ruiz-Olmo J (2002). Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758). In: Atlas de los Mamíferos Terrestres de España. Pp: 278-281. Palomo LJ & Gisbert J (eds). Dirección General de Conservación de la Naturaleza- SECEM-SECEMU, Madrid. Trindade A, Farinha N & Florêncio E (1998). A distribuição da Lontra Lutra lutra em Portugal – situação em 1995. Estudos de Biologia e Conservação da Natureza, 28. Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Lisboa.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	4462.38 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2005 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1994-2005 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Other (specify) 

Desconhece-se que tenha havido redução no range da espécie. Não há registos de ter desaparecido de nenhuma bacia hidrográfica onde estava confirmada a sua presença.

	Other (specify)
	Desconhece-se que tenha havido redução no range da espécie. Não há registos de ter desaparecido de nenhuma bacia hidrográfica onde estava confirmada a sua presença.

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	
	
	N/A 

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	N/A  

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	N/A 

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	N/A 

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	N/A  

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
390 Mining and extraction activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
390 Mining and extraction activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Vive em todo o tipo de ambientes aquáticos continentais suficientemente bem conservados e no litoral atlântico. A uma escala mais localizada, diferentes estudos referem como determinante na selecção de habitat o grau de coberto vegetal com condições de refúgio, a disponibilidade de presas, a perturbação humana e a altitude. Como sedentária, encontra-se desde o nível do mar até aos 1800 m de altitude, sendo a sua presença muito condicionada pela disponibilidade de alimento acima dos 2400 m. Ubíqua na escolha dos seus habitats de alimentação, é mais selectiva nas zonas de abrigo e descanso, atendendo a critérios de tranquilidade e coberto vegetal abundante. Vários estudos demonstram uma correlação positiva entre a abundância de vegetação ripícola e a frequência de vestígios de presença de lontra. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	206.09 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2005 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1994-2005 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Other (specify) 

Apesar da destruição de alguns parãmetros do habitat, confirma-se a ocorrência da espécie em diversos tipos de ambientes aquáticos

	Other (specify)
	Apesar da destruição de alguns parãmetros do habitat, confirma-se a ocorrência da espécie em diversos tipos de ambientes aquáticos

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Approximately equal to field 2.3.1

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	N/A 

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	412.18 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Mediterranean 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	Cabral MJ (coord.), Almeida J, Almeida, PR, Dellinger T, Ferrand de Almeida N, Oliveira ME, Palmeirim JM, Queiroz AI, Rogado L & Santos-Reis M (eds.) (2005). Livro Vermelho dos Vertebrados de Portugal. Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Lisboa. Beja P (1989). Estudo ecológico de Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758) (Carnivora, Mustelidade) na Costa Sudoeste Portuguesa. Relatório de estágio profissionalizante. Faculdade de Ciências da Universidade de Lisboa. Ruiz-Olmo J (2002). Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758). In: Atlas de los Mamíferos Terrestres de España. Pp: 278-281. Palomo LJ & Gisbert J (eds). Dirección General de Conservación de la Naturaleza- SECEM-SECEMU, Madrid. Trindade A, Farinha N & Florêncio E (1998). A distribuição da Lontra Lutra lutra em Portugal – situação em 1995. Estudos de Biologia e Conservação da Natureza, 28. Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Lisboa.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	84138.33 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2005 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1994-2005 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Other (specify) 

Desconhece-se que tenha havido redução no range da espécie. Não há registos de ter desaparecido de nenhuma bacia hidrográfica onde estava confirmada a sua presença.

	Other (specify)
	Desconhece-se que tenha havido redução no range da espécie. Não há registos de ter desaparecido de nenhuma bacia hidrográfica onde estava confirmada a sua presença.

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	2000
	10000
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2005 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	N/A  

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	N/A 

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
390 Mining and extraction activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels

	2.4.11 Threats
	243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
300 Sand and gravel extraction
390 Mining and extraction activities not referred to above
502 - roads, motorways
701 - water pollution
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Vive em todo o tipo de ambientes aquáticos continentais suficientemente bem conservados e no litoral atlântico. A uma escala mais localizada, diferentes estudos referem como determinante na selecção de habitat o grau de coberto vegetal com condições de refúgio, a disponibilidade de presas, a perturbação humana e a altitude. Como sedentária, encontra-se desde o nível do mar até aos 1800 m de altitude, sendo a sua presença muito condicionada pela disponibilidade de alimento acima dos 2400 m. Ubíqua na escolha dos seus habitats de alimentação, é mais selectiva nas zonas de abrigo e descanso, atendendo a critérios de tranquilidade e coberto vegetal abundante. Vários estudos demonstram uma correlação positiva entre a abundância de vegetação ripícola e a frequência de vestígios de presença de lontra. 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	4060.24 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2005 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1994-2005 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Other (specify) 

Apesar da destruição de alguns parãmetros do habitat, confirma-se a ocorrência da espécie em diversos tipos de ambientes aquáticos

	Other (specify)
	Apesar da destruição de alguns parãmetros do habitat, confirma-se a ocorrência da espécie em diversos tipos de ambientes aquáticos

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Approximately equal to field 2.3.1

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Approximately equal to field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	8120.48 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Unknown (XX)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 


Slovakia
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/sk/eu/art17/envrlqbva/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	KADLEČÍK J., URBAN P. 1997: Vydra riečna (Lutra lutra L.) na Slovensku a jej ochrana. Folia Venatoria (Poľovnícky zborník, Myslivecký sborník), 26-27: 87-105.
URBAN P., KADLEČÍK J. 2001: Program záchrany chráneného ohrozeného druhu vydra riečna Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758). ŠOP SR, Banská Bystrica, 20 pp.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	31416 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Other (specify) 

Okrem podrobnejšieho výskumu vydry riečnej (vo vybraných oblastiach Slovenska) podmineilo rozšírenie jej areálu najmä zlepšenie čistoty vôd. Výmera areálu je vypočítaná z výmery "štvorcov" národného mapovacieho systému s veľkosťou 11x10km alebo 0,1666° x 0,1°.

	and/or specify
	Okrem podrobnejšieho výskumu vydry riečnej (vo vybraných oblastiach Slovenska) podmineilo rozšírenie jej areálu najmä zlepšenie čistoty vôd. Výmera areálu je vypočítaná z výmery "štvorcov" národného mapovacieho systému s veľkosťou 11x10km alebo 0,1666° x 0,1°.

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum)
	2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum)
	2.4.1 Population units

	300
	400
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Natural processes
Other (specify) 

Hoci zlepšením kvality vôd došlo k zväčšeniu areálu vydry i nárastu jej početnosti v niektorých oblastiach Slovenska, populáciu v rámci celého štátu výrazne ohrozuje viacero faktorov. Zvýšený evidovaný podiel na mortalite má najmä nárast automobilovej dopravy (zvýšenie počtu vozidiel, zvýšenie prepravnej rýchlosti, budovanie nových komunikácií) a vzájomné kolízie vydier a automobilov najmä v nepriechodných križovaniach vodných tokov a pozemných komunikácií.

	and/or specify
	Hoci zlepšením kvality vôd došlo k zväčšeniu areálu vydry i nárastu jej početnosti v niektorých oblastiach Slovenska, populáciu v rámci celého štátu výrazne ohrozuje viacero faktorov. Zvýšený evidovaný podiel na mortalite má najmä nárast automobilovej dopravy (zvýšenie počtu vozidiel, zvýšenie prepravnej rýchlosti, budovanie nových komunikácií) a vzájomné kolízie vydier a automobilov najmä v nepriechodných križovaniach vodných tokov a pozemných komunikácií.

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
220 Leisure fishing
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
302 - removal of beach materials
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
920 Drying out
951 - drying out / accumulation of organic material
952 - eutrophication
954 - invasion by a species
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
220 Leisure fishing
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
302 - removal of beach materials
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
920 Drying out
951 - drying out / accumulation of organic material
952 - eutrophication
954 - invasion by a species
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3130 3150 3160 3220 3230 3240 3260 3270 7220 7230 91D0 91E0 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	23847 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	12/2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1990-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Natural processes

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	More than field 2.3.1

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	24551 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	Conclusions: (2.3) Range
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.4) Population
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: Overall assessment
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Pannonian 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	KADLEČÍK J., URBAN P. 1997: Vydra riečna (Lutra lutra L.) na Slovensku a jej ochrana. Folia Venatoria (Poľovnícky zborník, Myslivecký sborník), 26-27: 87-105.
URBAN P., KADLEČÍK J. 2001: Program záchrany chráneného ohrozeného druhu vydra riečna Lutra lutra (Linnaeus, 1758). ŠOP SR, Banská Bystrica, 20 pp.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	10876 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	12/2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude in km2 (optional)
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Natural processes
Other (specify) 

Predpoklané dôvody zmeny areálu podmienilo najmä zlepšenie kvality vôd. Výmera areálu je vypočítaná z výmery "štvorcov" národného mapovacieho systému s veľkosťou 11x10km alebo 0,1666° x 0,1°.

	and/or specify
	Predpoklané dôvody zmeny areálu podmienilo najmä zlepšenie kvality vôd. Výmera areálu je vypočítaná z výmery "štvorcov" národného mapovacieho systému s veľkosťou 11x10km alebo 0,1666° x 0,1°.

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	2.4.1 Population size estimation (minimum)
	2.4.1 Population size estimation (maximum)
	2.4.1 Population units

	100
	200
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	12/2006 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude (km2)
	20  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data
Natural processes 

V rámci panónskeho biogeografického regiónu sa neuskutočnili priame zisťovania početnosti vydry (spočítania), aké prebiehajú vo vybraných oblastiach alpského biogeografického regiónu. Aj v tomto biogeografickom regióne je zaevidovaný zvýšený podiel na mortalite vydry podmienený nárastom automobilovej dopravy.

	and/or specify
	V rámci panónskeho biogeografického regiónu sa neuskutočnili priame zisťovania početnosti vydry (spočítania), aké prebiehajú vo vybraných oblastiach alpského biogeografického regiónu. Aj v tomto biogeografickom regióne je zaevidovaný zvýšený podiel na mortalite vydry podmienený nárastom automobilovej dopravy.

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
220 Leisure fishing
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
302 - removal of beach materials
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
920 Drying out
951 - drying out / accumulation of organic material
952 - eutrophication
954 - invasion by a species
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
120 Fertilisation
130 Irrigation
200 Fish and Shellfish Aquaculture
210 Professional fishing
220 Leisure fishing
240 Taking / Removal of fauna, general
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
244 - other forms of taking fauna
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
302 - removal of beach materials
400 Urbanised areas, human habitation
500 Communication networks
502 - roads, motorways
621 - nautical sports
701 - water pollution
709 - other forms or mixed forms of pollution
802 - reclamation of land from sea, estuary or marsh
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
860 Dumping, depositing of dredged deposits
870 Dykes, embankments, artificial beaches, general
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
920 Drying out
951 - drying out / accumulation of organic material
952 - eutrophication
954 - invasion by a species
967 - antagonism with domestic animals

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	3130 3140 3150 3260 91E0 91F0 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	5251 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	12/2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2000-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Improved knowledge/more accurate data

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	More than field 2.3.1

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	7887 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information (optional)
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	Conclusions: (2.3) Range
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.4) Population
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.5) Habitat for the species
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: (2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate but improving (U1+)
	N/A 

	Conclusions: Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


Slovenia

http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/si/eu/art17/envrk11za/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	1. Kryštufek, B. (2001): Sesalci. V: Kryštufek, B. (ured.), 2001. Raziskava razširjenosti evropsko pomembnih vrst v Sloveniji (končno poročilo). Naročnik: MOP & MŠZŠ, Ljubljana. Prirodoslovni muzej Slovenije, Ljubljana. Str. 546-678. 2. Hönigsfeld Adamič, M. (2003): Strokovna izhodišča za vzpostavljanje omrežja Natura 2000. Vidra (končno poročilo). Naročnik: MOPE, Ljubljana. LUTRA, Inštitut za ohranjanje naravne dediščine, Ljubljana. 50 str.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	1520 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	25
	50
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Based on expert opinion

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Unknown (X)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Unknown

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	000 Not applicable

	2.4.11 Threats
	000 Not applicable

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	40 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	More than field 2.3.1 1520

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	More than field 2.4.1 50

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	40 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Continental 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	1. Kryštufek, B. (2001): Sesalci. V: Kryštufek, B. (ured.), 2001. Raziskava razširjenosti evropsko pomembnih vrst v Sloveniji (končno poročilo). Naročnik: MOP & MŠZŠ, Ljubljana. Prirodoslovni muzej Slovenije, Ljubljana. Str. 546-678. 2. Hönigsfeld Adamič, M. (2003): Strokovna izhodišča za vzpostavljanje omrežja Natura 2000. Vidra (končno poročilo). Naročnik: MOPE, Ljubljana. LUTRA, Inštitut za ohranjanje naravne dediščine, Ljubljana. 50 str.

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	1985 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Stable (=)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	75
	200
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2006 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Stable (=)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	230 Hunting
220 Leisure fishing
210 Professional fishing
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles
629 - other outdoor sports and leisure activities
690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.4.11 Threats
	230 Hunting
220 Leisure fishing
210 Professional fishing
502 - roads, motorways
503 - railway lines, TGV
622 - walking, horseriding and non-motorised vehicles
629 - other outdoor sports and leisure activities
690 Other leisure and tourism impacts not referred to above
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	140 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	2001-2006 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Poor prospects - species likely to struggle unless conditions change

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	Approximately equal to field 2.3.1 1985

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	Approximately equal to field 2.4.1 200

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	140 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.4) Population
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	Favourable (FV)
	N/A 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 

	Overall assessment
	Inadequate (U1)
	N/A 


Spain
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/Converters/convertDocument?file=es/eu/art17/envr4yfpw/species-lutra-lutra.xml&conv=rem_24
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Alpine 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	- Delibes, Miguel (ed.); Adrián, I. ... [et al.]. D.L. 1990. La nutria (Lutra lutra) en España. Madrid. ICONA (Instituto Nacional para la Conservación de la Naturaleza).
- Ruiz-Olmo, Jord i; Delibes, Miguel (ed.). 1998. La nutria en España ante el horizonte del año 2000. Málaga ; Barcelona ; Sevilla. SECEM (Sociedad Española para la Conservación y Estudio de los Mamíferos).
- Ruíz Olomo; Jordi; Palazón, Santiago. ca. 1992. Elaboración de los shadow lists [Lista de contrastes] para los mamíferos semiacuáticos ibéricos : la nutria (Lutra lutra), el visón europeo (Mustela lutreola) y el desmán (Galemys pyrenaicus).- [DGA (Diputación General de Aragón). Departamento de Medio Ambiente. Dirección General del Medio Natural (prom.)]. 2006 (ámbito temporal: 2003 - 2006). Resultados del seguimiento de la nutria en el Parque Natural de la Sierra y Cañones de Guara (2003 - 2006) [informe preliminar].
- Lacomba Andueza, J. Ignacio; Jiménez Pérez, Juan. ca.1987. La nutria (Lutra lutra) y su conservación en Aragón.
- Gortazar Schmidt, Christian; Marco Martínez, Javier; EBRONATURA / Cabrera Millet, Matilde (dir. tec.); DGA (Diputación General de Aragón). Departamento de Medio Ambiente. Dirección General del Medio Natural . Servicio de Conservación de la Biodiversidad. 1994. Censo simultáneo de nutria en Aragón. [Zaragoza].
- Lacomba, J.I.; Jiménez, J. / [DGA (Diputación General de Aragón). Departamento de Agricultura, Ganadería y Montes. Dirección General de Ordenación Rural. Servicio de Conservación del Medio Natural]. 1987. Censo de nutria en Aragón : 1987 (fichas).
- Delibes, Miguel (aut); Callejo, A. ... [et al.] (coord.); CSIC (Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Científicas) . Estación Biológica de Doñana. 1984 dic.. La situación de la nutria (Lutra lutra (L.)) en España : (julio- noviembre) 1984.
- Palomo L.J. y Gisbert J. 2002. Atlas de mamíferos terrestres de España. Dirección General de Conservación de la Naturaleza- SECEM-SECEMU, Madrid, 564 pp.
- Blanco J.C. 1998. Mamíferos de España. Ed Planeta. Barcelona

	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	2589.50 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	2002-2005 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1995-2007 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Other (specify) 

Protección de la especie. Cambios en el mercado de pieles. Nuevos recursos tróficos (el cangrejo). Control de vertidos en puntos concretos (Gallego)

	Other (specify)
	Protección de la especie. Cambios en el mercado de pieles. Nuevos recursos tróficos (el cangrejo). Control de vertidos en puntos concretos (Gallego)

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	2 UTM 10X10
	2 UTM 10X10
	Grids

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	31/12/2005 

	2.4.3 Methods used for population estimation
	From comprehensive inventory

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	N/A 

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	N/A  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1985-2007 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Other (specify) 

Protección de la especie. Cambio en el mercado de pieles. Nuevos recursos tróficos (cangrejo). Control de vertidos en puntos concretos (Gállego)

	Other (specify)
	Protección de la especie. Cambio en el mercado de pieles. Nuevos recursos tróficos (cangrejo). Control de vertidos en puntos concretos (Gállego)

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	N/A  

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
243 - trapping, poisoning, poaching
302 - removal of beach materials
420 Discharges
701 - water pollution
810 Drainage
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
302 - removal of beach materials
420 Discharges
701 - water pollution
810 Drainage
830 Canalisation
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels
890 Other human induced changes in hydraulic conditions
952 - eutrophication

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	Cualquier sistema acuático que mantenga recursos tróficos (peces, cangrejos, anfibios, reptiles…) 

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	159.83 

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	2006-2007 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Good e.g based on extensive surveys

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Unknown (X)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	N/A  

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)

	Other (specify)
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Unknown

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	N/A 

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	N/A 

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species (km2)
	N/A  

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	N/A  

	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	Conclusions within Natura 2000 sites (optional)

	(2.3) Range
	N/A 
	Unknown (XX)

	(2.4) Population
	N/A 
	Unknown (XX)

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	N/A 
	Unknown (XX)

	(2.6) Future prospects
	N/A 
	Unknown (XX)

	Overall assessment
	N/A 
	Unknown (XX)


Sweden
No report available under http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/se/eu
United Kingdom
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/gb/eu/art17/envr15wjw/species-lutra-lutra.xml/manage_document
	Regional level

	2.1 Biogeographical region or marine region: Atlantic 

	2.2 Published sources and/or websites
	ANDREWS, E. & CRAWFORD, A.K. 1986. Otter Survey of Wales 1984–85. Vincent Wildlife Trust, London.

ANDREWS, E., HOWELL, P. & JOHNSON, K. 1993. Otter Survey of Wales 1991. Vincent Wildlife Trust, London.

BATTERSBY, J (Ed.) & TRACKING MAMMALS PARTNERSHIP 2005. UK Mammals: Species Status and Population Trends. JNCC/Tracking Mammals Partnership.

CONROY, J.W.H. & KRUUK, H. 1995. Changes in otter numbers in Shetland. Unpublished report to Shetland Oil Terminal Advisory Group. ITE project 815, Institute of Terrestrial Ecology, Banchory.

CRAWFORD, A. 2003. Fourth Otter Survey of England 2000–2002. Environment Agency, Bristol. Available to download from the Environment Agency website (www.environment-agency.gov.uk/subjects/conservation/483249/?version=1&lang=_e)

CRAWFORD, A., EVANS, D., JONES, A. & McNULTY, J. 1979. Otter Survey of Wales 1977–78. Society for the Promotion of Nature Conservation, Lincoln.

GREEN, J. & GREEN, R. 1980. Otter Survey of Scotland 1977–79. Vincent Wildlife Trust, London.

GREEN, J. & GREEN, R. 1987. Otter Survey of Scotland 1984–85. Vincent Wildlife Trust, London.

GREEN, J. & GREEN, R. 1997. Otter survey of Scotland 1991–94. Vincent Wildlife Trust, London.

HARRIS, S., MORRIS, P., WRAY, S. & YALDEN, D. 1995. A review of British Mammals: population estimates and conservation status of British mammals other than cetaceans. JNCC, Peterborough.

JEFFERIES, D.J. 1989. The changing otter population of Britain 1700–1989. Biological Journal of the Linnean Society 38, 61–69.

JEFFERIES, D.J., STRACHAN, C. & STRACHAN, R. 2003. Estimating numbers of the three interacting riparian mammals in Britain using survey data. In: JEFFERIES. D.J. (Ed) The water vole and mink survey of 1996-1998 with a history of the long-term changes in the status of both species and their causes. pp188-197. Vincent Wildife Trust, Ledbury.

JONES, T. & JONES, D. 2004. Otter Survey of Wales 2002. Environment Agency, Bristol. Available to download from the Environment Agency website (www.environment-agency.gov. uk/ subjects/conservation/483249/?version=1&lang=_e)
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	2.3 Range of species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.3.1 Surface range of the species in km2
	242676 

	2.3.2 Date of range determination
	1990-2006 

	2.3.3 Quality of data concerning range
	Moderate e.g. based on partial data with some extrapolation

	2.3.4 Range trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.3.5 Range trend magnitude (km2) - optional
	N/A  

	2.3.6 Range trend period
	1980-2004 

	2.3.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4 Population of the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.4.1 Population size estimation

	Minimum population
	Maximum population
	Population units

	10395
	
	Number of individuals

	2.4.2 Date of population estimation
	2004 

	2.4.3 Method used for population estimation
	Extrapolation from surveys of part of the population or from sampling

	2.4.4 Quality of population data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.4.5 Population trend
	Increasing (+)

	2.4.6 Population trend magnitude
	3531  

	2.4.7 Population trend period
	1980-2004 

	2.4.8 Reasons for reported trend
	Direct human influence (restoration, deterioration, destruction)
Indirect anthropo(zoo)genic influence

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.4.9 Justification of % thresholds for trends (optional)
	Not applicable 

	2.4.10 Main pressures
	110 Use of pesticides
212 - trawling
290 Hunting, fishing or collecting activities not referred to above
700 Pollution

	2.4.11 Threats
	110 Use of pesticides
211 - fixed location fishing
502 - roads, motorways
700 Pollution
701 - water pollution
803 - infilling of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools, marshes or pits
810 Drainage
811 - management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
830 Canalisation
840 Flooding
850 Modification of hydrographic functioning, general
852 - modifying structures of inland water courses
853 - management of water levels

	2.5 Habitat for the species in the biogeographic region or marine region 

	2.5.1 Habitats for the species
	N/A  

	2.5.2 Area estimation (km2)
	N/A  

	2.5.3 Date of estimation
	05/2007 

	2.5.4 Quality of the data
	Poor e.g. based on very incomplete data or on expert judgement

	2.5.5 Trend of the habitat
	Stable (=)

	2.5.6 Trend period
	1990-1998 

	2.5.7 Reasons for reported trend
	Not applicable

	and/or specify
	N/A 

	2.6 Future prospects for the species
	Good prospects - species expected to survive and prosper

	2.7 Complementary information 

	2.7.1 Favourable reference range (km2)
	242676

	2.7.2 Favourable reference population
	9465

	2.7.3 Suitable habitat for the species
	Unknown 

	2.7.4 Other relevant information
	Range trend magnitude calculated as + >70% (In occupied sites across the UK) See audit trail documents for further information. 


	Conclusion 
	Biogeographical or marine level 
	

	(2.3) Range
	FV 

	(2.4) Population
	FV 

	(2.5) Habitat for the species
	XX 

	(2.6) Future prospects
	FV 

	Overall assessment
	FV 
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