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mDevelopment in Switzerland from 1900 to 2010
Net changes per decade.
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mDevelopment of select taxonomic groups in Switzerland from 2004—-
2013

changes in species numbers since 2004
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mDevelopment in Switzerland

Group of

species

19901995200020052010 Lost before 1990 (last evidenced)

Vertebrates

Sturgeon (extinct before 1900), Brownstripe Red Snapper
(char species—around 1910), Gravenche, Krépfer and
Lavaret (whitefish species—before 1950), Féra (whitefish
species—around 1950), Bodensee-Kilch (whitefish
species—around 1970), Tiefseesaibling (char species—

around 1970), Danube Salmon (around 1980).

Mollusks

Articulates*

Dytiscus latissimus (predacious diving beetle species—
15 15 15 15 15
before 1935)

Jamesoniella undulifolia

Mosses 2 2 2 2 2
(liverwort species—1894)
Vascular Sea Thrift (before 1960),
27 27 27 27 27
plants* Lake Constance Saxifrage (1956)




Group of
19901995200020052010 Lost before 1990 (last evidenced)
species

Total 58 58 58 58 59

* The occurrence of another 21 articulates (among them 15 ant species and 4 hypogean small

crustacean species) and 1 vascular plant cannot be thoroughly verified in Switzerland.
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NON-NATIVE SPECIES: CHANGES IN RANGE
Data sourced from Welch et al. 2001, ‘n’ refers the number of species and subspecies in each species group
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| population status of selected commercial and recreational marine fish species
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(5) 4ptRT > 54
sCOMMERCIAL SPECIES
Based on a long term experimental database, trends in catch rates of Three-
spot tilapia (Figure 21), Red-breast tilapia (Figure 22) and Green-head tilapia
(Figure 23) decreased during the monitoring period from 2000 to 2009. These

declines were, however, not significant
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Figure 23: Trends in catch rates of Green-head tilapia

mRECREATIONAL SPECIES
Catch rates of Tiger-fish have been increasing, based on long term monitoring

data, but the increase was not significant (Figure 24).
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Figure 24: Trends in catch rates of Tiger-fish

mSUBSISTENCE SPECIES
Long term monitoring data has shown a downward trend in the catch rates of
sharp-tooth catfish, based on numbers caught per net, but the change was not
significant (Figure 25). Conversely, catch rates for this species, based on grams per
set (weight), significantly decreased. Catch rates for other species did not show any

significant changes over the monitoring period.
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Figure 25: Trends in catch rates of Sharp-tooth catfish
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PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN PLANKTON ABUNDANCE, 1958 - 2004
Continuous plankton recorder results (Sir Alister Hardy Foundation for Ocean Research — SAHFOS)
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mFig. 1: Evolution of native population sizes and endangered breeds
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http://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/figures/evolution-of-native-population-sizes-and-endangered-breeds-cattle

=sNote: How to read the graph: In France in 2005, around 40 % of the cattle

population was native and 50 % of native cattle breeds were endangered.
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mFig. 1: Status of fish stocks in the International Council for the
Exploration of the Sea (ICES) and General Fisheries Commission for

the Mediterranean (GFCM) fishing regions of Europe, 2006
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mNote: The chart shows the proportion of assessed stocks which are
overfished (red) and stocks within safe biological limits (blue): In the Baltic

Sea, 12 stocks were assessed and 20% of them are overfished.
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ESTABLISHING A FRAMEWORK FOR LITTER ASSESSMENT
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Figure 2. Steps in developing a marine litter assessment.
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Figure 19.2 shows changes in the relative input of six of the most hazardous substances o
the UK marine environment, five heavy metals (cadmium, mercury, copper, lead and zinc)
and one crganic compound; lindane.

Figure 19.2 Combined input of harardous substances to the UK marine
environment, as an index of estimated weight of substance per

year, 1990 to 2012

140 United Kingdom

120

1880 1605 2000 2005 2010

Source: Defra Marine Strategy and Evidence Division, using data provided by: Environmeant Agency,
Scottish Environmental Frotection Agency and Morthern Ireland Environment Agency.
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