Conf. 12.XX

Criteria for amendment of Appendices! and Il

RECALLING that Resolution Conf. 9.24, adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting
(Fort Lauderdale, 1994) recommended that the text and the annexes of that Resolution be fully reviewed
before the 12th meeting of the Conference of the Parties;

RECALLING that the Conference of the Parties at its 11th meeting, (Gigiri, 2000), approved procedures
for this review, laid down in Decision 11.2;

CONSIDERING the fundamental principles in paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article Il of the Convention, which
specify the species to be included in Appendicesl| and II;

RECOGNIZING that to qualify for inclusion in Appendix | a species must meet biological and trade criteria;

RECALLING that Article II, paragraph 2(a), provides for the inclusion of species which may become
threatened with extinction in Appendix II, in order to avoid utilization incompatible with their survival;

RECOGNIZING that for the proper implementation of this provision it is necessary to adopt appropriate
criteria, considering both biological and trade factors;

RECALLING that paragraph 2(b) of Article Il provides only for the inclusion in Appendix Il of species
which must be subject to regulation in order that trade in specimens of certain species included in
Appendix Il in accordance with Article Il, paragraph 2(a), may be brought under effective control;

CONSIDERING, however, that this provision should also apply where there is a need to bring under
effective control trade in specimens of species included in Appendixl;

RECOGNIZING that the range States of a species subject to an amendment proposal should be consulted
following the procedures recommended by the Conference of the Parties, and that the intergovernmental
bodies having a function in relation to that species should be consulted as well;

NOTING the competence of certain intergovernmental organizations in relation to the management of
marine species;

RECALLING that the international trade in all wild fauna and flora is under the purview of the Convention;

Explanation: The reference to a general statement in Resolution Conf. 3.4 is not the subject of the
matter dealt with in this Resolution and is of little use. It is removed for the sake of conciseness.



Explanation: This preamble is moved to and incorporated in the first “Resolves” in the operational part
of the Resolution, which deals with the same issue and where the precautionary principles are
formulated in stronger language. Thereby, the intention of this preamble can be retained and enhanced.

THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION
ADOPTS the following Annexes as an integral part of this Resolution:
Annex 1: Biological criteria for Appendix|;

Annex 2a: Criteria for the inclusion of species in Appendix Il in accordance with Article II,
paragraph 2(a);

Annex 2b: Criteria for the inclusion of species in Appendix Il in accordance with Article II,
paragraph 2(b);

Annex 3: Special cases;

Annex 4: Precautionary measures;

Annex 5: Definitions, explanations and guidelines; and
Annex 6: Format for proposals to amend the appendices;

RESOLVES that when considering a proposal to amend Appendix | or Il, the Parties shall act in the best
interest of the species concerned and of its conservation, and adopt measures that are proportionate to
the anticipated risks to the species;

Explanation: The rewording combines the text of the last preamble with the text in the first operational
paragraph of the Resolution to achieve a stronger and more direct reference to the precautionary
principles. The added text, “and adopt etc.”, proposed by the CWG, clarifies the context in which the
precautionary principles should apply and provides guidance to the Parties.

The new language does not strengthen or enhance the precautionary principle but appears to
do just the opposite greatly weakening it if not completely eliminating the entire “precautionary
principle”.

The new language is vague not stronger and more direct. First elimination of the direct
reference to “scientific uncertainty” may generalize the meaning of precaution, but it weakens
the resolution.

Second, the addition of “proportionate to anticipated risks” adds a whole new dimension that
opens the door for great abuse. For example (“why should we stop fishing or trading x species
since we are not making the species go extinct as the only “evidence” we have is a decline
which may be (a) not significant or (b) significant, but potentially within the range of “normal”
variation. Therefore lets continue trading until we see if there really is a problem.”



RESOLVES that, when considering proposals to amend Appendices| and Il, the following applies:

a) any species that is or may be affected by trade should be included in Appendix | in accordance
with Article Il, paragraph 1, if it meets at least one of the biological criteria listed in Annex 1;

Explanation: The inserted text provides consistency with the structure and language of the proposed
paragraphs b) and c) bellow.

Explanation: As suggested by the CWG, the section is moved to and incorporated in Annex 5,
Definitions, explanations and guidelines.

This section should not be moved to Annex 5 where the definition change proposed destroys
the intent of this section.

b) species should be included in Appendix Il under the provisions of Article Il, paragraph 2(a), if they
satisfy the criteria listed in Annex 2a;

Explanation: The proposed rewording improves the clarity of the paragraph, and makes it consistent
with the proposed language in paragraphs a) and c).

d)c) species should be included in Appendix Il under the provisions of Article Il, paragraph 2(b), if they
satisfy the criteria listed in Annex 2b;

e)d) species should be included in more than one appendix at the same time, and higher taxa should be
included in the appendices, only if the species or higher taxa concerned satisfy the relevant criteria
listed in Annex 3;

He) species of which all specimens in trade have been bred in captivity or artificially propagated should
not be included in the appendices if there is no negligible probability of trade taking place in
specimens of wild origin;

Explanation: As the probability of future trade in specimens of wild origins can never be totally excluded
for those species for which the only known trade consists in specimens from artificially propagated or
captive bred sources, the word “negligible” is more appropriate and maintains the intention of this
paragraph.

The proposed change of “is no probability of trade” to “is negligible probability of trade” opens
the door for interpretation. Does negligible mean very little or relatively little, and if so how
much is this? Clearly it is more than “no probability of trade”. Is the intention to open this up
to subjective evaluations, which it appears to do.

g)f) any species included in Appendix | for which sufficient data are available to demonstrate that it does
not meet the criteria listed in Annex 1 should be transferred to Appendix Il only in accordance with
the relevant precautionary measures listed in Annex 4;



h)g) any species included in Appendix Il in accordance with Article Il, paragraph 2(a), that does not meet
the criteria listed in Annex 2a should be deleted only in accordance with the relevant precautionary
measures listed in Annex 4; and species included in accordance with Article Il, paragraph 2(b),
because they look like the species subject to the deletion, or for a related reason, should also be
deleted only in accordance with the relevant precautionary measures; and

Bh) the views, if any, of intergovernmental organizations with competence for the management of the
species concerned should be taken into account;

RESOLVES that proposals to amend Appendicesl and Il should be based on the best information
available and presented in the format in Annex 6—urless-otherwisejustified,

Explanation: The last three words are superfluous: the use of the word “should” in the preceding part
of the sentence provides the same flexibility and conditionality as was sought by inserting these three
words.

RECOMMENDS that a species should normally not be included in Appendix | when the risk of the listing
is considered to outweigh the conservation benefit of the listing;

Explanation: The text of this RECOMMENDS is based on the one proposed in the report of the first
meeting of the CWG. The Chairmen have carefully considered the written comments provided before
and the comments made at the joint meeting. They believe that the text proposed here is a reasonable
compromise between the various positions on this subject.

This suggested change clearly weakens the listing criteria to allow for wider trade and implies
that the “risk of listing” is of prime importance. Shouldn’t this entire idea be reversed such as
follow:

“Recommends that a species which meets the criteria should normally be included on Appendix
| unless a clear and cogent case can be made that the listing of the species on Appendix |
carries a greater risk to the species than not listing the species on Appendix I”.

RESOLVES that Parties should not normally approve the transfer to Appendix | of species subject to
review under the provisions of Resolution Conf. 8.9 (Rev.), or establish zero export quota for such
species unless the proponent, following consultation with the Animals and Plants Committee,
demonstrates why the procedures outlined in Resolution Conf. 8.9 (Rev.) are not sufficient;

Explanation: The idea of this paragraph was proposed in the report of the first meeting of the CWG.
Taking into account the various comments made in the joint meeting, the Chairmen believe that the
currently proposed text should be acceptable. The intent of this amendment is to strengthen
recognition of Resolution Conf. 8.9 as an alternative for an appendix-I listing, because it is aimed at
assisting Parties in the wise management of species by applying specific corrective measures.

Once again the proposed language is negative not positive, and shifts the burden of proof to
those desiring to exercise a precautionary approach. Wouldn’t this be better reworded as
follows:

“Resolves that species should be transferred to appendix | and/or zero export quota established
for a species if a review under the procedures of Res.conf. 8.9 in consultation with the Animals
and/or Plants Committee, suggest that these procedures are not sufficient to protect the
species”.

RESOLVES that annotations to proposals to amend Appendix | or Appendix Il should be made in
accordance with the applicable Resolutions of the Conference of the Parties and on the basis of the best
scientific advice;

Explanation: The paragraph draws attention to the relevant Resolutions, and emphasises that the
annotations should be scientifically meaningful, unambiguous and justifiable.



ENCOURAGES Parties, when sufficient relevant biological data are available, to include a quantitative
evaluation in the supporting statement of the amendment proposal;

Explanation: The inclusion in amendment proposals of information on stock assessments, population
viability assessments, and other quantitative evaluations of suitable biological data to determine the
status and/or trends in a wild population should be encouraged. This view was brought forward in the
CWG. Furthermore, use of the word ’encourage” does not mean that quantitative analyses are
mandatory.

RESOLVES that, to monitor the effectiveness of protection offered by the Convention, the status of
species included in Appendices | and Il should be regularly reviewed by the range States and proponents,
in collaboration with the Animals Committee or the Plants Committee, subject to the availability of funds;

Does “in collaboration” make it a requirement to collaborate with Plant or Animals Committee?
Wouldn’t the term “in consultation with” be better terminology to get input rather than
requiring collaboration.

URGES Parties and co-operating organizations to provide financial and technical assistance, when
requested, in the preparation of proposals to amend the appendices, the development of management
programmes, and the review of the effectiveness of the inclusion of species in the appendices. Parties
should be open to using other available international mechanisms and instruments for these purposes in
the broader context of biodiversity; and

Explanation: A minor editorial change to take into consideration the deletion of the next paragraph.

Explanation: Redundant after the 12th meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

REPEALS the Resolutions Conf. 9.24 (Forth Lauderdale, 1994) - Criteria for Amendment of Appendices|
and Il. listed-hereunder:




Annex 1

Biological criteria for Appendix|

The following criteria must be read in conjunction with the definitions, explanations and guidelines listed
in Annex 5.

A species is considered to be threatened with extinction if it meets, or is likely to meet, at least one of
the following criteria.

A.B- The wild population has a restricted area of distribution and is characterized by at least one of
the following:

Explanation: The amendment simply represents a re-ordering of the existing criteria and was proposed
by the CWG. It provides a more logical sequence of the biological criteria for Appendix |, notably the
distribution criterion (currently criterion B), the population size criterion (currently criterion A), and then
the decline criterion (currently criterion C). Furthermore, knowledge of distribution and habitat is
generally more readily available than information addressing the other criteria — therefore it seemed
logical to give this criterion primacy over the others in terms of their sequence.

i) fragmentation or occurrence at very few locations; or
i) large fluctuations in the area of distribution or the number of sub-populations; or
iii) a high vulnerability due to the species’ biology or behaviour (including migration); or
iv) an observed, inferred or projected decrease in any one of the following:
— the area of distribution; or
— the area of habitat; or
— the number of sub-populations; or
— the number of individuals; or
— quality of habitat; or

—  recruitment.

Explanation: The rearrangement of the dashed items above provides a sequence in line with the
proposed order for the Biological Criteria for Appendix |. For reasons of clarity the original language “the
area or quality or habitat” have been separated under distinct dashes.

B.A- The wild population is small, and is characterized by at least one of the following:

i) an observed, inferred or projected decline in the number of individuals or the area and quality of
habitat; or

Explanation: Although the CWG originally suggested to delete this paragraph, the Chairmen believe that
it is better to maintain it. This criterion deals with small, wild population and the effect of the rate or
extend of a decline may be proportionally different than for large populations.

ii) each sub-population being very small; or

iii) a majority of individuals, during one or more life-history phases, being concentrated in one
sub-population; or



iv) large short-term fluctuations in the number of individuals in those life history stages that are of
critical importance for the continued survival of the species; or

Explanation: The additional text is an amended version of a proposal made by FAO at the joint meeting.
The reason for its insertion is that large short-termed fluctuations in the numbers of individuals may be
exhibited naturally in small wild populations of species that are highly fecund, and biologically
characterized by a reproductive R-strategy. However, such fluctuations in numbers of individuals would
be of concern when occurring in life history stages that are of vital importance to the continued survival
of the species, and that provide the best indicators of the viability of the population.

While this may be true in many or most cases it opens up a new level of inter pretation and
implies that you must know which of the life history stages are of “critical importance for the
continued survival of the species”. Dose this imply that without this knowledge, which is
probably available for few species, that this criteria can not be used to justify a proposed listing
change?

v) a high vulnerability due to the species’ biology or behaviour (including migration).

C. A marked decline in the number of individuals in the wild, which has been either:

Explanation: The insertion of “marked”, as suggested by the CWG, provides a degree of qualification of
the decline, and is further expanded upon and defined in the relevant paragraph in Annex 5, Definitions,
explanations and guidelines.

The addition of the work “marked” opens this one up for a great variation in subjective
interpretation. How much decline is a “marked” decline 20% to be clearly enunciated.

i) observed as ongoing or as having occurred in the past (but with a potential to resume); or
ii) inferred or projected on the basis of any one of the following:

— adecrease in area of habitat; or

— adecrease in quality of habitat; or

— levels or patterns of exploitation; or

— threats from extrinsic factors such as the effects of pathogens, competitors, parasites,
predators, hybridization, introduced species and the effects of toxins and pollutants; or

— decreasing recruitment.

Explanation: Separating “a decrease in area or quality of habitat” into two separate dashes adds to
clarity and consistency.

Explanation: The Criterion in paragraph D is deleted and incorporate in the proposed criterion A in
Annex 2a

This section D. is moved to annex 2.a. but is changed from “within a period of five years” to
near future”. This raises a question of vagueness and opens it to various interpretations. The
original “five years” was intended to cover two COP’s which is clear and concise while the
proposed new wording is vague. We urge the old wording be retained even if moved to Annex
2.a.

In circumstances when this criterion would apply i.e. substantial illegal trade in a species that requires
to be strictly regulated, it would be more appropriate and practical to opt for inclusion in Appendix Il
with trade restrictions.



Has there been any study to demonstrate that an Appendix Il listing with restrictions is more
effective in providing protection for a species, than and Appendix | listing? The current
situation with sturgeon would seem to suggest the opposite.

In addition, a species that would satisfy this criterion will most probably also satisfy one of the other
criteria in this Annex.

The wording here is interesting but raising serious questions. First the term “will most
probably” is very subjective. Then is the next line it is all called “duplicative” and in the
following line “would be better”. This appears to be a simple effort to remove this section but
gives no real advantage or reason, as these species would already be eligible for an Appendix I
listing so this suggestion seems duplicative.

We urge retaining the original wording.

This criterion is therefore duplicative

Here again the original text is greatly preferred as it allows the precautionary principle to apply.
The proposed revision takes away any precautionary principle and actually suggests that an
Appendix Il listing can only occur based on “available information on the status and trends of
the wild population”. Does this also imply that if there is no data or very little on the status
and trends of a species it can not even be considered for listing? Clearly data

And it would be better

Define better, or justify on precautionary terns.

to delete it in favour of an Appendix-ll criterion. That criterion would apply to those cases where
species are known to also be subject to large volumes of trade that is not regulated and where an

Appendix-II criterion is required to avoid that the species would eventually satisfy criteria for inclusion in
Appendix I.

Those species would already be eligible for Appendix II
l'isting
Annex 2a

Criteria for the inclusion of species in Appendix Il in accordance with Article I, paragraph 2(a)

The following criteria must be read in conjunction with the definitions, explanations and guidelines listed
in Annex 5.




Explanation: The paragraphs are deleted and proposed to be replaced by the text hereunder.

A species should be included in Appendix Il when, on the basis of available information on the status and
trends of the wild population(s), one of the following criteria is met:

Explanation: The new text of the paragraph, as proposed by the CWG, is clearer in pointing out that
available information plays an important role in deciding whether a species should be listed in
Appendix Il. Clearly, trade volume in a species has no meaning unless it can be linked in a meaningful
way to the conservation status and biological characteristics of the species.

Here again the original text is greatly preferred as it allows the precautionary principle to apply.
The proposed revision takes away any precautionary principle and actually suggests that an
Appendix Il listing can only occur based on “available information on the status and trends of
the wild population”. Does this also imply that if there is no data or very little on the status
and trends of a species it can not even be considered for listing? Clearly data on trade volume
has some value.

The proposed language has the affect of avoiding the inclusion in Appendix Il of species that do not
require CITES controls to ensure that trade is not detrimental to the conservation of the species.

This section of the explanation is very confusing with all the negatives and must be rewritten.
It appears that this language prevents listing of species on Appendix Il unless a link can be
shown between large volumes of trade and potential detriment to the species. This is in direct
opposition to the prior precautionary principle. We urge that the precautionary principle not be
discarded.

A. Itis known, or can be inferred or projected that the regulation of trade in the species is necessary to
avoid that it becomes eligible for inclusion in Appendix | in the near future; or

We believe that there should not be a change of the five-year time frame to a more vague “near
future” which could be open to varying interpretation.

Explanation: Criterion A of Annex 2a was originally proposed by the CWG, and is reworded to fit in
former biological criterion D for incorporating species in Appendix | (in Annex 1). The language is more
direct and more specific. This criterion provides a mechanism to include in Appendix Il species that
require trade controls in order to avoid a situation that necessitates listing the taxon directly in
Appendix | in the near future.

B. It is known, or can be inferred or projected that regulation of trade in the species is required to
ensure that the harvest of specimens from the wild is not detrimental to the species concerned.

Explanation: The proposed wording under the new criterion B is an adaptation of the text proposed in
the report of the first meeting of the CWG. In view of the many comments on the earlier proposed new
criteria B. and C., the Chairmen have suggested this new text to permit Parties to propose Appendix-Il
listings of species for which trade regulation is required to ensure sustainable utilization. This was also
the intent of the text originally proposed by the CWG.

Annex 2b

Criteria for the inclusion of species in Appendix |l in accordance with Article |l, paragraph 2(b)

Species should may be included in Appendix Il in accordance with Articlell, paragraph 2(b), if—they
satisfy one of the following criteria is met:

Explanation: To indicate a certain flexibility in the application of the “look-alike” provisions in cases
where very large numbers of species or specimens in commercial trade would require listing, “should”



is replaced by “may”, as proposed in the CWG. Some additional minor editorial changes are made to
make the text consistent with the same one in Annex 2a.

Here a serious change has been made deleting the “should” and replacing it with “may”. This
completely changes the meaning of the section. If the criteria are meant the species “should”
be listed. Why bother with criteria if they only “may” result in listing?

Explanation: The paragraphs are deleted and proposed to be replaced by the text hereunder.

A. The specimens of a species in the form in which they are traded resemble specimens of a species
included in Appendix Il under the provisions of Article Il, paragraph 2(a), or in Appendix I, for which
the proponent has demonstrated that a non-expert, using basic identification materials and with
reasonable effort, is unlikely to be able to distinguish between them; or

Explanation: The formulation of the new paragraph A implies that a proponent asking for the inclusion
of ‘species’ under the provisions of Article Il, paragraph 2(b) (for look-alike reasons) should explain in
reasonable detail why the specimens (in the sense of the CITES definition, thus including all parts and
derivatives) can not be easily differentiated by a non-expert. Such an explanation will also provide the
Conference of the Parties with a clear indication of possible enforcement problems and costs resulting
from the adoption or non-adoption of the proposal.

Once again we believe the original wording is preferable. The proposed wording here of “in the
form in which they are traded” opens an entirely new restriction implying that one “form could
be listed” but another form might not be.

Additionally the proponent would be required to demonstrate the difficulty in distinguishing
between species and forms. This would be a huge burden for any proponent restricts any
listings.

B. There are compelling reasons other than A above to ensure that effective control of trade in currently
listed species is achieved.

Explanation: The old paragraph B goes beyond the provisions of paragraph 2(b) of Article Il because it
allows for automatic higher taxon listings where this might not be necessary to achieve the intent of
this paragraph. The proposed alternative text provides sufficient flexibility for the inclusion of species to
assure the application of effective trade controls when necessary. This criterion reinforces the
precautionary approach by providing a mechanism by which a species can be included in Appendix II
pursuant to Article Il, paragraph 2(b).

We believe that this new B is a good addition to the old A and B. It should be added as C.

The new B (we would call C) does not address the same issues as the old B.



Annex 3

Special cases

Split-listing

Explanation: The text is separated into two new paragraphs. The new formulations state more clearly
the possible benefits and disadvantages of split-listing.

Listing of a species in more than one appendix should be avoided unless it relates to the transfer of a
population from Appendix | to Appendix Il in accordance with the precautionary measures contained in
paragraph A of Annex 4 to this Resolution.

Explanation: The proposed text improves clarity, and was discussed in the CWG

We urge retention of the original text on split listing. The new proposal suggests that split
listing can only apply in the one case of species from Appendix | to Appendix Il. Such a
restriction would greatly limit the future use of split listing. Why retract it when the intent is to
avoid using it whenever possible.

When split-listing does occur, this should generally be on the basis of national or regional populations,
and should not result in some populations being excluded from the Appendices if enforcement problems
are created by doing so.

Explanation: The text improves clarity, and was discussed in the CWG.

This text does not improve clarity and makes it even more confusing “Split listings... should...
not result in ... If” why not simply say “Split listings... should not normally be permitted”. The
word if clouds and confuses the issue and would require a case by case review of whether it
may cause enforcement problems rather than taking it as a given in the original text.

For species outside the jurisdiction of any State, listing in the appendices should use the terms used in
other relevant international agreements, if any, to define the population. If no such international
agreement exists, then the appendices should define the population by region or by geographic
co-ordinates.

Taxonomic names below the species level should not be used in the appendices unless the taxon in
guestion is highly distinctive and the use of the name would not give rise to enforcement problems.

Higher taxa

If all species of a higher taxon are included in Appendix | or Il, they should be included under the name of
the higher taxon. If some species in a higher taxon are included in Appendix | or Il and all the rest in the
other appendix, the latter species should be included under the name of the higher taxon, with an
appropriate annotation.



Annex 4

Precautionary measures

Explanation: This paragraph is redundant because the wording of the paragraph is covered by the
amended stronger text in the operational part (under RESOLVES).

The original language is much better and stronger here. The proposed language in Resolves
above is much weaker and not as clear. The original is very clear and concise and therefor
should be retained.

A.B- 1. No species listed in Appendix | shall be removed from the appendices unless it has been first
transferred to Appendix Il, with monitoring of any impact of trade on the species for at least two
intervals between meetings of the Conference of the Parties.

2. Species included in Appendix | should enly-beconsideredfor-transfer normally be transferred to
Appendlx I if they do not satlsfy the relevant criteria in Annex l—Even—#—sueh—speetes-de—net

ene—ef—the—fe”emnng—en—tena and When one of the foIIowmg precautlonary safeguards is met

Explanation: The proposed changes improve the language of this paragraph, and re-enforces the
application of a precautionary approach to counteract the proposed deletion of old paragraph A of
Annex 4.

This proposed revision seems to imply that listing species is bad and listing them on Appendix |
is even worse so it is precautionary to not list a species or require that it be listed on Il instead

of I.

We urge that the old version remain because it urges that we should leave species on Appendix
I unless one of the following criteria is met. The new version adds criteria to something, which
is already a stated normal action. If this must be changed it should read as follows (...)

2. Species included in Appendix | should normally be transferred to
Appendix Il if they do not satisfy the relevant criteria in Annex 1
unl ess one of the follow ng precautionary criteria is net:

a) the species is in demand for international trade, or its
transfer to Appendix Il is likely to stinulate trade in, or
cause enforcenent problens for, any other species included
in Appendix |; or

b) the species is likely to be in demand for trade, and its
managenent is such that the Conference of the Parties is
not satisfied with:

i) inplenentation by the range States of the requirenents
of the Convention, in particular Article IV, and



ii) appropriate enforcenment controls and conpliance wth
the requirenents of the Convention; or

However if the assumption is that you want to move species from Appendix | to Appendix Il
unless there is a good reason not to, the proposed changes do this.

We strongly urge the retention of the old language, which had a precautionary purpose.

a) the species is not in demand for international trade, nor is its transfer to Appendix Il likely to
stimulate trade in, or cause enforcement problems for, any other species included in
Appendix I; or

b) the species is likely to be in demand for trade, but its management is such that the
Conference of the Parties is satisfied with:

i) implementation by the range States of the requirements of the Convention, in particular
Article IV; and

ii) appropriate enforcement controls and compliance with the requirements of the
Convention; or

Explanation: This paragraph is unnecessary because its content is covered by old paragraph d)
[=new c)]. The deletion of this paragraph further reinforces a precautionary approach to transfers from
Appendix | to Appendix Il by only providing for such transfers when an export quota has been approved
by the CoP for a specified period of time — thereby requiring the range State to re-submit a proposal for
any continuation of trade beyond the period specified.

c)d) an integral part of the amendment proposal is an export quota approved by the
Conference of the Parties for a specified period of time, based on management measures
described in the supporting statement of the amendment proposal, provided that effective
enforcement controls are in place; or

d)e) a ranching proposal is submitted consistent with the applicable Resolutions of the
Conference of the Parties and is approved.

As noted above, the “criteria” to qualify a blanket statenment are
un- necessary.

3. No proposal for transfer of a species from Appendix | to Appendix |l with-an-exportguota shall
be considered from a Party that has entered a reservation for the species in question, unless that
Party agrees to remove the reservation within 90 days of the adoption of the amendment.

Explanation: This deletion was already proposed in the report of the first meeting of the Criteria
Working Group. The text is superfluous because paragraph b) above provides for the possibility of a
transfer without a quota, in which case the proponent should still withdraw its reservation.

Wiich is PRECI SELY why it should “Stay on | and not nove
to Il unless and until one of the criteria below is net,”
rather than “nove it to |Il, and thi nk about these issues.”




4.

Explanation: In the report of the first meeting of the Criteria Working Group it was proposed to delete
this criterion, because it does not provide any meaningful guidance to the Parties. The new text
proposed in this report was regarded by many as not being appropriate either. The Chairmen therefore
propose the following new text.

No species should be deleted from Appendix Il if, within the last two intervals between meetings
of the Conference of the Parties, it has been subject to a Recommendation under the provisions
of Resolution Conf. 8.9 (Rev.) concerning its conservation status.

Explanation: The paragraph needs to be considered together with paragraph g) [= old h)] under the
second Resolves in the operative part of the Resolution. The intent of the new text is to be more
prescriptive by providing the guiding precautionary measures in accordance with the mentioned

paragraph g).

We urge retaining the old language. The new language is very circular requiring that no species
be deleted if it has had some recommendation under 8.9(rev) within the last two intervals
between meetings. However the intent of review under 8.9 (rev) should be to help determine if
listing is called for. This new language is not only circular but also confusing.

“No species should be deleted from Appendix Il unless there is credible evidence that such a
listen is not required”.

B.C-The following review procedures shall apply when a species is transferred to Appendix Il pursuant to
paragraphs BA2c and BA2d above.

1.

C.b:

Where the Plants Committee, the Animals Committee or a Party becomes aware of problems in
compliance with the management measures and export quotas of another Party, the Secretariat
shall be informed and, if the Secretariat fails to resolve the matter satisfactorily, it shall inform
the Standing Committee which may, after consultation with the Party concerned, recommend to
all Parties that they suspend trade with that Party in specimens of CITES-listed species, and/or
request the Depositary Government to prepare a proposal to transfer the population back to
Appendix .

If, on review of a quota and its supporting management measures, the Animals or Plants
Committee encounters any problems with compliance or potential detriment to a species, the
relevant Committee shall request the Depositary Government to prepare a proposal for
appropriate remedial action.

If the proponent Party wishes to renew, amend or delete a quota established pursuant to

paragraph BA2d above, it shall submit an appropriate proposal for consideration at the next meeting
of the Conference of the Parties. In anticipation of there being no such proposal submitted, the
Depositary Government shall submit a proposal for consideration at the next meeting of the
Conference of the Parties to impose a zero quota.

D.E-Species that are regarded as possibly extinct should not be deleted from Appendix | if they may be
affected by trade in the event of their rediscovery; these species should be annotated in the
appendices as "p.e." (i.e. possibly extinct).

Explanation: There are minor editorial changes to accommodate the renumbering of the paragraphs.

Annex 5

Definitions, explanations and guidelines and-nrotes

Explanation: The title of this Annex has been slightly changed to better reflect the contents of the
various paragraphs below.



Species

In Article | of the Convention the term species is defined as “any species, subspecies or geographically

separate population thereof”.

Species and subspecies refer to the biological concept of a species, and do not require any further

definition. The two terms also cover varieties, populations, sub-populations and fisheries stocks.

‘Geographically separate population’ refers to parts of a species or a subspecies within particular
geographical boundaries. This can also refer to populations or

traditionally used in fisheries.

Until now, the Conference of the Parties has interpreted ‘geographically separate populations’ to be
populations delimited by geopolitical boundaries, whereas they have not yet used the other option of

geographical boundaries.

Affected by trade

b)Y —a A species "is or may be affected by trade™ if:

i)

Explanation: This part has been removed from the operational part (under the second RESOLVES) and
incorporated in Annex 5 because it concerns definitions. Paragraph iv) is deleted because it concerns a
listing criterion, and is not a definition of a species” that is or may be in trade”.

it is known to be in trade, and that trade has a detrimental impact on the status of the species;

or

Explanation: The wording of former paragraph i) is improved in accordance with suggestions in the
report of the first meeting of the CWG.

"Note by the Chairs of the Animals and Plants Committees and the CWG: The second meeting of the
Criteria Working Group recommended that words ‘may have’ should be used in stead of ‘has’ as
proposed by the Chairs. The Chairs are, however, of the opinion that if trade is known to exist it must
be demonstrated that this trade has a detrimental impact. They therefore continue to favour the option
of using ‘has’ in this criterion."

Again, this shows either a total m sunderstanding of the
precautionary principle, or a flagrant disregard for the
intent of the Convention. If you have to PROVE that trade
is detrinmental (“has a detrinental inpact”) to show that it
MAY be affected by trade, then the definition is absurd and
reduces to:

“A species is or may be affcted by trade if it is shown to
be affected by trade.”

The Chairs of the Animals and plants comittee are
absolutely correct to buffer this wth “may have.”

subpopulations, or to the ‘stocks’



Once again we urge retention of the old language, the new language eliminates the
precautionary principle. If the new language is used it definitely must use the words “may
have” as suggested by the chairs of the Plants and Animals Committee.

i) it is suspected to be in trade, or there is potential international demand for the species that may
de detrimental to its survival in the wild.

Explanation: The former paragraphs ii) and iii) have been incorporated into this paragraph which
addresses instances in which conclusive evidence of trade in the species is lacking but suspected to

exists, and in which potential trade or the international demand may be detrimental to the conservation
of the species. The new text is based on recommendations from the CWG.

The problem here is a change from either/or to now requiring both.

Area of distribution

Area of distribution of a species is defined as the area contained within the shortest continuous imaginary
boundary which can be drawn to encompass all the known, inferred or projected sites of occurrence,
excluding cases of vagrancy and introductions outside its natural range (though inferring and projecting
area of occurrence should be undertaken carefully, and in a precautionary manner). The area within the
imaginary boundary should, however, exclude significant areas where the species does not occur, and so
in defining area of distribution, account should be taken of discontinuities or disjunctions in the spatial
distribution of species. For migratory species, the area of distribution is the smallest area essential at any
stage for the survival of that species (e.g. colonial nesting sites, feeding sites for migratory taxa, etc.).
For some species in-tradewhere for which data exist were available to make an estimate, a figure of less
than 10,000 km? has been found to be an appropriate guideline (not a threshold) of what constitutes a
restricted area of distribution. However, this figure is presented only as an example, since it is impossible
to give numerical values that are applicable to all taxa. There will be many cases where this numerical
guideline does not apply.

Decline

A decline is a reduction in the abundance or area of distribution of a species. Decline can be expressed in
two different ways: (i) the overall long-term extent of decline or (ii) the recent rate of decline. The long-
term extent of decline is the total estimated or inferred percentage reduction from a baseline level of
abundance or area of distribution. The recent rate of decline is the percentage change in abundance or
area of distribution over a recent time period. The estimated or inferred baseline for extent of decline
should extend as far back into history as possible.

This is an interesting idea, but we could carry this to extrenes.
The baselines for many historical declines can be inferred using
detailed spatial analysis on a global scale. For many |arge
harvested species, however, there are order-of-magnitude guesses
invovl ed: take Jereny Jacksons’ analysis of Caribbean sea turtle
popul ation as an exanple (50-500 mllion was his estimate).
Habitat alternation in pre-history, and a lack of detailed (pre)



historical data for nmuch of the earth, neans that this is nore-or-
less a gane. More to the point, why do we care as the issue that
the Convention deals with is species-level endangerment by TRADE,
not historical, or even current population size or extent (EXCEPT
as how that relates to current trade).

The baseline point will be major concerns here. If we use historical baselines for formerly
abundant widespread species we could see declines of 70 or 80% and still have a species
numbering in the millions. We believe that the old wording is preferable to the proposed new
wording under “Decline”.

A general guideline for a marked historical extent of decline is a percentage decline to 5%-30% of the
baseline, depending on the biology of the species. The extremes of 5% and 30% will be applicable to
only a relatively small number of species, but some species may even fall outside of these extremes.

A general guideline for a marked recent rate of decline is a percentage decline of 50% or more in the last
10 years. If the population is small, a percentage decline of 20% or more in the last 10 years may be
more appropriate. The percentage used should also depend on the biology of the species.

We are concerned with the loss of generation length, which would be very important for long-
lived, slow breeding species. Here are two-generation time frame would be much better than a
ten year time frame.

The historical extent of decline and the recent rate of decline should be considered in conjunction with
one another. A given recent rate of decline is of greater concern the higher the historical extent of
decline.

This is not true. Take the grey wolf (Canis lupus) and the
Et hiopian wolf (Canis sinensis) for instance. Over the |ast
mllion years (forget history) the grey wolf had a holarctic
distribution, while the Ethiopian wdlf had a very restricted

distribution. W still have tens of thousands of wolves, but their
range has been severely restricted (so we assunme a |arge historical
loss), Wile there are a nere 400 Ethiopian wolves, and the range

is tiny, there have never been a |lot of Ethiopian wolves, and their
range is probably less curt sailed (on a percentage basis) than
that of grey wol ves.

Yet, if and when we had a 10% rate of decline in Ethiopian wol ves
we' d panic.

A 10% decline in grey wolves mght not even be in the realm of
statistical inference.

In essence, declines in small, endem c populations are probably
nore worrying than declines in large, w despread species, whatever
their current vs. historical decline.

In estimating or inferring the historical extent of decline or the recent rate of decline, all relevant data
should be taken into account A decline need not necessarily be continuing. If data are available only for a



short period and the extent or rate of decline based on these data are cause for concern, the guidelines
above (extrapolated as necessary or relevant) should still apply. However, natural fluctuations should not
normally count as part of a decline, but an observed decline should not necessarily be considered part of
a natural fluctuation unless there is evidence for this. A decline that is the result of a harvesting
programme that reduces the population to a planned level, not detrimental to the survival of the species,
is not covered by the term “decline”.

Explanation: The current use of “decline” in Annex 1 Resolution Conf. 9.24 is unclear as to whether
the extent of decline or the rate of decline is referred to, while the current Annex 5 discusses the rate
of decline only. The CWG2 discussed this in detail, and agreed to recommend to the Parties the
inclusion of the concepts of both “historical extent of decline” and “recent rate of decline”. The
proposed explanation of “decline” above provides guidelines for ranges of percentage historical extent
of decline and recent rate of decline, that are of particular concern and reflect risks to the status of
species in the wild. The worst scenario is the case of a large historical extent of decline combined with
a high recent rate of decline, and therefore both should be considered. However, each in isolation can
also be cause for concern. For example, if a species has already been heavily reduced, there is a threat
of extinction even if it is not currently declining. Further, a 50% decline in recent years should be of far
greater concern for a species that has already declined to, for example, 10% of historical levels than it
would be for a previously unexploited population. A historical extent of decline from 5%-30%,
depending on the biology of the species, is recommended as a cause for concern for the long-term
viability of a species. For a given species, the percentage that triggers concern may fall outside this
range, depending on vulnerability factors, as discussed elsewhere in Annex 5. The Working Group
believes these guidelines may have broad applicability, although they are drawn from the literature on
exploited marine species and would benefit from evaluation for other taxa.

W think the authors are confusing a nunber of issues.
Wiile we philosophically agree that |oss of ecological
function (for which historical declines may be a reasonabl e
surrogate) is a critical issue, the reality is that the
Convention deals wth endangernent by trade. Endangernent
is related to threat, and is well described in the |UCN
CoT/Red List Criteria. These nmke clear that, in essence,
historical decline (as discussed above) is not really
rel evant to extinction probability.

Extended period

The meaning of the term extended period will vary according to the biological characteristics of the
species. Selection of the period will depend upon the observed pattern of natural fluctuations in the
abundance of the species and on whether the number of specimens removed from the wild is consistent
with a sustainable harvesting programme that is based on these natural fluctuations.

Fluctuations

LargefFluctuations occurin-a-number of specieswhere-the in population size or area of distribution are

considered large when they vary widely, rapidly or frequently. Where data exist to make an estimate, one
order of magnitude has been found to be an appropriate guideline (not a threshold) for population size.
Similarly, fluctuations can be considered ‘short term’ if the period of fluctuation is about two years.

3 3 rha 2 3 . However, this
figure is presented only as an example, since it is impossible to give numerical values that are applicable
to all taxa. There will be many cases where this numerical guideline does not apply.

Fragmentation

Fragmentation refers to the case where most individuals within a taxon are found in small and relatively
isolated sub-populations, which increases the probability that these small sub-populations will become



extinct and the opportunities for re-establishment are limited. For some species in trade where data exist
to make an estimate, an area of distribution of 500 km? or less for each subpopulation has been found to
be an appropriate guideline (not a threshold) of what constitutes fragmentation. However, this figure is
presented only as an example, since it is impossible to give numerical values that are applicable to all
taxa. There will be many cases where this numerical guideline does not apply.

Explanation: This term is no longer used in the criteria.

We urge that generation is very important and that it needs to be retained as in the old language.

Explanation: Since this section covers both ‘large fluctuation’ and ‘short-term fluctuation’ it has been
moved under a new heading ‘fluctuation’.

Near future

Refers to a time period in which it can be projected or inferred that a species would satisfy one (or more)
of the criteria in Annex | unless it is included in Appendix Il. Clearly this period will be taxon and case
specific, however 5-10 years is considered an appropriate time period.

Population issues

Explanation: under this heading all paragraphs related to population have been brought together for
easier reference.

Population

Population refers to is—measured—as the total number of |nd|V|duaIs of the species (as speC|es is
defined in Article | of the Conventlon) 3 3

Explanation: The small textual changes serve to clarify the definitions. The first strikethrough sentence
is reintroduced as the one but last bullet point under ‘population size’ below. The remaining part
appears below under the heading ‘small wild population’.

Sub-population

Sub-populations are defined as geographically or otherwise distinct groups in the population between

WhICh there |s ht-ue I|m|ted genetlc exchange Eer—sem%peeres-m—uad%whenedata-@qst—te-m%an




Explanation: The added text makes the definition more precise. The strikethrough text is reintroduced
below under the heading ‘very small sub-population.

Population size

When providing details on the size of a population or sub-population, it should be made clear whether
the information presented relates to the effective population size or not. When estimating the
effective population size, the following points should be born in mind.

Where the population is characterised by natural fluctuations use a lower estimate. In most
cases this will be much less than the mean.

Individuals that cannot produce recruits should not be counted (e.g. densities are too low for
fertilization).

This measure is intended to count individuals capable of reproduction and should therefore
exclude individuals that are environmentally and behaviourally or otherwise reproductively
suppressed in the wild.

For the number of individuals in populations with biased adult or breeding sex ratios it is
appropriate to use lower estimates which take this into account (e.g. estimated effective
population size).

Reproducing units within a clone should be counted as individuals, except where such units are
unable to survive alone.

In the case of species biologically dependent on other species for all or part of their life cycles,
biologically appropriate values for the host or co-dependent species should be chosen.

In the case of taxa that naturally loose all or a subset of individuals at some point in their life
cycle, the estimate should be made at the appropriate time, when individuals are available for
breeding.

Small wild population
For some speciesintrade where data exist to make an estimate, a figure of less
Grammar: fewer than not |ess than

than 5,000 individuals has been found to be an appropriate guideline (not a threshold) of what
constitutes a small wild population. However, this figure is presented only as an example, since it is
impossible to give numerical values that are applicable to all taxa. There will be many cases where
this numerical guideline does not apply.

Very small sub-population

For some species intrade where data exist to make an estimate, a figure of less than 500 individuals
has been found to be an appropriate guideline (not a threshold) of what constitutes a very small sub-
population. However, this figure is presented only as an example, since it is impossible to give
numerical values that are applicable to all taxa. There will be many cases where this numerical
guideline does not apply.

Possibly extinct

A species is presumably possibly extinct when exhaustive surveys in known and/or suspected habitat,
and at appropriate times (diurnal, seasonal, annual), throughout its historic range have failed to record an
individual. Before a species can be declared possibly extinct, surveys should take place over a time frame
appropriate to the species’ life cycle and life form.

Explanation: This change is made to make the text consistent with the title.



Recruitment

Recruitment is the total number of individuals added to a given demographic class of a population by
either sexual or asexual reproduction.

Explanation: This text has been moved under a new heading ‘population issues’ and divided under two
subheadings: ‘sub-population’ and ‘sub-population size’’.

Threatened with extinction

Threatened with extinction is defined by Annex 1. The vulnerability of a species to threats of extinction
depends on its population demographics, biological characteristics, such as body size, trophic level, life
cycle, breeding structure or social structure requirements for successful reproduction, and vulnerability
due to aggregating habits, natural fluctuations in population size (dimensions of time and magnitude),
residency/migratory patterns. This makes it impossible to give numerical threshold values for population
size or area of distribution that are applicable to all taxa.

Vulnerability

Vulnerability can be defined as the susceptibility of a species to extinction risk.

There are a number of taxon- or case-specific biological and other factors that are likely to affect the
extension risk associated with a given percentage decline, small population size or restricted area of
distribution. This can be, but are not limited to, any of the following:

Life history (e.g., low fecundity, slow growth rate, high age at fist maturity, long generation time).
Low absolute numbers or biomass or restricted area of distribution.
Population structure(age/size structure, sex ratio).

Behavioral factors (e.g., social structure, migration).

Density (for sessile or semi-sessile species).

Specialized niche requirements (e.g., diet, habitat, endemism).

Species associations such as symbiosis and other forms of co-dependency.
Fragmentation.

Reduced genetic diversity.

Severe habitat loss.

Threats from disease or invasive species.

Rapid environmental change (e.g., climate regime shifts).

Selectivity of removals (that may compromise recruitment).

Annex 6

Explanation: All recommendations for insertions, deletions and rewording that were formulated by the
joint AC/PC meeting and the CWG were taken into account, and edited versions are included in the
revised Annex 6 below without further detailed explanations. Where appropriate the sequence of the
paragraphs is some of the sections has been changed to make them consistent with the sequence of
the listing criteria.

Format for proposals to amend the Appendices

The following provides information and instructions for the submission of a proposal to amend the
appendices and the appropriate supporting statement. Proponents should be guided by the need to



provide to the Conference of the Parties sufficient information, of sufficient quality and in sufficient detail
{to-the extentavailable), to allow it the Conference to judge the proposal against the criteria established
for the proposed action. Parties are reminded that proposals should normally be limited to 12 pages
(exclusive of references cited). This means that the relevant published and unpublished sources of
information should be used, but-acknowledges that although for some species the amount of scientific
information will be limited. Where research has been undertaken specifically to obtain information for the
proposal, it should be presented in sufficient detail to be assessed by the Parties. Furthermore, this
means that it may not be possible to address all elements of the Rproposal Eformat.

A. Proposal

The proponent should indicate the intent of the specific action amendment to the Appendices being
proposed and any relevant annotations or qualifications the relevant criteria-against- which-the proposal-is
to-be judged.
Inclusion in Appendix I. Specify which of the criteria in Annex 1 of the Resolution are satisfied.
Inclusion in Appendix Il. Specify which of the criteria in Annex 2 of the Resolution are satisfied.

in accordance with Article Il 2(a)

in accordance with Article Il 2(b)

for reasons of look-a-like problems (in this case, the name of the similar species already
included in the appendices should be given in section CZ 11 Additional Remarks)

for other reasons (such as those referred to in Annex 3 to this Resolution)
Transfer from Appendix | to Appendix Il in accordance with a precautionary measure specified in
Annex 4 to this Resolution. Specify which of the criteria in Annex 2 of this Resolution are satisfied;
specify why the criteria in Annex 1 of this Resolution are no longer satisfied; specify which of the
criteria and factors in Annex 4 of this Resolution are satisfied or implemented
Deletion from Appendix Il. Specify why the criteria in Annex 2 of this Resolution are not satisfied
__ Other action (provide explanation)

Annotations

If a specific substantive annotation to the listing in the Appendices is proposed, the proponent should
address:

Whether the proposed annotation is in compliance with Resolution Conf. 11.20; and
The practical intent of the annotation.
B. Proponent
The proponent may only be a Party to the Convention, in accordance with Article XV of the Convention.

C. Supporting statement

1. Taxonomy

The proponent should provide sufficient information to allow the Conference of the Parties to identify
clearly the taxon that is the subject of the proposal.

1.1 Class

1.2 Order



1.3 Family

1.4 Genus, species or subspecies, including author and year
If the species concerned is included in one of the standard lists of names or taxonomic
references adopted by the Conference of the Parties, the name provided by that reference
should be entered here. If the species concerned is not included in one of the adopted standard
references, the proponent should provide references as to the source of the name used.

1.5 Scientific synonyms

1.6 Common names
The proponent should provide information on other scientific names or synonyms under which
the species concerned may be known currently, especially if these names are used in the trade
in the species.

1.7 Code numbers

If the species concerned is already included in the appendices, refer to the code numbers in the
CITES Identification Manual.

2. Overview

Provide a brief overview of key elements of the proposal. Parties should cite key sections of the
supporting statement. Also explain how the species complies with the criteria in this Resolution.

32. Species characteristics Bioloegical-Parameters

The information required in this section is a summary of theprincipal results of surveys, literature
searches, and ether relevant studies. The references used must be listed in section 8 12 of the
proposal. It is understood that the quality of the information available will vary a lot, but —But these
instructions indicate the type of information that is required. If the proposal relates to a
geographically separate population or subspecies, it should consider where relevant the biological
species in its entirety for appropriate context.

32.1 Distribution

Spe<:|fy Gwe—an—estrmate—et the current range of the speues-anel—speerfy—the—re#erenees-used—

range-ef—the-speeres If possmle prowde mformatlon to indicate Whether or not the dlstrlbut|on
of the species is continuous and, if it is not, indicate to what degree it is fragmented.

Retain the old wording

32.2 Habitat availability

Specify the types of habitats occupied by the species and, when relevant, the degree of habitat
specrfrcrty and the extent of each habltat type over the range of the specres GM,Lmiermatren—en

The old wording should be retained, as this information is extremely important in trying to
understand how harvest and decline interact.

The information requested is extrenely inportant in trying to
under st and how harvest and decline interact.



3.3 Biological characteristics
Provide a summary of general biological and life history characteristics of the species €.g.,
reproduction, recruitment, survival rate, migration, sex ratio, regeneration, reproductive
strategies).

3.4. Morphological characteristics
Provide a general description of the morphological diagnostic characteristics of the species,
including colour, and information on morphological features by which the species can be
differentiated from taxonomically closely related species.

3.5 Role of the species in its ecosystem

If available, provide information about the role of this species h its ecosystem, and other
relevant ecological information, as well as the potential impact of this proposal on that role.

4. Status and trends

This section includes qualitative and quantitative information that allow past and present trends to be
evaluated pursuant to the criteria. The sources used must be referenced in section 12. of the
proposal. It is understood that the quality of the information available will vary, but these instructions
indicate the type of information that is required. If the proposal relates to a geographically separate
population or subspecies, it should consider, when relevant, the biological species in its entirety for
appropriate context. If available, the proposal should include any relevant quantitative analyses,
stock assessments, etc. The proposal should note whether conclusions are based on observations,
inferences, or projections.

4.1 Habitat trends

Give information on the nature, rate and extent of habitat change (€.g., loss, degradation, or
modification), noting when applicable the degree of fragmentation and discernable changes in
the quality of habitat. Where appropriate, the relationship between habitat and population trends
should be described.

4.2 2.1 Population size status
Give an estimate of the current total population or number of individuals differentiated by

relevant age classes where p033|ble or other indices of populatlon abundance based on the
most recently available data. w ate 3 3 3

: i ize 0 individuals. Where appropnate
prowde Give the number of sub populatlons and whe#e-possn-ble thelr estlmated sizes. —and—t-he

Wiy renove the paper trail for these estimtes? Those of us who
work extensively across a region know that the levels of
know edge, skills and conpetence vary. W’ ve seen data which range
fromrepeat |ine transect data over a large area, to extrapol ations
froma single census on 10 kmto cover an entire country (thanks to
gross msuse of MacKinnon’s BIMS program. Were, when and how the
census is taken is critical information.

Retain ol d wordi ng



4.3 Population structure

Provide basic information on the current structure of the population and any past or current
changes over time in that structure (e.g., social structure, population demographics, proportion
of mature individuals, sex ratio).

4.4 2.4 Population trends

Basic, quantitative and—eferenced and qualrtatrve mformatron when avarlable should be
provided on current w and
past trends in the species’ abundance The perrod over whrch these trends if any haves been
measured should be indicated. If the species naturally undergoes marked fluctuations in
population size, information should be provided to demonstrate that the trend transcends natural
fluctuations. If generation-time has been used in estimating the trend, state how the generation-
time has been estimated.

This data is needed, referenced nmaterials are a critical part of
science, and the estimation (renenber, its alnost always an
estimation) of population nunber, trends, etc., is indeed science.

Retai n ol d wording

4.5 2.5 Geographic trends

Provide information, when available on current and past trends in the species’ distribution,
mdrcatrng the perrod over which these trends, if any, have been measured Gw%data—en—the

mformatren—from—at—teast—three—pom—t—s-rn—trme- If reIevant Gglve data on the degree and
periodicity of fluctuations in the area of distribution. range-area—or-number of sub-populations—if
possible-with-information-from-at-least three points-in-time-

Again, why reduce the extent of discussion? Mre information is
better than |ess.

Way get rid of this? Justified given the Conventions goals.

5. 2.7 Threats

Specify the nature, intensity and relative importance extent of threats (e.g. habitat loss and/or
degradation; over-exploitation; effects of introduced species, competitors, pathogens, parasites,
predators hybr|d|zat|on and—thaeﬁect-s-oi toxins and pollutants etc )—ﬁ—pos&bmmh—n#ormanon

3 . Discuss in particular the
relatlve |mportance of eprortatlon for |nternat|onal trade as a threat to the species in question.

6.3- Utilization and trade

63.1 National utilization

Specify the types and extent of aII known uses of the specres |nd|cat|ng trends if possrble Give

explertatron- Provrde detarls of harvest methods Assess-th%mportanc&of—th%eﬁtak%and—the
relationship between national and-international trade. Indicate the extent to which utilization is

from captive-bred, artificially propagated, or wild specimens.



Isnt data on the level of use inportant? Aren’'t reasons for
nati onal use inportant? Suggest retain old wording.

Provide details of any stockpiles known to exist, and the measures that might be taken to
dispose of them.

Wiy no requirenent for information on captive breeding? It may be
inportant information, take the Sianmese crocodile in Canbodia - the
wild population is being hamered by collection for captive
breedi ng and export of young. It’'s a ness. It is DEEPLY relevant to
national, and gl obal conservation of the species.

Retain ol d wording.

63.2 Legal international trade

Quantify the level of international trade, identifying the source of statistics used (e.g. Customs
statistics, CITES annual report data, FAO data, industry reports, etc.). Provide justification for
inferences made about trade levels. Provide information about the nature of the trade (e.g.
primarily for commercial purposes, primarily live specimens, primarily parts and derivatives,
primarily of captive-bred or artificially propagated specimens, etc.) and about how the proposed
amendment is expected to affect the nature of the trade. Discuss which parts and derivatives
are or will be primarily in trade.

Assess the importance of the off take and the relationship between national and international
trades.

63.3 lllegal trade
To the extent possible, quantify the level of illegal trade, including nationally and internationally,
trade; and describe its provide details of the nature of-this-trade. Assess the relative importance
of this trade as it relates to legal offtake for national use or legal international trade. Provide

information on how the proposed amendment is expected to affect the nature of the trade.

Agai n, aren’t nunber inportant? Suggest retain old wording.

63.4 Actual or potential trade impacts of the proposal

Comment on the actual or potentlal trade |mpacts of the proposed amendment on the speC|es in




4 Conservationand-Management

Comments as above —why cut all this? Retain old wording.

7. 44 Legal statys-instruments

7.1

411 National

Provide details of legislation relating to the conservation of the species, including its habitat,
either specifically (such as endangered species legislation) or generally (such as legislation on
wildlife and accompanying regulations). Indicate the nature of legal protection (i.e. is the species
totally protected, or whether harvesting is regulated or controlled). Provide an assessment of the
effectiveness of this legislation in ensuring the conservation protection and/or wise management
of the species.

Provide similar information relating to legislation governing the management of trade in the
species in question. Provide an assessment of the effectiveness of this legislation in controlling
illegal trade in the species.

7244312 International

8.42

8.1

Provide details of international instruments relating to the species in question, including the
nature of the protection afforded by such instruments. Provide an assessment of the
effectiveness of these instruments in ensuring the conservation protection—and/or—wise
management of the species.

Provide similar information on relating-to international instruments relating to the management of
trade in the species in question. Provide an assessment of the effectiveness of these instruments
in controlling illegal trade in the species.

Species management

Management measures

Provide details of programs in place in the range States to manage populations of the species in
question (e.g. controlled harvest from the wild, captive breeding or artificial propagation,
reintroduction, ranching, quota systems, etc.). Include, where appropriate, details such as
planned harvest rates, planned population sizes, mechanisms and criteria for the establishment
and implementation of quotas, etc.

Where applicable, provide details of any mechanisms used to ensure a return from utilization of
the species in question to conservation and/or management programmes (e.g. pricing schemes,
community ownership plans, export tariffs, etc.).

8.2421  Population monitoring

Provide details of programmes in place in—the range States to monitor the status of wild
populatlons and the sustalnablllty of offtake from the wild. Sush-p&egﬁanm%s-m;ght—b&emder—the




8.3 43 Control measures

8.4

8.5

8.6

9. 6-

8.3.1 431 International trade

Provide information on regarding measures in place, in addition to CITES, to control the
movement of specimens of the species in question across international borders. Include
information about marking schemes in place, if any.

8.3.2 4.3-2 Domestic measures

Provide information regarding controls in the range States aimed at ensuring a
sustainable harvest from the wild of the species in question. Include information on
education, compliance and enforcement activities as appropriate and an assessment of
the effectiveness of the programmes.

Captive breeding and artificial propagation

Where applicable, provide details of commercial captive breeding or artificial propagation
operations, including plantations, for the species in question within the country in question,
including the size of captive stocks and the production, and the extent to which these operations
are either contributing to a conservation programme or meeting a demand that would otherwise
be met by specimens from the wild. Discuss any management implications of captive breeding
or artificial propagation programs. Also provide information on the extent of captive breeding or
artificial propagation outside the country or countries of origin to the extent possible.

Habitat conservation

Provide information, where available, regarding the number, size and type of protected areas
relevant to the habitat of the species, and on habitat conservation programmes outside protected
areas.

Safeguards

In the case of downlisting or delisting proposals, or of proposals involving substantive
annotations, address any relevant safeguards.

If the proposed amendment is likely to lead to an increase in trade in the species concerned,
explain why this would not result in unsustainable trade in similar species.

Information on similar species

Give the names of species of which specimens in trade look very similar.; Provide details on state
how they may be distinguished, including on the commodities or parts and derivatives most common



in trade, and explain whether or not it is reasonable to expect an informed non-expert to be able to
make a firm identification. A andle Provide details on

how to resolve potential difficulties in dlstlngwshlng between spemmens of this species from those
of and similar species.

10. 6= OtherComments Consultations

Provide details on the consultation undertaken to secure comments from the relevant competent
intergovernmental organizations responsible for the conservation and management of the species, as
required under the relevant Resolutions, and take their views fully into account.

Provide details of the consultation undertaken to secure comments on the proposal from the range
States of the species, either through direct contact or via the CITES Secretariat. Comments received
from each country should be provided. Where comments were sought but not received in sufficient
time to enable their inclusion in the supporting statement, this should be noted, as well as the date
of the request.

In cases of consultation with Parties via the CITES Secretariat, information from range States and
non-range States should be separated.

In the case of species that are also managed through other international agreements or
intergovernmental bodies, provide details of the consultations undertaken to obtain the comments of
those organizations or bodies, and indicate how those comments have been addressed in the
supporting statement. Where comments were sought but not received in sufficient time to enable
their inclusion in the supporting statement, this should be noted, as well as the date of the request.

11. % Additional remarks

12. 8- References



