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Fax: OO.44~2-197.3417,
E~mail : eJ_M;i;.CiI
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In response t~ youiNotificati()n to Park,~ 200 1/037 ~ in corulcction Witll the above subject~

i Zimbabwe' is; submitting its comments attachcd to this letter.
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APPENQI~ESI AND II
! ' I
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, i J\NNEX 4 PREtAUTION ARY MEASuREs

Zimbabwe tropgly opposes the dclction of Old Sub.paragraph C of paragraph 2 of
Annex 4 (P ecautionary measures). The adoption of such an amendment would oblige
proponent arties, to prepare and stlbmit new proposal to rcncw tlleir export qllotas at
each meeti g of the Confcrcnce of the Parties, since it is thc practice within CrrES to

estab}ish exbort quotas :?r. a specific pcriod of time to cov~r the interv~l between. two
meetings o~the COP. I hIS would be a cumbersome and costly task, for developing

colmtries s4cb as Zimbabwe. Dcvctoping countries are the vast majority ot' countries

for which: export quotas are established by the Conference of the Parties. Furthem1ore,
for certain s~ecies such as the elephant which arc Sllbjcct to emotional or political

; consideratiqns, the risk that the new quotas be refuse<-t aftcr a previous acceptance may0 not be negldcted. This was the case with the elephant proposal from Botswana, Namibia

: 0 and Zimba~\ve at COP II.

There is no'heed to re.enforce a precautionary approach, ~incc any party, in particular tho
Depository Government, may stlbmit at any COP, or for a postal cons\lltation, a propo~al

.to reduce q~otas, to adopt zero qllotas or to transfer a species to Appendix I.t ' : ~
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