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Executive Summary
1. The proposed listing of commercially exploited aquatic species (CEAS) into the
Convention on the International Trade of Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna
(CITES) Appendices is one of the crucial issues that could impact not only on the
management of fisheries but also on the economies of the countries in the region. It was
along this rationale that the 32nd Meeting of the SEAFDEC Program Committee in 2000
requested SEAFDEC to carefully give consideration on the proposed listing of CEAS into
the Appendices of the CITES. In response to this, with the support of Japanese Trust Fund,
SEAFDEC has initiated a program on “Assistance of Capacity Building in the Region to
Address International Fish-Trade Related Issues” under the ASEAN-SEAFDEC Strategic
Partnership mechanism. Through the said program, policy recommendations related to
international fisheries-related issues including fish trade and the environmental aspects as
well as the common/coordinated position of the ASEAN-SEAFDEC Member Countries
reflecting the Southeast Asian fisheries situations are formulated to be addressed at
international fora to safeguard regional interest.
2. Almost two decades until the CoP17 many CEAS such as sturgeons, paddlefish
(Acipenseriformes spp.), humphead wrasse (Cheilinus undulatus), Clarion angelfish
(Holacanthus clarionensis), Pristidae Family (sawfishes) as well as sharks and rays
species, namely: oceanic white-tip (Carcharhinus longimanus), scalloped hammerhead
shark(Sphyrna lewini), great hammerhead shark (Sphyrna mokarran), smooth hammerhead
shark (Sphyrna zygaena), great white shark (Carcharodon carcharias), porbeagle shark
(Lamna nasus), basking shark (Cetorhinus maximus), silky shark (Carcharhinus
falciformis), thresher sharks (Alopias spp.), whale shark (Rhincodon typus), mobulid rays
(Manta spp.), mobula or devil rays (Mobula spp) are listed in the CITES Appendices.
3. In addition, during the last CoP17, many proposals-related to CEAS are in the agenda of
Species specific matters such as the conservation and managements of sturgeons and
paddlefish (Acipenseriformes spp.), conservation of and trade in Anguilla spp., review of
precious corals in international trade [Order Antipatharia/Family Coralliidae], humphead
wrasse (Cheilinus undulatus), sharks and rays (Elasmobranchii spp.), and freshwater
stingrays (Potamotrygonidae spp.).
4. At the 29th Session of the Animal Committee Meeting held in Geneva, August 2017, the
issues raised in the para-3 are addressed and the results from discussion are summarized
here for information and consideration (see Annex 1).
5. Chairman of the Intersessional working group on Anguilla spp. has circulated the
notification to the Parties No. 2018/018 dated 1 February 2018 to SEAFDEC and a
member of the working group. Following the Decision 17.187 encourages range States
and Parties involved in trade in Anguilla spp., in collaboration with the Secretariat and
FAO. Therefore, the questionnaires concerning the conservation and trade of Anguilla
anguilla and all other Anguilla spp. are appeared in Notification 2018/018 A1, A2,
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respectively. In this regard, parties are invited to complete the questionnaire by 1 March
2018 to the CITES Secretariat (karen.gaynor@cites.org ) who will forward the information
to the consultants who will undertake the studies. In this connection, SEAFDEC circulate
this questionnaire to all SEAFDEC Member Countries via National Coordinators and Eels
focal point persons for their consideration.
6. Capacity building on sharks and rays through the CITES-EU funded project to SEAFDEC
in 2016-17 and 2018-19, the CITES Secretariat cooperated with SEAFDEC to support
species-specific data collection for sharks and rays in seven SEAFDEC member states, and
organize workshops to review NDF guidelines in two of its member states since 2016. By
assisting Parties that have more comprehensive data sets and information available for
making strong NDFs, the new project for 2018-19 will help to establish best practice
examples for the region. By supporting primary data collection where that is currently
insufficient, the project will help to make sure that all Parties will eventually be able to
make robust NDFs.
SUGGESTION FROM THE 25TH ASWGFi
 The discussion of the 25th ASWGFi Meeting to request AWG on CITES and Wildlife
Enforcement through the ASEAN Secretariat to extend invitation to ASWGFi Focal Points
in the meetings of AWG-CITES and Wildlife Enforcement, and for AMSs to strengthen
their inter-agency collaboration between national fisheries agencies and CITES authorities.
Required Consideration by the Council
The Council is requested to take note the updated information on CITES-related issues and the
results of the 29th Meeting of the Animal Committee particularly the Commercial-exploited
Aquatic Species, while to consider the recommendations of discussion on specific species (as
appeared in Annex 1) that related to relevant Member Countries such as sharks and rays (Box
1), Freshwater stingrays (Box 2), and Banggai Cardinal fish (Box 3). In addition, the Member
Countries are requested to response to the CITES-questionnaires on Anguilla spp. as appeared
in Annex 2 and 3 by 1 March 2018. The Council are also invited to provide policy directive to
SEAFDEC and Member countries on the CITES-related issues as well as preparations of the
CITES-CoP18 in 2019.
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ANNEX 1
Updated Information on the Commercially-exploited Aquatic Species discussed at
the Twenty-ninth meeting of the Animals Committee
Geneva (Switzerland), 18-22 July 2017
I.
1.

INTRODUCTION
The Twenty-ninth meeting of the Animals Committee was held in Geneva, Switzerland on 18-22
July 2017. The meeting participated by Committee Members from 6 regions, namely Africa, Asia,
Central and South America & Caribbean, Europe, North America, and Oceania. The meeting also
attended by Observers from 47 Countries, United Nations and its special agencies, IGO, International
NGO, national NGOs and private sector. A total of 256 participants are recorded.
The agenda of the meeting is appeared in the Appendix 1.

2.
II.

ISSUES ON THE COMMERCIALLY-EXPLOITED AQUATIC SPECIES CONCERNED
TO THE REGION

A. Conservation and Management of Sharks and Rays
3.

Sharks and rays (Elasmobranchii spp.) was discussed at the 29th Meeting of the Animal Committee
as follows:
1) The Committee established a working group on sharks (agenda item 23) with the following
mandate: In support of the implementation of Resolution Conf. 12.6 (Rev. CoP17), the working
group shall:
a) consider document AC29 Doc. 23 and examine the information provided by range States
and any other relevant information;
b) identify information pertinent to addressing the scientific and technical challenges for the
implementation of the Convention for sharks, identified in Decisions 17.209 to 17.216;
c) identify any new challenges faced by Parties in the implementation of the Convention for
sharks with a particular focus on the species included at the 17th Meeting of the Conference
of the Parties; and
d) based on the above, consider how the Animals Committee can fulfill its mandate given in
Resolution Conf. 12.6 (Rev. CoP17) to make recommendations on improving the
conservation status of sharks at meetings of the Conference of the Parties, if necessary.
2) The membership was decided as follows:
a) Chair: the representative of Oceania (Mr. Robertson);
b) Parties: Australia, Belgium, Canada, China, Estonia, European Union, Indonesia, Japan,
Malta,
c) Netherlands, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Spain, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, and United States of America; and
d) IGOs and NGOs: CMS, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO),
UNEP-WCMC; IUCN, Southeast Asian Fisheries Development Center (SEAFDEC);
Abercrombie & Fish, Blue Resources Trust, Defenders of Wildlife, Florida International
University, Humane Society International, IFAW, Japan Wildlife Conservation Society,
Natural Resources Defense Council, Paul G. Allen Philanthropies, Sea Save Foundation,
The Pew Charitable Trusts, TRAFFIC, Wildlife Conservation Society, and Zoological
Society of London.

4.

The recommendations of discussion are as follow (document AC29 Com. 3) (Box 1):
B. Conservation of and trade in Anguilla spp.

5.

The Committee established an intersessional working group on eels with the following mandate:
Noting Decision 17.188 directed to the Animals Committee:
The Animals Committee shall:
a) consider, at its 29th and 30th meetings, the reports produced under Decision 17.186, as
well as the information submitted by European Eel range States and other eel range States
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6.

7.

pursuant to Decision 17.187, and any other relevant information on conservation of and
trade in Anguilla species; and
b) provide recommendations to ensure the sustainable trade in Anguilla species, to Parties for
consideration at the 18th meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
Also taking into account Decisions 17.186-187, directed to the Secretariat and States and Parties
involved in the trade in Anguilla spp., this working group will work by email between the 29th
and 30th meetings of the Animals Committee. It shall have the following tasks:
a) to review the studies produced by the Secretariat under Decision 17.186 paragraphs a) and b), as
and when they become available, and any other relevant information;
b) to consider the outcome of any technical workshops organised in relation to Decision 17.186
paragraph d) and e) and to provide any provisional recommendations and views that could be
reflected in the workshops; and
c) to report to the 30th meeting of the Animals Committee with its provisional recommendations
for consideration by the Committee.
The membership was decided as follows:
 Chair: the representative of Europe (Mr. Fleming);
 Parties: Australia, Belgium, Canada, China, Cuba, European Union, France, Italy, Japan,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Spain, and United States of America;
and
 IGOs and NGOs: Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO); International Union for
Conservation of Nature (IUCN), Southeast Asian Fisheries Development Center (SEAFDEC);
Association of Northeast Fish and Wildlife Agencies, Humane Society International, Japan
Wildlife Conservation Society, Species Survival Network, TRAFFIC, Wildlife Conservation
Society, World Wildlife Fund (WWF), and Zoological Society of London.

C. Conservation and Trade in Sturgeons and paddlefish (Acipenseriformes spp.)
8.

9.

The Committee established a working group on sturgeons (agenda item 20.1) with the following
mandate: Taking into account the information provided in document AC29 Doc. 20.1 and
discussions in plenary, the working group shall:
a) consider the information submitted by range States of Acipenseriformes in the Annex to
document AC29
Doc. 20.1 and propose a consolidated version of the table of shared stocks for consideration by
the Animals Committee and subsequent reporting to the Standing Committee; and
b) consider the issue of the definition of “country of origin of caviar” and provide scientific advice,
as appropriate, on the definition in document CoP17 Doc. 50 and, where appropriate, make
c) recommendations to be brought to the attention of the Standing Committee in that regard.
The membership was decided as follows:
 Chair: the alternate representative of North America (Ms. Caceres);
 Parties: Canada, China, Estonia, European Union, France, Italy, Japan, Madagascar, Russian
Federation, Ukraine, and United States of America; and
 IGOs and NGOs: Association of Midwest Fish and Wildlife Agencies, Association of Northeast
Fish and Wildlife Agencies, IWMC World Conservation Trust, TRAFFIC, and WWF.

10. The recommendations from the discussion can be accessed from the following URL:
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/29/com/E-AC29-Com-04-R.pdf

D. Precious corals (Order Antipatharia and family Coralliidae)
11. The Committee established a working group on precious corals (agenda item 22) with the following
mandate: Taking into account the information provided in document AC29 Doc. 22 and its annexes,
as well as discussions in plenary and any additional information, the working group shall:
a) analyse the outcomes of the precious corals survey, and the information provided by range States
and Regional Fisheries Management Organizations;
b) taking into account the outcomes of paragraph a), if necessary, identify other issues to be
covered by the study by species experts called for in Decision 17.191, the results of which are to
be considered in the 30th meeting of the Animals Committee (AC30); and
c) define the terms of reference for an intersessional working group on corals, which will facilitate
the analysis of the study referred to in Decision 17.191 and the formulation of recommendations
for consideration at AC30.
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12. The membership was decided as follows:
 Co-Chairs: the representative of Asia (Mr. Giyanto) and the acting representative of Europe
(Mr. Nemtzov);
 Parties: European Union, France, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, Spain, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, and United States of America; and
 IGOs and NGOs: Conservation Force, EIA, Natural Resources Defense Council, Sea Save
Foundation, SWAN International, TRAFFIC, and WWF.
13. The recommendations from the discussion can be accessed from the following URL:
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/29/com/E-AC29-Com-08-R.pdf

E. Freshwater stingrays (Potamotrygonidae spp.)
14. The Committee established a working group on freshwater stingrays (agenda item 24) with the
following mandate: Taking into consideration document AC29 Doc. 24 and its annexes, the working
group shall make recommendations on how to proceed with the information compiled in annexes 1 to
9 in the context of the development of population trend models for freshwater stingrays, including
the identification of suitable ways to undertake modelling, potential sources of collaboration, time
frames, etc.
15. The membership was decided as follows:
 Chair: the representative of Central and South America and the Caribbean (Mr. Calvar Agrelo);
 Parties: France, Netherlands, Peru, Spain, and United States of America; and
 IGOs and NGOs: IUCN, Defenders of Wildlife, Humane Society International, Ornamental Fish
International, Pet Industry Joint Advisory Council, TRAFFIC, and Wildlife Conservation
Society.
16. The recommendations of discussion are as follow (document AC29 Com. 6) (Box 2):

F. Banggai cardinalfish (Pterapogon kauderni) Indonesia’s initial progress report
17. The Committee established a working group on the banggai cardinalfish (agenda item 25) with the
following mandate: Taking into consideration document AC29 Doc. 25.2, as well as discussions in
plenary and any additional information, the working group shall:
a) make recommendations on Indonesia’s plan to conserve and manage Pterapogon kauderni;
b) based on the above, provide guidance to the Secretariat on how the study requested in Decision
17.260 can best assist and support Indonesia in its efforts to conserve and manage this species;
and
c) suggest ways to improve the presentation, structure and content of the report that will be
submitted to the 30th meeting of the Animals Committee (AC30).
d) Taking into consideration the Agenda Item 25.1, the information presented by Indonesia in
document AC29 Doc. 25.2, as well as discussions in plenary and any additional information, the
working group shall provide recommendations to the Secretariat on the nature and scope of the
study that will be carried out in fulfilment of Decision 17.260.
18. The membership was decided as follows:
 Chair: the alternate representative of North America (Ms. Caceres);
 Parties: Austria, European Union, Indonesia, Japan, and United States of America; and
 IGOs and NGOs: FAO; SEAFDEC; Abercrombie & Fish, Animal Welfare Institute, Fondation
Franz Weber, Humane Society International, Ornamental Fish International, Pet Industry Joint
Advisory Council, Sea Save Foundation, Species Survival Network, Wildlife Conservation
Society, and Zoological Society of London.
19. The recommendations of discussion are as follow (document AC29 Com. 6) (Box 3):

G. Queen conch (Strombus gigas )
20. The Committee established a drafting group on queen conch (agenda item 26) with the following
mandate: Taking into account the information in document AC29 Doc. 26, as well as discussions in
plenary, the drafting group shall draft a Notification concerning the setting of quotas, including
scientific quotas, for trade in queen conch.
21. The membership was decided as follows:
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 AC members: the acting representative of Central and South America and the Caribbean (Mr.
Álvarez Lemus), the representative of Europe (Mr. Vincent Fleming), and the representative of
North America (Ms. Rosemarie Gnam);
 Parties: France, Mexico, and the Netherlands; and
 IGOs and NGOS: FAO.
22. The recommendations from the discussion can be accessed from the following URL:
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/eng/com/ac/29/com/E-AC29-Com-09.pdf
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

Box 1: Sharks and Rays
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.

8.

9.

The Animals Committee urges Parties and other organizations to collaborate in developing
techniques and opportunities for rapid and cost-effective DNA testing of shark and ray products,
including in the field, and to share that knowledge.
The Animals Committee recommends that the CITES Secretariat request Parties and other
organizations to share protocols for the collection and curation of tissue material and product samples
derived from CITES listed species, for the development and testing of genetic identification
procedures and other forensic approaches (e.g. isotope analyses).
The Animals Committee urges Parties and other organizations to develop robust, low-cost tools and
systems, where not already existing, to ensure that CITES species are identified accurately at the first
point of capture/landing. This will facilitate the implementation of traceability systems for
international trade. The Animals Committee asks the Secretariat to bring this matter to the attention
to the Standing Committee for its consideration of the issues identified in Decision 17.216.
The Animals Committee urges Parties and all relevant stakeholders to provide clear imagery of wet
and
dried unprocessed shark fins (particularly but not exclusively those from CITES-listed species) along
with related species level taxonomic information to FAO to facilitate refinement of iSharkFin
software using machine learning.
The Animals Committee urges Parties and all relevant stakeholders to develop and share tools for the
identification of other shark and ray commodities and derivatives in trade.
The Animals Committee directs the Secretariat to issue a notification to Parties, requesting that they
provide concise summaries of any new information on their shark and ray conservation and
management activities, and that the Secretariat collate these for consideration of the 30th meeting of
the Animals Committee (AC30).
The Animals Committee directs the Secretariat to at the same time request CITES Parties to highlight
any
questions, concerns or difficulties they are having in writing or submitting export or import trade
documentation for the CITES (UNEP-WCMC) trade database, with a view to the Animals
Committee
developing recommendations at its 30th meeting for how such data (e.g. units reported) and
coherence between exports and imports may be improved.
The Animals Committee directs the Secretariat to provide information from the CITES Trade
Database on commercial trade in CITES-listed sharks and rays since 2000, sorted by species and if
possible by product, for consideration by its 30th meeting.
The Animals Committee recommends that Parties and regions share their experiences of developing
non-detriment findings (NDFs) for sharks and rays, share these NDFs via the CITES Sharks and
Rays Portal,
identify gaps in capacity, and develop advice and recommendations on formulating NDFs for sharks
and
rays, taking into consideration:
a. strategies for the establishment and maintenance of data collection systems and data
analysis and presentation;
b. dealing with data-poor, multi-species, small-scale/artisanal, and non-target (bycatch)
situations;
c. addressing look-alike issues and NDFs for trade in non-fin commodities;
d. cooperating with regional fisheries bodies;
e. introductions from the Sea issues;
f. processes for adopting, evaluating and revising precautionary interim NDFs with
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conditions;
opportunities for providing training for trainers;
and report back to AC30.
The Animals Committee urges the Secretariat to continue its valuable collaborations with FAO,
Regional Fisheries Bodies, CMS and other relevant actors regarding marine issues including but not
restricted to those identified in paragraph 9 of document AC29 Doc. 23.
The Animals Committee reminds Parties that FAO has developed a shark measures database and
they are encouraged to consult it regularly to ensure that their measures are well reflected.
The Animals Committee urges Parties to recognise the value that the FAO Port State Measure
Agreement
(PSMA) offers in compliance of CITES provisions for listed shark and rays species.
The Animals Committee recognises that utilisation of and trade in shark and ray meat and other
products
(skin, cartilage, oil) is poorly understood, and recommends the development of case studies by FAO
and
others into international trade and markets for these products.
The Animals Committee urges Parties and other stakeholders to support the establishment and
maintenance of fundamental long-term data collection programmes on the status of shark and ray
stocks.
The Animals Committee requests the Secretariat to bring to the attention of the Standing Committee
the need for guidance to Parties when issuing permits for products that are composed of multiple
species, which can include listed and non-listed species.
g.

10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

Box 2: Freshwater String ray
Recommendations
1.

The working group considered the information compiled in the annexes and commends the Parties
for this information. While this information is very useful, it was deemed insufficient as the basis for
population modelling;
2. The Animals Committee encouraged Parties, organizations and other relevant stakeholders to:
i.
identify data gaps and research required to support modelling of populations;
ii.
carry out field studies to gather additional data on key life history, population parameters, and
international trade, as well as studies of the taxonomy of this group;
iii.
identify the type of population modelling that will inform whether harvest for international trade
is detrimental to the species in the wild; and
iv.
provide financial assistance to the range States to undertake field studies and conduct research.

Box 3: Banggai Cardinal fish
Recommendations
The working group on Banggai Cardinalfish recommends the following be agreed by the Animals
Committee for transmission to Indonesia and to the Secretariat:
Concerning agenda item 25.2:
1. The Animals Committee noted that Indonesia would welcome any further suggestions or
considerations on their plan to conserve and manage Pterapogon kauderni subsequent to the 29th
Meeting of the Animals Committee and requested the Secretariat facilitate the transfer of any
additional comments to Indonesia for their consideration.
2. The Animals Committee welcomed the initial progress report and congratulated Indonesia on the
comprehensive action plan and the valuable progress currently underway. They made the following
recommendations to Indonesia for consideration for its report to the 30th meeting of the Animals
Committee:
a) Indonesia was encouraged to share any preliminary data or results in their next report,
recognizing, this may consist of early results of work intended to extend beyond 2018.
b) Indonesia was also asked to provide more information on where additional marine protected
areas are planned and how the marine protected areas are related to the selected monitoring sites.
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3.

It was noted that for monitoring purposes having control sites outside protected areas may be
beneficial.
c) Indonesia indicated that an updated marine protected area map has been prepared and will be
incorporated into the next report.
d) It was noted that further information could be provided on the objectives for undertaking actions
both in areas of natural habitat and in areas where the species has been introduced, and how
those actions are intended to support conservation in natural habitat.
e) Noting that, among other actions, restocking activities are proposed, it was suggested Indonesia
provide the updated reintroduction protocols it will be using to support the restocking activities
and avoid genetic mixing. It was further noted that the IUCN Reintroduction Guidelines may be
useful for Indonesia to consider in this regard.
f) Indonesia was encouraged to think about safeguards for populations that are outside of the 22
selected monitoring sites.
g) Regarding the setting of harvest quotas, it was noted this species can be susceptible to high
mortality in transit and disease such that these impacts should be taken into account when
establishing quotas
Throughout the discussion, the Animals Committee noted the high level of community involvement
foreseen in the action plan and also encouraged the further involvements of Indonesian scientists and
specialists in the work and preparing publications. The Animals Committee also noted the offers of
support to Indonesia from Animal Welfare Institute, Fondation Franz Weber and encouraged those
Parties and organizations wishing to support these activities to engage bilaterally with Indonesia.

Concerning agenda item 25.1:
1. Regarding the study requested in Decision 17.260, the Animals Committee noted there has been a
shift in international trade to greater trade in specimens from aquaculture facilities outside of
Indonesia and it would be beneficial for the study to examine what risks this trade may pose to the
wild species including the impact on incentives to conserve and sustainably use the species. It was
also noted that translocation may be used as a production method and could be taken into account in
the study.
2. Indonesia and others additionally noted that trade data for inter-island, regional and international
trade, as well as trade from captive-bred sources may be scarce, although there is data available on
trade into the United States of America and the European Union.
3. Indonesia indicated that a better understanding of the location, size and preference of the market for
Banggai Cardinalfish would support efforts to sustainably manage Banggai Cardinalfish.
4. The Committee further noted the challenge of negative perceptions around wild caught specimens
and noted that a strong national conservation and management plan in place for the species would
provide a good basis to raise awareness for sustainable use of the resource and improve market
access.
5. Based on these observations, the Animals Committee recommended the Secretariat, in consultation
with Indonesia, to commission a study to assess the impact of international trade on the conservation
status of Pterapogon kauderni, and recommended that this study should analyse the utilization and
trade of the species including specimens sourced from the wild and captive breeding within and
outside of Indonesia, and further assess the potential conservation risks and benefits from
international trade in specimens of Banggai Cardinalfish from these sources.
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Notification No. 2018/018
Annex 2

Questionnaire on the status, trade and conservation of non CITES-listed anguillid eels
The term ‘specimen’ as used in this questionnaire is as defined in Article I, paragraph b) i) and ii)
of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 1
A.

NATIONAL AND GLOBAL CONSERVATION STATUS

Please provide as much information as possible in answer to the questions below –
the information should cover at least the last ten years unless otherwise stated2
Country
Function of agency completing this questionnaire (CITES Management
Authority, CITES Scientific Authority, Wildlife Authority, Police,
Customs, Other)
Contact details of agency/agencies completing this questionnaire
Contact person (name, email, job title, function)
Is your country a range State of anguillid eels?

A.1

Yes

No

Don’t know

If ‘Yes’, please indicate which species3 occur in your country. If ’No’, please proceed to Section B.2.1.
Species
Anguilla australis

Yes

No

Anguilla bengalensis

Yes

No

1

(b)

2

Please use additional sheets for any question, if needed.

3

Three additional species names are occasionally used in relation to freshwater eels – Anguilla labiata, Anguilla malgumora and Anguilla nebulosa. A. labiata is sub-population of A.
bengalensis, primarily found in Africa and should be referred to as the latter. A. malgumora is a synonym for A. borneensis and should be referred to as the latter. A. nebulosa is a synonym for
A. bengalensis and should be referred to as the latter.

"Specimen" means:
(i)
any animal or plant, whether alive or dead;
(ii) in the case of an animal: for species included in Appendices I and II, any readily recognizable part or derivative thereof; and for species included in Appendix III, any readily recognizable
part or derivative thereof specified in Appendix III in relation to the species

A.2

Anguilla bicolor

Yes

No

Anguilla borneensis

Yes

No

Anguilla celebesensis

Yes

No

Anguilla dieffenbachii

Yes

No

Anguilla interioris

Yes

No

Anguilla japonica

Yes

No

Anguilla luzonensis

Yes

No

Anguilla marmorata

Yes

No

Anguilla megastoma

Yes

No

Anguilla mossambica

Yes

No

Anguilla obscura

Yes

No

Anguilla reinhardtii

Yes

No

Anguilla rostrata

Yes

No

Does information exist about the biology of some, or all of, the anguillid species in your country?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide a link(s), reference(s) or additional information - personal experience and/or communications can be included:

A.3.1

Does recent information exist about the population status of some, or all of, the anguillid species in your country?

Yes

No

If ‘Yes’, based on the best available information, what was the status of the wild population of Anguilla species in your country over the last 20 years:
Species

Increase

Stable

Decrease

Unknown

Please indicate the source(s) of information your answer is based on – personal experience and/or communications can be included:

A.3.2

In your country, what is/are considered the major threat(s) to Anguilla species, listed alphabetically below:

Barriers to migration (including hydro-power)
Pollution

Predation

Climate change

Disease / Parasites

Unsustainable/illegal harvest and/or trade

Habitat loss/modification

Other (please describe)

Please indicate the source(s) of information your answer is based on – personal experience and/or communications can be included:

B.
B.1.1

HARVEST CONSUMPTION AND TRADE

Are Anguilla species harvested in your country?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide link(s), reference(s) or additional information, paying particular reference to species, life stage, location of harvest and method of harvest.

B.1.2

If ’Yes’, please indicate the end use(s) of each species of harvested eel – please copy and paste the text below if more sections are needed for multiple species:

Species name:
Direct domestic consumption
Export for grow-out in farms

For grow-out in domestic farms

Export for direct consumption

National re-stocking

Export for re-stocking

Other uses (please describe)

Please indicate the source(s) of information your answer is based on:

Species name:
Direct domestic consumption
Export for grow-out in farms

For grow-out in domestic farms

Export for direct consumption

Please indicate the source(s) of information your answer is based on:

National re-stocking

Export for re-stocking

Other uses (please describe)

Species name:
Direct domestic consumption
Export for grow-out in farms

For grow-out in domestic farms

Export for direct consumption

National re-stocking

Export for re-stocking

Other uses (please describe)

Please indicate the source(s) of information your answer is based on:

B.2.1

Are Anguilla species (including Anguilla anguilla) consumed in your country?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide details of what species and life stages are consumed

If No, please go to B.3.1.
B.2.2

If ‘Yes’, for how long have Anguilla eels been consumed in your country?

0-5 years

B.2.3

5-10 years

10-20 years

21-50 years

>50 years

Don’t know

If ‘Yes’, what is/are the source(s) of the Anguilla eels for consumption?

Domestic harvest

Domestic farms

Imported (wild-caught)

Imported (farmed)

Where possible, please provide further details of these sources (e.g. main species consumed and source countries).

Other (please describe)

B.2.4

If ‘Yes’, please provide information on the amount of Anguilla species consumed annually (live weight, by species if possible).

B.2.5

If ‘Yes’, please provide information on whether the consumption of particular species has changed since the listing of Anguilla anguilla in Appendix II of CITES came
into force in March 2009, or whether there have been barriers to monitoring such changes e.g. products sold under a common name.

B.3.1

Are anguillid eels (including Anguilla anguilla) farmed in your country?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide details of what species and life stages are farmed, and any reports, references and/or historical data that indicates the quantity and scale of
production , focusing on the last 5 years (2011-2016, and if possible 2017).

If No, please go to B.4.
B.3.2

If ’Yes’, please provide details of where seed stock for each species farmed is obtained e.g. domestically or imported.

Domestic harvest

Imported (wild-caught)

Imported (farmed)

Other (please describe)

Where possible, please provide further details of these sources (e.g. source countries and life stages involved).

B.3.3

If ‘Yes’, please provide information on whether the grow-out of particular species into farms has changed since the listing of Anguilla anguilla in Appendix II of
CITES came into force (March 2009).

B.3.4

If ’Yes’, please provide details of the end use of Anguilla spp. that are farmed - please copy and paste the text below if extra sections are needed for multiple species:

Species name:

Direct domestic consumption
Export for direct consumption

For grow-out in domestic farms

Export for grow-out in farms

National re-stocking

Export for re-stocking

Other uses (please describe)

If farmed eels are exported, please provide information on export destinations.

Species name:

Direct domestic consumption
Export for direct consumption

Input into domestic farms for further on-growing
Export for grow-out in farms

Export for re-stocking

National re-stocking
Other uses (please describe)

If farmed eels are exported, please provide information on export destinations.

Species name:

Direct domestic consumption
Export for direct consumption

Input into domestic farms for further on-growing
Export for grow-out in farms

If farmed eels are exported, please provide information on export destinations.

Export for re-stocking

National re-stocking
Other uses (please describe)

B.4

Is your country involved in any other aspects of eel trade/commercial use, such as processing eel or providing holding facilities for imported juvenile life stages for
farming?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide link(s), reference(s) or additional information, for each species.

B.5

Is your country a range state for any other ‘eel or eel-like’ species (such as swamp eels, Monopterus spp. or snake eels Synbranchus spp.) that could be confused for
Anguilla species and/or may be reported as Anguilla in customs data?

Yes

No

If ’Yes’, please provide additional information on the species involved.

B.6

Does your country record trade in Anguilla species using the 6-digit HS customs code, or to a higher level of detail (national customs codes with more than 6 digits)?

6-digit HS code

> 6 digit national customs code

If recording using the 6 digit HS code, please confirm your country has submitted its international trade statistics data (6 digit HS code data) to the United Nations
Statistics Division (UNSD) over the last 5 years (2011-2016).

Yes

No

If to a higher level of detail, please describe the codes used (such as those for different life stages of live eels), any changes that have occurred over the last 5 years and
links to this information, if available online. If this detailed customs trade data for Anguilla is not publically available, please provide it for the last 5 years (2011-2016,
and if possible 2017).

C.
C.1.1

LEGISLATION / REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Other than CITES implementing legislation for Anguilla anguilla, is domestic use (harvesting, farming and/or internal trade/consumption) of Anguilla species
regulated in your country through national legislation?

Yes

No

If ‘Yes’, please go to question C.1.2 and provide details of the applicable legislation.
If ‘No’, are there any initiatives to monitor and/or control domestic use of Anguilla spp., such as co-operative/community monitoring programmes or other private
sector initiatives, please provide details:

C.1.2
Please provide information on how domestic use of Anguilla species is regulated and what forms of use are permitted or forbidden in your country.
Species

C.1.3

Title, date of enactment, and relevant provisions of national legislation

Other than CITES implementing legislation for Anguilla anguilla, has your country adopted national legislation to regulate international trade (export/import) in
Anguilla species?

Yes

No

If ‘Yes’, please go to question C.1.4 and provide details of the applicable legislation.

C.1.4

Please provide information on how international trade of Anguilla species is regulated and what is permitted or forbidden in your country.

Species

C.2

Title, date of enactment, and relevant provisions of national legislation

Has your country experienced any challenges with regard to implementing any of the legislation and/or initiatives described in section C1?
Yes
If ‘Yes’, please provide details.

No

