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CITES REJECTS LISTING OF ALL NINE PROPOSED MARINE SPECIES

Thursday, 25 March 2010

Doha, Qatar: All nine marine species put forward by various proponents amongst others; the United States, Palau and Monaco did not meet the criteria for Appendix I listing and following extensive debate was either rejected by the Conference of the Parties or withdrawn by the original proponents. 

Despite concerted efforts to have marine species such as the North Atlantic Tuna, hammerhead sharks and  look-alike species, as well as red coral (Coralliidae corralium) placed on the CITES Appendice I listed,  these attempts failed to meet the required criteria.

Although there was general agreement that some of the marine species are at risk from over-fishing, a listing on the CITES appendices would not necessarily save these species from further exploitation.  When considering listing proposals, CITES Parties rightly attach importance to assessments made by the Food and Agriculture Organization Ad Hoc expert panel.  It is essential that species are only listed if the FAO agrees that this would satisfy the newly developed listing criteria.  If a species does not meet the criteria, it cannot be placed under the CITES listing conventions.  

Many of the parties voicing their opposition to the listings said that the real solution to conserving marine stocks lay in the responsible, effective and sustainable management of marine resources by international fishing authorities and regional fisheries bodies.  As an oversight scientific body, CITES is not equipped to deal with overall species management issues in attempting to realise conservation benefits, fisheries listings could have a devastating economic impact on fishermen because of the burdensome administrative processes and control mechanisms they would impose.     

Following the outcome on the various marine species, President of the IWMC, Eugene Lapointe stated, “The most significant challenge for international fisheries institutions and commercial entities is to manage fish stocks at consistent levels so that low cost food can be obtained by consumers around the world.  Conserving fish stocks is primarily a production issue, not a preservation or ethical issue.   Unless there are exceptional circumstances, CITES should not be listing aquatic species. In the case of hammerhead sharks, it is not clear how a listing would help because the species is threatened more by bycatch than by targeted fisheries.  This means that trade is not a prime motivator in any identified decline.  The clear risk is that CITES administrative requirements may encourage fishermen simply to discard hammerhead bycatch rather than land it.”

And while the anti-use groups will continue to look for publicity seeking ways in which to achieve permanent bans on certain marine species, those in the trade and the many thousands of communities around the world dependent on ocean catches believe that investing their energies in real conservation strategies utilizing sustainable use practices is the better option of securing livelihoods earned from the sea and the survival of these marine species.  
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