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Effective policy should be informed by rigorous evidence. This is particularly true for binding 
intergovernmental agreements like the Convention on International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Flora and Fauna (CITES); decisions that can have profound implications on 
nature and people. The upcoming CITES 19th Conference of Parties (November 2022) will 
consider proposals to include 104 shark and ray species in Appendix II. Considering this, we 
need to correct a consequential error in the Food and Agricultural Organisation (FAO) panel 
report1 related to generation of IUCN Red List of Threatened SpeciesTM assessments. 

Specifically, the report massively underestimates effort, breadth, diversity of input, and thus 
robustness, of Red List shark and ray assessments by erroneously estimating an assessment 
rate of 20 species per day. In contrast, Dulvy et al.2 report that 1,199 assessments involved 
353 experts from >71 countries who met during 17 week-long regional workshops across more 
than eight years; with over 5,200 sources informing assessments. Workshop time included 
1,765 person-days (353 experts, five-day workshops). Further, a sixteen-person core team 
(full/part-time) led assessments over three years, totalling >4,300 person-days effort. This 
yields >6,065 person-days total, which across 1,199 species results in an assessment rate of 
0.2 species assessment per person-day (one per person-week); two orders of magnitude 
greater than FAO suggests, and consistent with investment levels documented for the Red 
List3. We urge CITES Parties to consider the great strength of evidence from these shark and 
ray assessments accordingly. 

 
* The geographical designations employed in this document do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part 

of the CITES Secretariat (or the United Nations Environment Programme) concerning the legal status of any country, territory, 
or area, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. The responsibility for the contents of the document rests 
exclusively with its author. 
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