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Introduction

To comply with Stage 1 a) of Resolution Conf. 12.8 (Rev. CoP18) and the Guidance regarding the
selection of species/country combinations outlined in Annex 2 of the Resolution, the UN Environment
Programme World Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC) has produced this extended
analysis to assist the Animals Committee with their work in selecting species for inclusion in the
Review of Significant Trade following CoP18.

A summary output, providing trade in wild, ranched, source unknown and trade without a source
specified over the five most recent years (2014-2018), to accompany this analysis, is provided in
AC31 Doc. 13.4 Annex 1.

Extended Analysis

The extended analysis uses five criteria to identify species that show noteworthy patterns of trade.
Full details of the methodology for the extended analysis for the selection of candidate species for
consideration in the Review of Significant Trade following CoP18 are provided on page 4. The
results of the analysis are provided in Table 2 (page 11). In total, 367 animal taxa met one or more of
the five criteria as part of the extended analysis.

Revisions to the extended analysis methodology were introduced at AC29 for animals and PC23 for
plants (AC29 Doc. 13.3 Annex 2 (Rev. 1)/PC23 Doc. 15.3 Annex 2) based on the recommendations of
the Advisory Working Group of the Evaluation of the Review of Significant Trade. For the “High
Volume (globally threatened)” criterion within these outputs, relative trade volume was calculated
for species included in Threatened categories on the IUCN Red list of Threatened Species by
multiplying actual trade volume by a factor 10 to account for global threat status. At AC29, the
Committee suggested refining the weighting applied to individual species according to their threat
status for the calculation of the “High Volume (globally threatened)” criterion rather than using a
general “x10" multiplier (AC29 Summary Record). To test the effect of different weightings, two
methods were directly compared using the dataset included in the extended analysis following
CoP17. The results are provided in Appendix 1.

On the basis that the proposed method of stratifying the weighting depending on threat status
selected a higher number of species assessed as Least Concern and fewer globally threatened
species (see Appendix 1), it was decided, in consultation with the Secretariat, to retain the original
method of weighting all globally threatened species (including NT and DD) equally. It should also be
noted that some IUCN assessments are outdated and need re-assessment, and that the IUCN Red
List guidelines indicate that IUCN Red List status should not be used for setting priorities’.

! Section 2.4 of the IUCN Guidelines for Using the IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria (Version 14). Available
at https://www.iucnredlist.org/resources/redlistguidelines
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Methodology

Data used

Data were extracted from the CITES Trade Database (irade.cites.org) on 12" March 2020. Details of
the data used for the extended analysis are provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Data included for the criteria in Stage 1 a) of Res. Conf. 12.8 (Rev. CoP18).

Data included

CITES Trade Database | Gross exports;

report type Direct trade only (re-exports are excluded)

Appendix Appendix Il taxa and Appendix | taxa subject to reservation

Source codes? Wild (‘W'), ranched (‘R’), unknown (‘U") and no reported source (‘Not
reported’)

Purpose codes? All

Terms included Selected terms®: baleen, bodies, bones, carapaces, carvings, cloth, eggs,

egg (live), extract, fins, gall and gall bladders, horns and horn pieces,
ivory pieces, ivory carvings, live, meat, musk (including derivatives for
Moschus moschiferus), plates, raw corals, scales, shells, skin pieces,
skins, skeletons, skulls, teeth, trophies, and tusks.

Units of measure Number (unit = blank) and weight (unit = kilogram?)
[Trade in other units of measure (e.q. litres, metres etc.) were excluded]
Year range 2014-2018° [Data from 2009-2018 used in the analysis/selection process]

Additional information | ¢ The global conservation status and population trend of the species
as published in The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species®;

e Whether the species/country combination was subject to the
Review of Significant Trade process during any of the last four
iterations (post CoP14, post CoP15, post CoP16 and post CoP17);

o  Whether the taxon was reported in trade for the first time within the
CITES Trade Database since the last Review of Significant Trade
selection process (i.e. since 2017);

e Species that were recently listed at CoP15, CoP16 and CoP17 (no
trade data is available for CoP18 listings)?;

e Alist of countries with direct exports in any of the most recent five
years (2014-2018), whether they are a range State®® according to

2 Afull list and description of source and purpose codes is specified in Res. Conf. 12.3 (Rev. CoP18).

3 Afull list of “terms” (i.e. descriptions of specimens in trade) traded is available in the CITES Trade Database
interpretation guide, see: https://trade.cites.org/cites_trade_guidelines/en-CITES_Trade_Database_Guide.pdf
4 Where necessary, trade reported in other weight metrics was converted to kilograms.

® Trade data for 2018 may appear lower than other years due to missing annual reports; 53% of Parties had
submitted an annual report for 2018 that could be included for this analysis (as of 12" March 2020).

6 www.iucnredlist.org Data downloaded on 23 March 2020.

" Where possible, nomenclature changes have been accounted for. However, some taxa may be indicated as
being in trade for the first time since the last selection process that were previously traded under a different
taxonomic name.

8 Not applicable for taxa reported at the genus level or higher.

9 Countries with populations considered Introduced or Extinct, according to Species+, were not counted as
range States.
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\ Data included

Species+'° with an asterisk * denoting non-range States, and the
proportion of trade that their exports account for;

e The number of range States (highlighting any endemic species)®”,
according to Species+'?,

e Species that are subject to listing annotations relating to zero
quotas'’, or where a quota has been recommended by the Animals
or Plants Committees, Standing Committee or Conference of the
Parties for any year since 2014, or where a country has published a
voluntary zero export quota for any year since 2014'%;

e Species/country combinations subject to Standing Committee
recommendations to suspend trade in any year since 2014'2'314:

e  Whether a species/country combination was subject to the Review
of trade in animal specimens reported as produced in captivity (Res.
Conf. 17.7 (Rev. CoP18)) process following CoP17;

e Whether all trade in this taxon is reported as non-commercial'®; and

e The proportion of the trade in this taxon reported in each source
code.

In the case of coral trade, Parties often report corals in either kilograms or number of pieces.
According to the Guidelines for the preparation and submission of CITES annual reports (Notification
No. 2019/072), the preferred unit of measurement for live (‘LIV’) corals is number of pieces and the
preferred unit of measure for raw corals (‘COR’) is kilograms (see Notification to the Parties
2011/019). Therefore, in order to make meaningful comparisons, prior to the creation of the gross
export tables, live coral reported in kilograms was converted to pieces and raw corals reported in
pieces were converted to kilograms. Conversion factors published in Green and Shirley (1999)'® were
used to convert between trade reported in kg to an equivalent in pieces and vice versa - see below:

Term Converted to Conversion factor

live corals (kg) live corals (pieces) 206.1+13.1g

raw corals (pieces) raw corals (kg) 580g + 121g

Species selection methodology

The dataset was filtered using a set of criteria to extract the species showing noteworthy patterns of
trade. The selection of species highlighted in this detailed analysis was derived using the analysis
framework depicted in Figure 1.

10 Species+ is a database maintained by UNEP-WCMC and accessible from speciesplus.net.

T Whilst an indication of an annotation relating to a zero quota is provided, the entire annotation text cannot be
included in the printed output, but is available in the Excel output.

2 Not applicable for taxa reported at the genus level or higher.

13 1f a taxon/country combination was subject to one or more long-standing suspensions extending into 2014,
the date when the suspension was put in place is reflected.

4 A suspension may not necessarily have been in place for the whole year shown.

5 Non-commercial trade comprises trade reported with any purpose code other than T.

16 Green, E.P. and Shirley, F. 1999. The global trade in corals. WCMC Biodiversity Series No. 10, Cambridge, UK.
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Trade levels were selected as noteworthy according to five criteria:

i)

Endangered Species: Species categorized as Critically Endangered (CR) or Endangered (EN)
according to The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species (any species-country combinations with
trade meet the criteria);

Sharp Increase (Global): Taxa showing a sharp increase in global trade in 2018, in comparison
to the average over the preceding five-year period (2013-2017);

Sharp Increase (Country): Taxa showing a sharp increase in trade in 2018 at the country level
(for countries of export) in comparison to the average over the preceding five-year period
(2013-2017);

High Volume: Taxa traded at levels considered to be high compared to other taxa in their order
over the most recent five year period (2014-2018);

High Volume (Globally Threatened): Globally threatened'’, Near-Threatened (NT) and Data
Deficient (DD) taxa traded at relatively high volumes for their Order over the most recent five
year period (2014-2018).

Further details on these criteria are summarized in Figure 1, followed by a detailed description of
each criterion.

7 To be considered “globally threatened”, a species must be categorised as Critically Endangered (CR),
Endangered (EN) or Vulnerable (VU) on the IUCN Red List. www.iucnredlist.org. A multiplier of 10 is applied to
these species.
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Endangered
Species

Is species in trade CR or EN?

Are exports for the most recent year of T

data more than three times the mean of i. Sharp
the previous five years, and is total Increase
trade over the most recent 10 years

~100?2 (global)

When trade is considered on
Five most recent a country basis, are exports -

years of complete for the most recent year of I11. Sharp
data: Direct trade data more than 3 times the
from Wild. Ranched mean of the previous five Increase
' ' years, and is total trade over (country)

‘l‘Jnkno'?Nn, =i the most recent 10 years
blank” sources only ~100?

Is taxon within the top 1/3* of all taxa

traded within its Order based on trade -

in most recent three years (or in an 1Vv. High
order with only one or two taxa), and is
the average trade over the three year
period >207?

Volume

Does trade in a globally

threatened species, adjusted V. High
by x10, fall into the top 1/3* of
all trade within its Order based MOlinE

on trade in the most recent (globally
three years? threatened)

* except for the Order Scleractinia, where taxa within the top 10% were selected

Figure 1. Flow chart for the method for selecting candidate species for consideration in the RST.

Criterion i) Endangered Species

Species threatened with extinction are assumed to be more adversely affected by high trade
volumes and more susceptible to changes in trade patterns than non-threatened species. For this
reason, species in trade that have been classified as Critically Endangered and Endangered in The
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species’® were automatically selected for inclusion if any trade was
reported in the most recent five years of near-complete data (2014-2018).

'8 www.iucnredlist.org Data downloaded on 23 March 2020.
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Criterion ii) Sharp Increase (Global)

Taxa met this criterion if the volume of direct exports in 2018 at the global level was more than three
times the average trade volume of the preceding five years (2013-2017) (see Figure 2 below). Taxa
that, despite a sharp increase in trade, were still only traded in very low volumes (i.e. totalling less
than 100 over the 10 year period 2009-2018), were not considered to meet this criterion.

1200

1000 4 3 times S-year mean

800

600 —

Volume of trade

400

5-year mean

200

[ I I I I 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Year

Figure 2. Illustration of the application of the ‘sharp increase’ criterion (direct gross exports).

Criterion iii) Sharp Increase (Country)

Taxon/country combinations met this criterion if the volume of direct exports in 2018 for a taxon
were more than three times the average trade volume of the preceding five years as exported by a
particular country (based on gross exports), and the total trade level for the taxon/country
combination over the last 10 years was 100 units or more.

Criterion iv and v) High Volume and High Volume (Globally Threatened)

To identify representative taxa traded at high volumes across taxonomic groups, the most highly
traded taxa within each order (based on the sum of trade across all accepted terms) were selected
as “High Volume”. As the first step, taxa were excluded if trade averaged less than 20 units for the
three years 2016-2018 (unless listed as Endangered or Critically Endangered on the IUCN Red List, in
which case they were included if they averaged at least 1 unit for the three year period). The
remaining taxa met the High Volume criterion if they then fell within the top third of taxa in each
order by volume of trade, based on the average of three years of direct trade levels. Where only one
or two taxa within an order were represented, these were selected (provided that average trade level
was 20 or more units for the three years 2016-2018).
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Global threat status was taken into consideration when applying the ‘High Volume' criterion. To
account for global threat status, the average trade volumes for globally threatened species'®, as well
as those species classified as Near Threatened and Data Deficient, were adjusted by multiplying by
10. This was done prior to selecting the top third of the order. An example showing how species
were selected for this criterion is provided in Box 1. It should be noted that not all species have been
assessed in the JUCN Red List of Threatened Species; the trade volumes are not adjusted where
species have not been assessed by the [UCN.

As an exceptional case, only the top 10% of coral taxa of the order Scleractinia were selected as
‘High Volume’ on the basis of a very large number of taxa in trade within this order.

Box 1. Determination of species meeting the High Volume criterion.

To illustrate the High Volume and High Volume (Globally Threatened) criteria, we consider a sample
order with nine species in trade (see table below). The top third (in this case the top 3 species) would be
selected. In the absence of any globally threatened species, species 1, 2 and 3 would meet the criteria.
However, as species 6 and 9 are globally threatened, the average trade volumes for those species are
adjusted by multiplying by 10. Based on the adjusted trade volumes, the species with the highest trade
volumes were then species 6, 1 and 2.

Species 1 and 2 would then be selected as “High Volume”, and species 6 would be selected as “High
Volume (Globally Threatened)” because of its threat status. The species that would be selected are

highlighted in grey in the table below.

Example Order Average Trade Adjusted average trade Globally Criterion met
Volume 2016-2018 volume 2016-2018 threatened (CR,
EN, VU, NT or DD)
Species 1 1000 1000 No High Volume
Species 2 850 850 No High Volume
Species 3 820 820 No
Species 4 750 750 No
Species 5 600 600 No
Species 6 (VU) 200 2000 Yes High Volume
(Globally
Threatened)
Species 7 55 55 No
Species 8 3 3 No
Species 9 (EN) 1 10 Yes

19 Defined as species classified in the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species as Critically Endangered, Endangered, and
Vulnerable. For this criterion, species considered Near Threatened and Data Deficient have also been included.
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Species selection results

In total, 367 animal taxa met at least one of the five criteria based on the methods applied in
the extended analysis.

Key to Table 2:

Taxon: Taxa should be assumed to be Appendix Il unless otherwise indicated. For Appendix | species
that are subject to a reservation, this is indicated as “(Res. )" with the countries concerned listed.
Selection criteria: If more than one criterion is met, this is indicated with the number of criteria met in
brackets, e.g. “(2)".

IUCN status: DD = Data Deficient, NE = Not Evaluated, LC = Least Concern, NT = Near Threatened, VU
= Vulnerable, EN = Endangered, CR = Critically Endangered.

IUCN population trends in brackets: (—) = stable population trend, (]) = decreasing population trend,
(1) = increasing population trend, (?) = unknown population trend, (NE) = population trend not
evaluated or [blank].

Exporters and Contextual information: For country and territory names see Appendix 2. An asterisk *
denotes a non-range State?®. % are correct to 1 decimal place, exporters accounting for <0.1% of total
trade will not be reported. Please refer to an information document for full details of: the text of any
annotation relating to zero quotas, the text of any recommended quotas or voluntary published zero
quotas, and the text of any suspensions.

Range States: the number of range States according to Species+%°. Endemic species (= 1 range State)
are highlighted in bold

% trade by Source: W = Wild, R = Ranched, U = Unknown, - = Not reported. % are correct to 2 decimal
places, sources accounting for <0.01% of total trade will not be reported.

It should be noted that the IUCN Red List recognises Boa imperator (LC) and Boa orophias (EN,
endemic to Saint Lucia) as separate species, whereas under CITES standard nomenclature, these
are synonyms of Boa constrictor. Using a precautionary approach to reconcile the IUCN Red List
categories with CITES-listed taxa, Boa constrictor has therefore been assigned status EN for its
synonym Boa orophias, and it thus meets the “Endangered” criterion for the extended analysis.

20 Not applicable for taxa reported at the genus level or higher. Countries with populations considered
Introduced or Extinct, according to Species+, were not counted as range States. Species+ is a database
maintained by UNEP-WCMC and accessible from speciesplus.net.

10
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Table 2: Faunataxa selected through the flowchart process. Quantities are in gross exports and rounded to the nearest decimal place, when applicable. Data
extracted from the CITES Trade Database 12" March 2020. [See Key on p. 8]. RS = range States.

i 0,
Selection IUCN Exporters RS Contextual 0% trade

Unit 2015 2016 2017 2018

criteria met  status information by source

Bovidae Capra caucasica skins 0 53 (2) EN(]) RU(67%), Listed at CoP17; No  W/(100%)
skulls i i i 0 3 gﬂdangered; AZ(33%) commercial trade
- arp
trophies ; ; ] 16 73 increase
(global)

Kobus leche horns 0 2 4 2 0 Highvolume NT(]) NA(53.6%), 5 CITES suspension W(77.2%);
i (GT) ZM(45.7%), (AO(2016), R(22.8%)
live 0 0 0 a7 38 XX(0.5%), CD(2015))
meat kg 0 0 0 40 0 BW(0.1%)
skins 1 1 1 2 0
skulls 7 1 6 5 0
trophies 85 67 160 132 127

Ovis polii trophies 18 20 30 31 79 Sharp NE KG(52.1%), 5 Firstreported in trade W(100%)

increase TJI(47.9%) since last RST

(global) selection; CITES
suspension
(AF(2013-2018)); No
commercial trade

Saiga tatarica horns kg 15.2 137.3 11.7 4.4 0 Endangered CR (|) CN*(94.4%), 5 Zeroquotain listing W(100%)
teeth 0 0 0 9 0 KZ(5%), annotation (All);

RU(0.6%) Recommended quota
(KZ:2020-0AIIl. A
zero export quota for
wild specimens
traded for commercial
purposes (CoP)//
MD,MN,RU,TM,UZ :
2020 - 0 All. Wild
specimens traded for
commercial purposes
(CoP))

Camelidae Lama guanicoe  meat kg 45216 21750 28000 143000 160028.1 Highvolume LC (1) CL(95.1%), 5 W(100%)
skins 0 1 0 10 0 AR(4.9%)

11
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Selection IUCN Contextual % trade
information by source

Unit 2018 ~ . - Exporters RS
criteria met status

Hippopotamidae Hippopotamus ivory 0 0 4 1 0 (2) High VU (—) TZ(33.2%), 40 Selectedin RST Post W(92.4%);
amphibius carvings volume (GT); ZW(18.6%), CoP14 (BF,BJ,CF,Cl, R(7.6%)
live 24 4 21 5 0 Sharp MW(17.6%), CM,ER,ET,GA,GM,
skin increase UG(14.9%), GQ,ML,MZ,NE,NG,
pieces 573 388 436 670 1285 (Unitetfil f ZA((10.4°/;), SN,S0,SZ, ;iI'Dd,ZA);
: Republic o ZM(3.8%), Recommended quota
skins 53 572 1139 6535 106 Tanzania) NA(L.3%), (TZ : 2020 - 10598
skulls 45 30 37 37 18 XX(0.29%) Teeth from 1200
teeth 1431 700 1444 528 8962 animals, trophies
kg 1480 4554 2800 1200 3570 (AC/SC)); CITES
trophies 581 357 636 350 491 (AG(2016) CD(2015),
tusks 340 364 799 246 144 CM(2013-2014),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present), MR(2004-
2019), MZ(2013-
2018), NG(2015-
2016), SO(2004-
present))
Moschidae Moschus bodies 0 0 0 0 4 (3) High VU (]) RU(100%) 6 W(99.9%);
moschiferus musk 0 0 122 959 1305 volume (GT); - (0.1%)
Shar
kg 1418 1702 1431 101 207 ocense
skins 0 0 0 0 3 (global);
trophies 1 0 4 0 0 Sharp
increase
(Russian
Federation)
Tayassuidae Pecari tajacu powder 0 0 0 8 0 Highvolume LC (—) PE(100%) 22 W(100%)
skin 1103 1060 1780 2500 1000
pieces
skins 26286 28035 26670 24727 13754
Tayassu pecari  powder 0 0 0 8 0 Highvolume VU (|) PE(100%) 18 W(100%)
skin (GT)
. 0 40 100 0 0
pieces
skins 1854 2216 2418 2214 1096

12
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Unit 2018 Se_lec_tlon IUCN Exporters RS _Contextqal % trade
criteria met status information by source
Canidae Canis lupus bodies High volume LC (—) CA(90.5%), 64 CITES suspension W(99.8%);
(Res. I: MK) bones 2 0 12 1 1 SE(1.9%), (AF(2013-2018)) R(0.1%)
- FI(1.7%),
live 5 0 2 3 3 US(1.5%),
plates 0 0 0 1 48 RU(1%),
skin UZ(0.9%),
pieces 4 4 218 94 0 MN(0.9%),
skins 2150 2365 1694 1431 1309 '\K/';gg‘;/;),
. 0),
skulls 248 248 255 211 100 KG(0.3%),
teeth 667 82 308 96 310 RO(0.1%),
trophies 397 457 395 270 246 SI1(0.1%),
TJ(0.1%),
BG(0.1%),
ES(0.1%)
Lycalopex plates 71 41 43 103 74 High volume LC (—) AR(100%) 4 W(100%)
griseus skins 29509 4609 2989 10606 4526
Vulpes zerda live 114 26 37 328 974 (2) Sharp LC (—) SD(91.9%), 17 CITES suspension W(98.2%);
increase ML(6.6%), (MR(2004-2019)); - (1.8%)
(global); SS*(1.3%), Included in Res17.7
Sharp FR*(0.1%), Post CoP17 (SD)
increase NL*(0.1%)
(Sudan)
Felidae Felis margarita  live 1 0 0 10 95 Sharp LC (?) SD*(89.6%), 28 CITES suspension W(99.1%);
increase SS(9.4%), (AF(2013-2018), - (0.9%)
(global) SE*(0.9%) MR(2004-2019))
Lynx canadensis bodies 20 11 12 8 5 High volume LC (—) CA(90%), 2 W(100%)
skin US(10%)
) 1 1 0 103 0
pieces
skins 13835 7538 8329 6423 6160
skulls 77 100 106 26 59
teeth 0 28 260 35 206
trophies 92 83 84 95 95
Lynx rufus bodies 2 4 2 4 2 Highvolume LC (—) US(92.6%), 3 W(100%)
skin 1 1 10 465 0 CA(7.4%)
pieces kg 0 318.2 2722 0 953
skins 60093 32140 19504 23725 27324
skulls 22 33 29 9 9
teeth 228 375 156 166 257
trophies 22 21 19 26 24

13
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Felidae (contd.) Lynx spp. teeth 0 0 0 0 197 Sharp NE F1(100%) W(100%)
increase
(global)
Mustelidae Enhydra lutris live 3 0 8 0 2 Endangered EN(|) CA(61.8%), 3 Nocommercial trade W(100%)
skin US(38.2%)
pieces 0 0 0 0 21
Lontra bodies 5 5 1 2 1 Highvolume LC (—) US(62.8%), 3 W(100%)
canadensis live 10 13 9 17 0 CA(37.2%)
skin
pieces 6 1 83 296 0
skins 33954 19718 12534 10922 15111
skulls 4 18 24 21 4
teeth 478 308 236 169 266
trophies 7 4 4 1 2
Otariidae Arctocephalus skin 0 0 0 30 0 Endangered EN (]) EC(100%) 3 Nocommercial trade W(100%)
galapagoensis pieces
Arctocephalus live 0 0 0 356 338 (2) High LC (1) NA(99.8%), 6 CITES suspension W(100%)
pusillus meat kg 0 0 0 0 20010 volume; AO(0.1%) (AO(2016))
- Sharp
S:‘;’;es 14865 10000 20000 3320 2150 increase
pie (Angola)
skins 24961 52167 3185 3868 3260
Ursidae Ursus bodies 196 153 162 129 53 (2) High LC (1) CA(99.1%), 3 W(98.3%);
americanus bones volume; US(0.9%) R(0.2%);
84 60 132 82 50 Sharp U(1.5%)
gall increase
bladders 3 0 3 0 0 (United
meat 515 253.7 239 323 789 States of
kg 4656  4640.1 54717 12035 94132 ~Merica)
skin 6 82 328 272 7
pieces
skins 2896 2825 1709 1396 1644
kg 0 28 18 3 159.7
skulls 1423 1613 1646 1060 1068
kg 0 1 16.5 25 403.2
teeth 2691 3943 3144 2612 6445
trophies 6707 8101 7899 7185 9919
kg 1 14 19.3 1994.9 1456

14
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Ursidae (contd.) Ursus arctos bodies 14 32 20 24 28 (2) High LC (=) CA(47.9%), 52 CITES suspension W(99.6%);
bones 0 8 0 5 g volume; RU(22.8%), (AF(2013-2018)) U(0.1%);
i K Sharp SE(12.2%), - (0.3%)
92 9 46 0 0 0 increase HR(7%),
gall 0 0 160 164 120 (Canada) US(3.1%),
bladders g 29 155 13.1 8.5 5.3 FI(2.8%),
- SI(2.7%),
live 6 8 36 20 10 RO(1%),
meat kg 13.7 0 0 18 28 AL(0.2%),
skin DE*(0.1%),
pieces 2 6 4 0 0 EE(0.1%)
skins 352 298 228 114 840
skulls 218 182 196 92 82
teeth 2482 1838 3252 1382 5566
trophies 822 854 956 860 852
Ursus maritimus  bodies 74 54 59 52 258.5 Highvolume VU (?) CA(93.2%), 6 W(100%)
bones 11 55 8 10 o (GT US(6%),
skin GL(0.6%),
. 0 0 0 3 21 NO(0.1%)
pieces
skins 109 271 84 113 35
kg 0 0 0 0 5
skulls 33 48 29 40 5
teeth 197 1225 10 1005 46
trophies 86 78 17 13 20
Balaenopteridae Balaenoptera baleen 6 62 2 31 2 Highvolume LC (?) NO(98.9%), 63 CITES suspension W(100%)
acutorostrata bodies 0 0 15 0 0 GL(1.1%) (1S(2019),MR(2004-
(Res. I: 1ISJP, b 2019))
NO,PW) ones 14 57 21 39 1
kg 8 0 40 0 0
carvings 171 8 4 22 0
meat 0 0 1 27 0
kg 108381.8  27276.2 200890.2 215779.6 155046.1
skin 0 0 10 0 0
pieces
Balaenoptera skin 0 0 0 82 47 (2) EN (1) FK(100%) 51 CITES suspension W(100%)
borealis pieces Endangered; (AO(2016),1S(2019),
(Res. I: 1S,JP, High volume MR(2004-2019)); No
NO) (GT) commercial trade
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Balaenopteridae Balaenoptera skin 0 0 10 0 0 Endangered EN (1) 15(62.2%), 66 CITES suspension W(100%)
(contd.) musculus pieces 77(19.2%), (AO(2016),1S(2019),
(Res. I: IS) CA(12.4%), MR(2004-2019),
FR(6.2%) SO(2004-present));
No commercial trade
Balaenoptera baleen 1 1 10 0 0 Highvolume VU (1) 1S(100%) 78 CITES suspension W(100%)
physalus bones 0 0 0 0 10 (GT (AO(2016),I1S(2019),
(Res. I: 1S,JP, MR(2004-2019),
NO) rr:(gat kg 2546000 2012000 0 3246000 0 ST(2016-2017))
skin
pieces 0 0 100 0 0
skins 0 1 0 0 92
wax 0 0 0 5 0
Delphinidae Orcaella skins 0 0 0 0 40 Endangered EN (|) TH(100%) 14 CITES suspension W(100%)
brevirostris (LA(2015-2016)); No
(Res.l: JP) commercial trade
Orcinus orca bones 0 0 36 0 6 Highvolume DD (?) GL(62.6%), 76 CITES suspension W(100%)
; (GT) 1S(19.8%), (AO(2016),GD(2016-
::52/'“95 3; 22 12 (2) (1) RU(8.2%), present),GN(2013-
US(4.9%), present),1S(2019),LR(
teeth 6 0 7 1 1 UY(3.3%), 2016-present),
CA(1.1%) MR(2004-2019),
SB(2016,2019),
ST(2016-2017),
VC(2018))
Pseudorca bones 0 0 0 0 16 Highvolume NT (?) AR(45.6%), 67 CITES suspension W(100%)
crassidens teeth 0 0 67 0 o (GT) FR(41.5%), (AO(2016),DJ(2011-
UY(10.9%), present),GD(2016-
JP(2%) present),
SB(2016,2019),
SO(2004-present),
VC(2018)); No
commercial trade
Monodontidae Delphinapterus  bones 0 0 13 26 0 Highvolume LC(?) GL(94.2%), 15 CITES suspension W(100%)
leucas carvings 94 82 10 6 4 RU(4.7%), (1S(2019))
. CA(1.1%)
live 37 37 47 11 18
meat kg 531.3 486.6 631 132 970
skulls 0 0 2 1 0
teeth 0 27 16 5 5
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Monodontidae
(contd.)

Pteropodidae

Phalangeridae

Monodon
monoceros

ivory 0 0 0 0 60 High volume LC (?)
carvings
skins 1 0 1 2 0
skulls 4 4 1 8 2
teeth 23 11 10 3 3
tusks 249 528 315 234 265
kg 1.8 0 0 0 55

CA(95.2%),
GL(4.6%),
1S(0.3%)

RS _Contextgal
information

9 CITES suspension
(1S(2019))

W(100%)

Pteropus alecto  bodies 1 0 0 0 30 Highvolume LC(?) AU(100%) 3 Nocommercial trade W(100%)
extract 0 0 1600 2817 0
Pteropus live High volume NT (|) 1D(99.8%), 11 CITES suspension W(100%)
vampyrus 150 165 169 63 (<) PH(0.2% LA(2015-2016
i 0, i 0,
Phalanger 0 0 20 50 0 High volume LC (—) SB(100%) 3 CITES suspension W(100%)

orientalis

(SB(2016,2019))

Equidae Equus zebra bodies 1 0 5 1 Highvolume VU (1) NA(100%) 2 CITES suspension W(100%)
hartmannae bones ) 11 0 4 o (GT (AO(2016))
skin 49 24 115 26 0
pieces
skins 1833 1150 2055 1674 1634
skulls 7 4 1 2 6
teeth 32 24 12 12 38
trophies 553 1571 702 487 500
Rhinocerotidae Ceratotherium bodies 0 0 5 2 0 Highvolume NT(|) ZA(98.5%), 6 CITES suspension W(99.1%);
simum simum horns 101 34 20 17 g (GT) MZ(0.8%), (AO(2016)) - (0.9%)
- NA(0.2%),
live 141 25 81 170 10 S2(0.2%),
skin 6 16 4 0 4 XX(0.2%)
pieces
skins 3 2 10 9 0
skulls 3 11 4 2 2
trophies 150 129 115 107 58

Myrmecophagidae Myrmecophaga live 0 0 2 14 72 (2) High VU (]) SR(97.8%), 17 W(100%)
tridactyla volume (GT); PE(2.2%)
Sharp
increase
(global)
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Cebidae Call_ith”rix bodies 0 0 800 0 0 High volume LC(|) BR(100%) 1 Nocommercial trade W/(100%)
penicillata
Cebus apella live 163 116 268 327 370 Highvolume LC(]) GY(82.2%), 8 W(99.8%);
powder 0 0 0 ) 0 SR(15.8%), U(0.2%)
BR(1.2%),
PE(0.6%),
CN*(0.1%)
Cebus flavius bodies 15 0 8 0 0 Endangered CR (|) BR(100%) 1 Nocommercial trade W/(100%)
Saimiri sciureus  bodies 0 0 24 0 0 Highvolume LC(l) GY(79.3%), 8 W(97.4%);
live 387 465 481 955 1785 SR(20.1%), U(2.6%)
BR(0.6%)
Cercopithecidae Cercopithecus live 0 0 0 0 250 Sharp LC(l) CD(100%) 10 Zero quota published W(100%)
ascanius increase (CD(2014, 2016-
(global) 2017)); CITES
suspension
(AO(2016),
CD(2015))
Cercopithecus live 0 0 0 0 3 Endangered EN (?) CD(100%) 1 Zero quota published W/(100%)
dryas (CD(2014, 2016-
2017)); CITES
suspension
(CD(2015))
Cercopithecus live 92 0 20 0 140 Sharp LC (?) GH(51.2%), 5 CITES suspension W(98.8%);
mona increase TG(30.3%), (GD(2016-present), - (1.2%)
(global) BJ(9.8%), KN(2019), NG(2015-
CG*(7.9%), 2016), ST(2016-
GW*(0.8%) 2017))
Cercopithecus live 72 0 0 4 139 Sharp LC (?) CD(97.7%), 12 Zero quota published W(96.5%);
neglectus increase GB*(1.4%), (CD(2014, 2016- U(0.7%); -
(global) AU*(0.5%), 2017)); CITES (2.8%)
ES*(0.5%) suspension
(AO(2016),
CD(2015))
Cercopithecus live 36 0 12 24 58 Highvolume NT (|) CD(71.8%), 14 Zero quota published W(98.6%);
nictitans (GT) TG(27.5%), (CD(2014, 2016- U(1.4%)
CN*(0.8%) 2017)); CITES
suspension
(AO(2016),

CD(2015), GN(2013-
present), LR(2016-
present), NG(2015-
2016))
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Unit Se_lec_tion Exporters RS _Contextqal % trade
criteria met information by source
Chlorocebus live 112 0 80 240 230 Highvolume LC (—) SD(91.3%), 5 CITES suspension W(99.8%);
aethiops skulls 0 1 0 20 0 ZA*(4.6%), (DJ(2011-present)) U(0.2%)
ML*(2.8%),
TD*(0.6%),
ZW*(0.4%),
AU*(0.1%),
GW*(0.1%)
Chlorocebus bodies 14 13 18 15 7 Highvolume LC(]) ZA(89.9%), 16 CITES suspension W(99.7%);
pygerythrus skins 19 20 19 3 10 TZ(6.5%), (LS(2013-2017), R(0.3%)
Skulls 375 390 129 318 524 ZW(2.6%), SO(2004-present))
ZM(0.7%),
trophies 235 311 312 438 266 UG(0.1%),
ET(0.1%),
MZ(0.1%)
Erythrocebus live 100 54 110 260 246 Highvolume LC(|) SD(49.7%), 25 CITES suspension W(96.8%);
patas trophies 2 12 7 3 0 GH(22.8%), (CD(2015), U(0.1%); -
CD(11.1%), GM(2014), GN(2013- (3%)
TG(6.7%), present), GW(2016-
ML(3.4%), 2018), MR(2004-
CG*(2.2%), 2019), NG(2015-
CM(1.3%), 2016), SO(2004-
TD(1.3%), present))
SN(0.4%),
GW(0.3%),
CF(0.2%),
GN(0.2%),
AU*(0.1%),
ZA*(0.1%)
Lophocebus live 72 0 0 0 129 (2) High VU (]) CD(99%), 2 CITES suspension W(98.5%);
aterrimus volume (GT); AU*(1%) (AO(2016), U(1.5%)
Sharp CD(2015))
increase
(global)
Macaca fuscata live 0 30 0 30 208 Sharp LC (—) JP(100%) 1 W(100%)
increase
(global)
Miopithecus live 0 0 0 0 91 (2) High VU (]) CD(100%) 3 CITES suspension W(100%)
talapoin volume (GT); (AO(2016),
Sharp CD(2015))
increase
(global)
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Cercopithecidae Papio ursinus bodies 8 30 31 16 12 Highvolume LC(|) ZA(45%), 9 CITES suspension W(100%)
(contd.) bones P a1 NA(36.1%), (AO(2016), LS(2013-
ot 8 38 3 % ZW(17.7%), 2017))
skeletons 0 0 1 1 2 MZ(0.8%),
s!<|n 5 7 6 0 3 ZM(0.3%),
pieces BW(0.1%)
skins 25 83 22 19 17
skulls 715 537 738 427 372
teeth 67 16 43 8 34
trophies 626 968 710 856 671
Galagidae Galago live 39 6 40 11 91 Sharp LC () TG(71.2%), 29 CITES suspension W(90.9%);
senegalensis increase BJ(13.7%), (CD(2015),DJ(2011- - (9.1%)
(global) ML(9.4%), present),GM(2014),
RU*(5.2%), GN(2013-present),
ZA*(0.5%) GW(2016-2018),

LR(2016-present),
NG(2015-2016),
SO(2004-present

Elephantidae Loxodonta bodies 4 0 3 1 3 High volume VU (1) ZW(87.7%), 38 Recommended quota W(99.7%);
Africana (GT) MZ(5.8%), (tusks as part of R(0.2%)
(Res. I: MW) bones 192 169 42 19 392 ZA(2.8%), hunting trophies - for

h BW(1.8%), 2020 based on CoP
prn 0 0 8 0 0 0, Resolution: BW 800//
pieces NA(0.9%),
! UG(0.5%) NA 180// TZ 100 /] ZA
IVOTY 302 14 3 8 54 TZ(0.1%) ' 300// ZW 1000 - for
cavings kg 7889 0 38 0 20.6 ZM(d 1%)’ 2018,2019 quota
n ) ! determined by AC/SC:
ivory 485 41 3 0 0 GA(0.1%), ZM 160); Zero quota
pieces kg 45.1 0 43 4.9 2 g)'\("((oo-ll;/"))v published (2014:NA;
live 0 27 51 223 10 . 00 ’ 2014-2017: AO,BF,BJ,
KE(0.1%) BW,CD,CF,CG,CI,ER,
meat 0 0 0 4 0 ET,GH,GN,GQ,GW,
plates 0 7 0 61 79 KE,LR,ML,MW,NE,NG,
SKin SD,SL,SN,SO,TD,UG,
pieces 6014 3440 5472 2822 2827 ZM: 2016-2017:GA,
- RW,SS); CITES
skins 1217 6659 2160 1922 589 suspension (AO(2016),
skulls 36 22 12 8 1 CD(2015), DJ(2011-
teeth present), GM(2014),
- % 32 24 2 6 GN(2013-present),
trophies 678 421 392 298 246 GW(2016-2018),
kg 0 1 42 47 3 LR(2016-present),
TUSKS MR(2004-2019),
689 527 242 157 83 NG(2015-2016),
kg 8206 7599.4 4858.1 92 1617 SO(2004-present))
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Dugongidae Dugong dugon  bones kg 0 0 0 0 95 High volume VU (]) AE(39%), 46 CITES suspension W(98%);

(Res. I: PW) © (GT) AU(29.3%), (DJ(2011-present),  U(2%)

teeth 10 0 10 0 0 FR*(16.3%), SB(2016,2019),
QA(15.4%) SO(2004-present));
No commercial trade

Trochilidae Florisuga fusca  bodies 0 240 440 0 Highvolume LC(?) BR(100%) 4 No commercial trade W(100%)
Selasphorus bodies High volume NT (]) CA(100%) 5 No commercial trade W(100%)

rufus GT

0 0 0 28 0

Phoenicopteridae ~ Phoeniconaias  live 272 54 126 0 Highvolume NT(]) TZ(100%) 46 CITES suspension W(100%)

minor (GT) (AF(2013-2018),
AO(2016),CD(2015),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),
GN(2013-present),
GW(2016-2018),
LS(2013-2017),
MR(2004-2019),
NG(2015-2016),
SO(2004-present),
ST(2016-2017))

Phoenicopterus live 305 206 392 120 0 Highvolume LC (1) TZ(83.1%), 86 CITES suspension W(99.5%);

ruber CU(16.9%) (AF(2013-2018), R(0.5%)
AO(2016),DJ(2011-
present),GM(2014),
GN(2013-present),
GW(2016-2018),
MR(2004-2019),
SO(2004-present),
ST(2016-2017))

Bucerotidae Rhyticeros live 10 122 187 254 216 Highvolume LC(|) SB(98.6%), 3 CITES suspension W(100%)
plicatus skin TH*(0.8%), (SB(2016,2019))
pieces 0 0 0 5 0 PG(0.6%)
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Musophagidae Tauraco persa  live 110 60 20 50 150 Highvolume LC (—) TG(32.8%), 19 CITES suspension o
GH(26.3%), (AO(2016),CD(2015), W(86.5%);
ML(21.9%), GM(2014),GN(2013-  _ (13 506
GN(10.9%), present),GW(2016-
CG(4.4%), 2018),LR(2016-
ZA*(3.7%) present), NG(2015-
2016
Accipitridae Accipiter spp. skins Sharp NE CA(100%) No commercial trade  W(100%)
0 0 0 0 136 increase
(global)
Aquila bodies 0 2 2 1 1 Sharp LC (—) CA(87.5%), 80 CITES suspension W(100%)
chrysaetos bones 2 2 8 1 21 increase MN(8.8%), (AF(2013-2018),
K (global) CH(1.2%), MR(2004-2019))
skins 0 0 0 0 39 MX(L.2%),
trophies 0 5 5 63 54 NO(1.2%)
Gypaetus eggs (live) 0 0 1 8 6 Highvolume NT(]) LS(95.5%), 58 CITES suspension W(100%)
barbatus live 0 0 0 7 o (GT) CH(4.5%) (AF(2013-2018),

DJ(2011-present),
LS(2013-2017),
MR(2004-2019)); No
commercial trade

Gyps africanus  bodies 0 0 0 7 0 Endangered CR (]) MZ(63.6%), 41 CITES suspension W(92.3%);
TZ(18.2%), (AO(2016),CD(2015), - (7.7%)
trophies 3 0 1 0 7 ZA(13.6%), DJ(2011-present),
CM(4.5%) GM(2014),GN(2013-

present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present), MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),S0O(2004-

present))
Haliaeetus bones 1 7 4 1 1 Sharp LC (1) CA(98.2%), 9 No commercial trade W(85.4%);
leucocephalus  “gkins 0 0 0 0 gg increase US(1.8%) U(14.6%)
- (global)
trophies 0 8 6 20 19
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Necrosyrtes
monachus

bodies

Selection IUCN
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13 CR (1)
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High volume
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Exporters

MZ(60.9%),
GH(30.4%),
ZA(8.7%)
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Contextual % trade
information by source
CITES suspension W(100%)
(AO(2016),CD(2015),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),S0(2004-

present)); No

commercial trade

Sarcogyps
calvus

trophies

0 Endangered CR(])

CA*(100%)

CITES suspension W(100%)
(LA(2015-2016)); No
commercial trade

Trigonoceps
occipitalis

bodies

0 Endangered CR(])

trophies

4

MZ(88.9%),
ZA(11.1%)

CITES suspension W(100%)
(AO(2016),CD(2015),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),S0(2004-

present)); No

commercial trade

Falco biarmicus

live

0 High volume LC (1)

SD(99%),
KW(0.8%),
IL(0.2%)

CITES suspension W(100%)
(AO(2016),CD(2015),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),LS(2013-
2017),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),50(2004-
present))
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Falconidae Falco cherrug live 74 125 50 44 28 (2) EN(]) MN(44.8%), 66 Recommended quota W(82%);
(contd.) Endangered; AE(20.3%), (IR,KZ,RU,TM : 2020 R(9.9%); -
High volume CN(19.7%), - 0 Live. Wild (8.1%)
(GT) KW(8.7%), specimens (AC/SC));
KZ(5.6%), Zero quota published
PL(0.8%) (2014-2015: UK;

2014-2017: KG, PK,
SA; 2014-2018:
IR,KZ,RU,TM);
CITES suspension
(AF(2013-2018),
BH(2013-2016),
DJ(2011-present),
MR(2004-2019

Gruidae Balearica live 0 0 0 1 18 Endangered EN (]) CD(75%), 16 Selected in RST Post 0
regulorum ZA(12.5%), CoP14 (AOBIBW,  W(91.3%);
CN*(4.2%), CDKE,LSMZRW, R 3%):
FR*(4.2%), TZ,UG,ZM), Post
ZM(4.2%) CoP15 (MW); CITES U(4.3%)
suspension

(AO(2016),CD(2015),
LS(2013-2017),
RW(2013-2016),
TZ(2013-present))

Grus canadensis bodies 0 1 2 395 376 Highvolume LC (1) CA(100%) 13 W(99.6%);
bones 0 0 0 4 0 U(0.4%)
meat 668 522 36 80 183
kg 0 19.4 5.2 34 0
trophies 1643 1678 2516 2740 2493
Otididae Ardeotis arabs live 0 0 12 14 0 Highvolume NT (]) NE(100%) 24 CITES suspension W(100%)
(GT) (DJ(2011-present),

GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),S0(2004-

resent
Estrildidae Lonchura live 2) EN(]) CZ*31.8%), 1 o
oryzivora 85 255 100 0 Endangered; NL*(23.9%), - (100%)
High volume CU*(22.7%),
(GT) BE*(21.6%)
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Pycnonotidae Pycnonotus live 0 0 0 0 3 Endangered CR (|) MY(100%) 4 W(100%)
zeylanicus
Sturnidae Gracula religiosa live 0 0 0 0 400 (2) High LC () SG(95.2%), 16 Zero quota published W(4.8%); -
volume; MY (4.8%) (MY(2014-2018)); (95.2%)
Sharp CITES suspension
increase (LA(2015-2016))
lobal
Ramphastidae Ramphastos live 158 314 272 149 198 Highvolume VU (]) SR(68.7%), 10
vitellinus (GT) GY(28.8%), W(99.9%);
BR(2.4%), -(0.1%)
ZA*(0.1%)
Cacatuidae Cacatua alba live 61 1 1 0 7 Endangered EN(|) LB*(61.9%), 1 Included in Resl17.7 o
JO*(26.8%), Post CoP17 (ID) W(67.8%);
SG*(7.2%), U(3.3%); -
1Q*(2.1%),
AE*(1%), (28.9%)
ES*(1%)
Cacatua live High volume LC(|) SB(99.8%), 2 CITES suspension W(99.7%);
ducorpsii 84 939 2087 1363 1112 ZA%(0.2%) (SB(2016,2019)) - (0.3%)
Loriidae Chalcopsitta live High volume LC (—) SB(100%) 2 CITES suspension W(100%)
cardinalis 90 926 1850 616 320 (SB(2016,2019))
Eos rubra live Sharp LC (]) SG*(100%) 1 Nocommercial trade - (100%)
0 0 0 0 100 increase
(global)
Lorius live High volume LC (—) SB(100%) 1 CITES suspension W(100%)
chlorocercus 0 428 1385 480 895 (SB(2016,2019))
Psittacidae Agapornis canus live 304 60 0 1100 2700 (3) High LC (—) MG(98.5%), 1 W(98.5%);
volume; BE*(1.4%), - (1.5%)
Sharp NL*(0.1%)
increase
(global);
Sharp
increase
(Madagascar
)
Agapornis live High volume NT (]) UZ*(92.4%), 4 Zero quota published U(0.2%); -
fischeri (GT) SG*(7.4%), (TZ(2019)); CITES (99.8%)
0 0 0 500 41 BE*(0.2%) suspension
(TZ(2013-2019)); No
commercial trade
Amazona live High volume LC(|) GY(53.2%), 11 W(100%)
amazonica 2911 6483 3873 3824 2215 SR(45.3%),
OM*(1.5%)
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Psittacidae (contd.) Amazona live 2 0 2 0 10 Endangered EN (]) SG*(71.4%), 7 Nocommercial trade W(7.1%);
auropalliata CA*(14.3%), U(7.1%); -
(Res. I: PH) BH*(7.1%), (85.7%)
BS*(7.1%)
Amazona live 62 92 113 89 95 Highvolume NT(]) GY(70.9%), 5 W(99.4%);
dufresniana (GT) SR(28.7%), - (0.6%)
ZA*(0.4%)
Amazona live 402 727 485 443 344 Highvolume NT(]) GY(59.8%), 16 Selectedin RST Post W(99.4%);
farinosa (GT) SR(39.2%), CoP17 (GY,SR) - (0.6%)
OM*(0.5%),
ZA*(0.5%)
Amazona live 1446 1518 1454 1041 1581 High volume LC(]) GY(59%), 17 W(98.9%);
ochrocephala SR(39.5%), U(0.1%); -
SG*(0.9%), (1%)
OM*(0.3%),
PA(0.1%),
BH*(0.1%)
Amazona oratrix live 8 1 2 0 13 Endangered EN(]) SG*(40%),C 4 U(18.2%);
(Res. I: PH) A*(32%),GB - (81.8%)
*(20%),MD*(
8%)
Ara ararauna live 1547 1492 1542 896 1408 High volume LC(]) GY(51.5%), 12 Selectedin RST Post W(98.5%);
SR(46.6%), CoP17 (GY,SR) U(0.1%)); -
SG*(0.9%), (1.4%)
ZA*(0.4%),
JO*(0.2%)),
OM*(0.2%),
KZ*(0.1%)
Ara chloropterus live 1322 1349 1263 773 1127 High volume LC(]) GY(78.1%), 12 Selectedin RST Post W(99.8%);
SR(21.6%), CoP17 (GY,SR) - (0.2%)
ZA*(0.1%)
Aratinga live 100 40 0 6 250 (2) EN(]) SG*(62.3%), 5 W(15.3%);
solstitialis Endangered; ZA*(24.9%), U(1.3%); -
Sharp SR(11.5%), (83.4%)
increase GB*(1%),
(global) US*(0.2%)
Aratinga wagleri  live High volume NT (|) PE(99.8%), 4 W(99.7%);
230 250 500 280 0 (GT) ZA*(0.2%) - (0.3%)
Barnardius spp. bodies 0 0 0 1 3 Sharp NE CA(100%) No commercial trade  W(100%)
meat kg 0 0 0 0 4 Increase
- (global)
trophies 0 0 0 2 408
Cyanoramphus  live 2 CR (—) UZ*(100%) 1 Nocommercial trade - (100%)
malherbi 0 0 0 500 Endangered;
High volume
(GO
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Psittacidae (contd.) Eclectus roratus live 85 815 1807 737 572 Highvolume LC(]) SB(96.1%), 4  CITES suspension W(95.2%);
ZA*(1.4%), (SB(2016,2019)) U(0.1%); -
OM*(1%), (4.7%)

SG*(0.9%),
LK*(0.5%)

Pionites live 18 98 100 0 170 (2) EN(]) SG*(43.9%), 4 Nocommercial trade W(0.3%); -
leucogaster Endangered; ML*(25.8%), (99.7%)

Sharp NL*(18.6%),

increase BE*(8.8%),

(global) ZA*(2.6%),

BR(0.3%)

Pionites live 1326 1880 1422 962 2090 Highvolume LC (—) SR(68.6%), 8 W(98.1%);
melanocephalus GY(29.8%), - (1.9%)

SG*(1.3%),
NL*(0.1%),
BE*(0.1%),
ZA%(0.1%)

Poicephalus live 1190 1770 3300 2400 1870 (2) High LC(l) CD(62.8%), 14 Selectedin RST Post W(83.8%);
gulielmi volume; ML*(32.7%), CoP17 (CD); - (16.2%)
Sharp CG(4.1%), Recommended quota
increase ZA*(0.4%) (CD: 2019 - 450 live
(Congo) (AC)); CITES
suspension

(AO(2016),CD(2015),
LR(2016-present),
NG(2015-2016))

Poicephalus live 6841 7347 4886 4952 3275 Highvolume LC(]) ML(62.8%), 16 Zero quota published W(56.5%);
senegalus SN(35.1%), (BJ(2019),GN(2014- - (43.5%)
SG*(1%),G 2017),LR(2014-
N(0.7%), TG( 2017)); CITES
0.3%) suspension

(GM(2014),GN(2013-
present), GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016))
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Psittacidae (contd.) Psittacus live 20954 9267 5800 755 137 (2) EN(]) CD(51.9%), 23 Selectedin RST Post W(84%);
erithacus Endangered; ML(17.3%), CoP15 (BJ,CF,GH, R(0.5%); -
(Res. I High volume CM(12.9%), NG, TG,UG); (15.4%)
AE,CD,SA) (GT) LB*(7.8%), Recommended quota

CG(4%), (CD : 2016 - 0 wild-

OM*(3%), taken (SC)//GN :

GN(0.7%), 2016 - 0 (SC66));

BH*(0.6%), Zero quota published

TG(0.5%), (2014-2015: GN,SL;

ZA*(0.4%), 2014-2016: CI, LR);

SG*(0.3%), CITES suspension

JO*(0.2%), (AO(2016),CD(2015-

BJ(0.2%) present),CF(2016-
2018),GN(2013-
present),GQ(2013-
2018),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),NG(2015-
2016),ST(2016-

2017))
Pyrrhura molinae live 41 285 2 37 971 Sharp LC (]) SG*(72.8%), 4 Nocommercialtrade U(0.2%); -
increase NL*(16.7%), (99.8%)
(global) BE*(9.7%),

US*(0.7%),

GB*(0.1%)

Pyrrhura perlata bodies 16 0 0 Sharp VU (—) SG*(78.9%), 2 Nocommercial trade W(21.1%);
live 0 0 %0 increase BR(21.1%) - (78.9%)
lobal

Strigidae Ptilopsis leucotis live 10 60 0 75 38 High volume LC (—) GH(57.4%), 28 CITES suspension W(100%)

TG(42.6%)

(DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),50(2004-
present))
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Tytonidae Tyto alba bodies 5 53 1 Highvolume LC (—) CH(58.6%), CITES suspension W(95.6%);
ZA(23%), (AO(2016),CD(2015), U(4.4%)
trophies 1 7 0 4 0 CA(5.7%), DM(2018),GD(2016-
CV(3.4%), present),GM(2014),G
DK(3.4%), N(2013-present),
GB(3.4%), GW(2016-2018),
AN(1.1%), LA(2015-20186),
US(1.1%) LR(2016-present),
LS(2013-2017),
MR(2004-2019),
NG(2015-2016),
SB(2016,2019),
SO(2004-present),
ST(2016-2017),
VC(2018))
Alligatoridae Alligator bodies 2 3 1 0 2 Highvolume LC (1) US(99.2%), 1 99.5%)-
mississippiensis TJive 3 16 6 19 0 CH:(0_5:A;), W(99.5%);
meat kg 37196 68794 551801 53143 37052 PT(0.3%) - (0.5%)
skin 16210 2389 14944 2680 4054
pieces
skins 483772 428447 547887 471402 592488
kg 0 0 0 5.7 0
skulls 1 41 5 4 3
trophies 29 38 35 50 38
Melanosuchus skins 290 584 0 0 1044 (2) Sharp NT BR(100%) 9 Zeroquota in listing  W(100%)
niger increase (NE) annotation (EC);
(global); Recommended quota
Sharp (EC: 2020 -0 All
increase (CoP))
(Brazil)
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Crocodylidae Crocodylus bodies 4 6 8 2 4 Highvolume LC (—) ZW(62.3%), 43 Zeroquotain listing W(0.5%);
niloticus bones K 0 0 0 2700 9660 ZM(20.9%), annotation (EG); R(99.5%)
P g MZ(12.9%), Recommended quota
ve 15002 32000 10000 6000 14 KE(1.6%), (EG : 2020 - 0 All.
meat 0 0 0 0 22 MW(1.3%), Wild specimens
kg 61050 194816 157790 114805 144385 BW(0.5%), traded for commercial
SKin ZA(0.3%), purposes (CoP)/ITZ :
- 78534 83278 56858 45030 55183 UG(0.1%) 2020 - 1600 All. wild
pieces NA(O 1%)’ specimens including
skins 206458 203657 209371 193164 214875 hunting trophies, in
skulls 432 30 75 16 12 addition to ranched
teeth 20 9 12 63 0 specimens (CoP));
trophies 306 262 258 1163 271 CITES suspension

(AO(2016),CD(2015),
DJ(2011-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),MG(2010-
NA),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-
2016),S0(2004-

present))
Crocodylus bodies 0 1 8 4 14 High volume LC AU(92.6%), 20 Zeroquotain listing W(8.8%);
porosus bones K 532 567 0 40 27 (NE) PG(5.8%), annotation (MY); R(91%);
(Res. I: PW) " g ID(1.5%), Recommended quota - (0.2%)
mea 0 2470 5 1 1 SG*(0.1%) (MY : 2020 - 0 All.
kg 6128 7568.2 6745 4824.3 8582 Wild specimens -
scales 0 0 0 0 40 Peninsular Malaysia
SKin (CoP)); Zero quota
pieces 17944 10051 1255 9250 8688 published
- (MY(2017)); CITES
skins 30913 40340 61224 52503 41952 suspension
kg 0 0 35 0 0 (SB(2016,2019))
skulls 15 16 21 4 9
teeth 30 20 80 2 15
trophies 6 36 4 12 2
Agamidae Uromastyx live 250 301 615 770 1410 (2) Sharp NE SD(92.7%), 6 Recommended quota W(100%)
dispar increase ML(7.3%) (ML : 2014 - 0 (SC));
(global); CITES suspension
Sharp (ML(2013-present),
increase MR(2004-2019))

(Sudan)
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Agamidae (contd.) Uromastyx geyri live 4965 5794 1591 2050 175 High volume NT (]) ML(75.3%), 3 Selected in RST Post  W(95.4%);
(GT) TG*(11.1%), CoP17 (ML); Zero R(4.6%)
GH*(9.2%), quota published
BJ*(4.4%) (NE(2014-2017))

Uromastyx live High volume LC(|) SD(100%) 6 CITES suspension W(96.5%);

ocellata 75 516 2220 920 2230 (DJ(2011-present), - (3.5%)
SO(2004-present))

Uromastyx bodies 0 100 Sharp LC () SD*70.2%), 4 W(100%)

ornata P increase SA(29.8%)

live 370 100 (Sdan®)
Uromastyx spp. live 200 2100 7453 5237 0 High volume NE ?glo_/g?s%),JO No commercial trade - (100%)
Chamaeleonidae Brookesia bodies 0 0 2 2 0 Highvolume NT(|) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
betschi live 60 81 74 90 155 (GT)

Brookesia live 172 325 262 533 802 (2) Sharp LC (?) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)

brygooi increase

(global);
Sharp
increase
(Madagascar)

Brookesia live 47 121 82 118 115 High volume VU (]) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)

ebenaui (GT)

Brookesia live 40 111 91 21 0 Endangered EN(]) MG(100%) 1 Selected in RST Post W(100%)

minima CoP17 (MG); Zero
quota published
(MG(2017-2019))

Brookesia live a7 71 55 36 24 Endangered EN (]) MG(100%) 1 Selected in RST Post W(100%)

peyrierasi CoP17 (MG); Zero
quota published
(MG(2018-2019))

Calumma gallus  bodies 0 0 3 0 0 Endangered EN () MG(100%) 1 Zero quota published W(100%)
(MG(2014,2017)); No
commercial trade

Calumma live 4 0 39 0 0 Endangered EN () MG(100%) 1 Zero quota published W(100%)

hilleniusi (MG(2014,2017));
CITES suspension
(MG(2013-2015))

Calumma live 114 190 242 152 215 High volume VU (]) MG(100%) 1 Recommended quota W(100%)

oshaughnessyi (GT) (MG : 2020 - 250 Live
(AC/SC))

Calumr_r_la live 156 330 344 240 343 High volume NT (|) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)

parsonii (GT)
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Chamaeleo bodies

gracilis

Chamaeleonidae
(contd.)

o Highvolume LC (=) TG(67.8%),
BJ(17.9%),

live

4363

3752

2865

1289 500 TZ(7.3%),
GH(6.9%),

UG(0.1%)

28

Selected in RST Post W(23%);
CoP15 (BJ,CM,GH, R(77%)
GN,TG,UG);

Recommended quota
(TG:2020-0

Ranched (AC/SC);

2020 - 0 Wild-taken

(AC/SC)); Zero quota
published (BJ(2018-
2020),TG(2018));

CITES suspension
(AO(2016),BJ(2016-
present),CD(2015),
GH(2016-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-
present),GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),NG(2015-
2016),S0(2004-

present))

Chamaeleo live
senegalensis

5990

5260

2161

1909 830 High volume LC (?) TG(66.4%),
BJ(19.2%),
GH(11.5%),

ML(2.9%)

17

Selected in RST Post  W(19.4%);
CoP15 (BJ,GH,GN,  R(80.6%)
ML,SL,SN);

Recommended quota

(TG : 2020 - 5000 All.

Wild specimens

(AC/SC);2020 - 6000

All. Ranched

specimens (AC/SC));

Zero quota published
(BJ(2019-2020));

CITES suspension
(BJ(2016-present),
GH(2016-present),
GM(2014),GN(2013-

present), GW(2016-
2018),LR(2016-
present),MR(2004-
2019),NG(2015-

2016))

Furcifer angeli bodies

0 3 Sharp LC (=) MG(100%)

live

increase
70 95 (global)

Zero quota published W(100%)
(MG(2014)); CITES

suspension

(MG(2013-2016))

Furcifer campani live

182

276

231

High volume VU ({)
(GT)

143 213 MG(100%)

W(100%)
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Chamaeleonidae Furcifer lateralis live 1466 1733 1896 1818 1861 High volume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
(contd.) Furcifer oustaleti live 1299 1502 1296 1061 1437 Highvolume LC (=) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
Furcifer pardalis live 1873 2851 3036 1799 3154 Highvolume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
Furcifer live 1354 1446 1494 1105 1378 High volume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
VErrucosus
Furcifer viridis bodies 0 0 1 0 2 (2) Sharp LC (—) MG(100%) 1 Firstreported in trade W(100%)
live 0 0 0 130 199 increase since last RST
(global); selection; CITES
Sharp suspension
increase (MG(2013-2016))
(Madagascar)
Kinyongia live Sharp NT () CD(100%) 2 CITES suspension W(100%)
carpenteri 0 0 0 0 135 increase (CD(2015))
(global)
Kinyongia live 2164 2392 337 0 0 Highvolume NT (?) TZ(100%) 1 Selected in RST Post W(100%)
fischeri (GT) CoP15 (TZ); CITES
suspension
(TZ(2016-present))
Trioceros live Sharp LC (?) CD(98.5%), 3 CITES suspension W(100%)
ituriensis 0 0 0 0 135 increase UG(1.5%) (CD(2015))
(global)
Trioceros pfefferi live 0 17 60 0 0 Endangered EN(]) CM(77.9%), 1 W(38.1%);
GQ*(22.1%) - (61.9%)
Gekkonidae Phelz_uma live 674 1293 1563 1341 1405 High volume LC (?) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
grandis
ll;gg:;;ra]a live 966 1705 1795 1857 1861 High volume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
Phelsuma lineata live 1915 2539 2839 2464 2765 High volume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
Phelsgma live 1359 1791 1903 1785 1976 High volume LC (—) MG(100%) 1 W(100%)
quadriocellata
Uroplatus bodies 0 0 5 0 2 Highvolume VU (]) MG(100%) 1 Selected in RST Post W(100%)
ebenaui live 95 153 171 111 143 (GT) CoP14 (MG)
Uroplatus bodies 0 0 1 0 3 Highvolume LC(|) MG(100%) 1 Selected in RST Post W(99.4%);
sikorae live 917 1535 1513 1272 1586 CoP14 (MG) -(0.6%)
Iguanidae Iguana live 0 0 0 8 0 Endangered CR(]) AN*(100%) 5 CITES suspension W(100%)
delicatissima (DM(2018),
KN(2019)); No
commercial trade
Ilguana iguana bodies 0 1 5 6 0 Highvolume LC(?) SR(72.7%), 26 CITES suspension W(100%)
live 3108 2220 34 2683 301 SV(20.7%), (GD(2016-present),
GY(6.4%), VC(2018))
meat kg 0 0 2.3 1.2 0 AN(0.1%)
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