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CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN ENDANGERED SPECIES 
OF WILD FAUNA AND FLORA 

____________ 

 

Eighteenth meeting of the Plants Committee 
Buenos Aires (Argentina), 17-21 March 2009 

Proposals for possible consideration at CoP15 

Proposals to amend the Appendices 

PERIODIC REVIEW OF PLANT SPECIES INCLUDED IN THE CITES APPENDICES 

1. This document has been submitted by Switzerland as chair of the intersessional working group 
coordinating and monitoring the Periodic Review of the Appendices (PC17 WG5)*. 

Introduction 

2. The Periodic Review of the Appendices is designed to review species already included in the 
Appendices to determine whether their listings continue to be appropriate based on the guidelines of 
Resolution Conf. 14.8 Periodic Review of the Appendices. It is important for a positive conservation 
impact of the Convention with effective allocation of resources, as well as for the credibility of the 
Convention, that the CITES Appendices reflect actual conservation needs of species in trade, 
regulate all relevant parts and derivatives, and do not include species that do not benefit from such 
protection or parts and derivatives thereof with no significant impact on harvest from the wild. 
Especially if the conservation status of a species has improved, or international trade has shifted to 
other species or commodities, this should be reflected by the provisions of CITES as closely as 
possible. Therefore the Periodic Review of the Appendices is an important process of CITES. 

Background 

3. According to Resolution Conf. 11.1 (Rev. CoP13), Establishment of Committees, under the first 
RESOLVES in Annex 2, paragraph h). The Plants Committee should undertake a periodic review of 
plant species included in the CITES Appendices by establishing a schedule for conducting the 
reviews, identifying problems, consulting Parties on the need to review specific species and seeking 
their assistance, and preparing and submitting amendment proposals resulting from the reviews, 
through the Depositary Government, for consideration at meetings of the Conference of the Parties. 

4. At the 12th meeting of the Conference of the Parties (Santiago, 2002), Parties adopted 
Decision 12.96 requesting the Standing Committee to "develop mechanisms to obtain greater 
involvement of the range States in the Periodic Review of the Appendices and provide guidance to 
reach a clear recommendation after the completion of the review." 

                                             

* 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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5. At the 49th meeting of the Standing Committee (Geneva, 2003), the Committee adopted document 
SC49 Doc. 20.1 containing recommendations for the implementation of Decision 12.96, which was 
further discussed at the 50th meeting of the Standing Committee (Geneva, 2004). At its 51st 
meeting (Bangkok, 2004), the Standing Committee adopted comprehensive recommendations on the 
Periodic Review of the Appendices. 

6. At its 15th meeting (Geneva, 2005), the Plants Committee agreed to a list of taxa to be reviewed 
during the two intersessional periods between meetings of the Conference of the Parties (CoP13 and 
CoP15) and established an intersessional working group (WG). The list was modified after the 
meeting, at the request of the Chair of the WG (WG5), and agreed via correspondence. 

7. The Secretariat, through Notification No. 2005/037 of 19 July 2005, communicated to the Parties 
the list of candidate taxa for review agreed by the Plants Committee. Range States of these species 
were requested to send their comments on the need to review these species by 18 September 2005. 
Mexico was the only range State to reply. 

8. After Notification to the Parties No. 2005/037, the Chair of the WG specifically contacted a number 
of range States: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, India, Madagascar and Peru. Argentina, Brazil and 
Madagascar responded and submitted contributions, established contacts of national experts or 
requested further information. 

9. At its 16th meeting (Lima, 2006), the Plants Committee finalized the selection of taxa to be 
reviewed up to CoP15. 

10. The Chair of the WG asked for reports on the state of reviews, via e-mail of 14 March 2007, in order 
to prepare a progress report for CoP14. The progress report is contained in document CoP14 Inf. 11. 
As there was no significant progress up to the 17th meeting of the Plants Committee, the report still 
largely applied and was included in Annex 4 of PC17 Doc 11 in an updated version. 

11. At CoP14 (The Hague, 2007), a number of species proposals for changes in the Appendices were 
adopted based on completed reviews of certain taxa (see document PC17 Doc 11, Annex 1, 
paragraph A). 

12. Document CoP14 Doc. 66 concluded that the procedure established by the Standing Committee for 
the conduct of a Periodic Review of the Appendices is complex and impractical. This led to the 
adoption of Resolution Conf. 14.8 (Periodic Review of the Appendices).  

 According to Resolution Conf. 14.8 

 a) The Animals and Plants Committees should share their experience, especially during joined 
meetings, regarding the undertaking of periodic reviews of taxa included in the Appendices 
(including financing of reviews, processes, format and outputs); and 

 b) The Animals and Plants Committees shall establish a schedule for the Periodic Review of the 
Appendices and identify a list of taxa they propose to review during the next two intersessional 
periods between meetings of the Conference of the Parties (CoP). The list should be established 
at their first meting after the meeting of the Conference of the Parties that initiates the review 
period. 

13. The Standing Committee at its 55th meeting (The Hague, 2007) endorsed the list of taxa to be 
reviewed before CoP15, with the exception of species deleted from the Appendices or transferred 
from one Appendix to another at CoP14. This was notified by the Secretariat through Notification to 
the Parties No. 2008/004 of 28 January 2008. 

14. During the 17th meeting of the Plants Committee (Geneva, 2008), some progress was reported by 
Parties (see Annex 1). An intersessional Working Group was (re-)established (Annex 6) and given a 
new mandate [see paragraphs 17 and 18 below (PC17 summary record)]. 

15. The Secretariat published Notification to the Parties No. 2008/049 of 30 July 2008 on behalf of the 
Plants Committee, comprised of taxa that still required reviews and their range States. Reviews were 
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due to the Chairman of the Working Group by 15 November 2008. The Notification also requested 
Parties to submit to the Secretariat information regarding available funds to undertake reviews. 

16. The Chair asked for updates on reviews for his report to PC18 with an e-mail of 17 November 2008 
to members and experts of the WG and circulated draft guidelines for consideration to Resolution 
Conf. 14.8, Periodic Review of the Appendices, for comments. A progress report is contained in 
Annex 1 and draft guidelines are contained in Annex 2. 

New mandate and schedule established at PC17 

17. The WG will coordinate and monitor the Periodic Review and submit a report at PC18 (Buenos Aires, 
2009). 

18. The WG should draft guidelines up to PC18, indicating under which circumstances experts may be 
contracted for reviews of plant taxa. 

Progress report and draft guidelines for consideration of PC 18 

19. A Progress report is contained in Annex 1. Reviews of Tillandsia harrisii by Guatemala and 
Podocarpus parlatorei by Argentina are included in Annexes 3 and 4. According to these reviews, 
both species are appropriately listed in the Appendices. The Plants Committee must now finalize the 
review process for these species (paragraph g of Resolution Conf. 14.8 on Periodic Review of the 
Appendices). 

20. Draft guidelines for Periodic Review of the Appendices are contained in Annex 2. The Plants 
Committee is requested to discuss the guidelines and draft a final version at PC18, which will then 
be discussed with the Animals Committee. The Committees will then decide on a possible document 
and agenda item for CoP15. 

Comments 

21. It has to be emphasized that part of the mandate after CoP13 is completed and that many experts 
submitted excellent reports and some Parties submitted proposals to CoP14 for amendments of the 
Appendices. The Chair of the Working Group wishes to thank all the people involved in the work that 
has been completed or is still under way and was reported at, and following PC17 (see Annex 1). 

22. However, the current approach has yielded few results for a great majority of the species that were 
selected for review (Annex 1, diagram 1). Whereas certain taxa were reviewed and duly followed up 
after CoP13, the list of taxa for review is currently reduced to a large number of "orphan taxa" (see 
document PC17 Doc. 11, page 2), (i.e. taxa with no country responsible and no experts assigned 
yet, or with no responses from reviewers to correspondence from the Chairman, or with reports of 
reviewers on difficulties in obtaining relevant data). 

23. The lack of further progress shows that the Periodic Review of the Appendices is laborious and 
would benefit from incentives to accomplish the reviews by Parties and/or stakeholders. Therefore a 
new approach with more binding mechanisms and allocation of resources is suggested. 
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Annex 1 

PROGRESS REPORT TO PC18 

Progress reported at PC17 

Argentina is considering submitting a proposal to CoP15 to downlist Podocarpus parlatorei from 
Appendix I to Appendix II with an appropriate annotation for parts and derivatives. 

South Africa is preparing proposals to delete Orothamnus zeyheri and Protea odorata from Appendix II for 
consideration at CoP15. 

Namibia is preparing a report on the review of Welwitschia mirabilis for consideration of PC18. 

The review of Euphorbia antisyphilitica by Mexico is under way and the review of Agave victoriae-reginae 
will probably be initiated in the near future. 

The Netherlands offered to review Cycas beddomei. 

A possible voluntary expert for the review of the 10 Malagasy Euphorbia spp. in Appendix I was 
identified and France will ask for the expert's cooperation. 

Brazil is reviewing the status of conservation and trade in the Brazilian species of the Bromeliaceae family 
(Tillandsia kautskyi, T. sucrei and T. sprengeliana). The information would be sent to the chairman of the 
WG. 

The United States of America intends to continue with the review of Sclerocactus spp., subject to 
available funding. The United States will also contribute to the review of Euphorbia antisyphilitica by 
Mexico. 

Thailand clarified that it was not a range State of Dioscorea deltoidea as it appeared in Annex 5 of 
document PC17 Doc. 11. 

Decisions of PC 17 

Retain Agave parviflora in Appendix I (Review completed). 

Progress reported after PC 17 

A report on the review of Tillandsia harrisii from the year 2006 is now available and an updated version 
(2009) is included in Annex 3. 

Argentina submitted a report on the review of Podocarpus parlatorei (Annex 4). 

Madagascar submitted a report on various taxa after the deadline. This report is annexed in the language 
in which it was received (Annex 5). 

Mexico announced that they will present a report on the review of Euphorbia antisyphilitica at PC18. 
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Diagram 1 
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DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE PERIODIC REVIEW OF THE APPENDICES 

The WG proposes to introduce a new budget line for the Periodic Review of the Appendices, and to 
introduce a modified approach, including a new, second phase of the process (phase B). The proposed 
schedule should work with normal intervals of meetings. If the Plants Committee decides to consider this 
approach, the WG recommends that this should be coordinated with the Animals Committee and 
submitted as a proposed revision to Resolution Conf 14.8 at the 15th meeting of the Conference of the 
Parties (CoP15). 

Current guidelines according to Resolution Conf. 14.8, Periodic Review of the Appendices 

I. Phase A (open to range States and voluntary experts, no budget) 

Meeting Entity Action 
PC  PC Following the CoP, establishes a schedule for the Periodic Review of the 

Appendices and compiles a list of candidate taxa for review  
 Sect. Prepares notification on taxa for review and request range States to 

comment 
 Sect. Compiles responses and informs the SC of the list of candidate taxa and 

comments of range States  
1st SC after 
PC  

SC Approves list of taxa for review 

PC +1 PC Organizes reviews of approved taxa by range States / voluntary experts 
through regional representatives and establishes intersessional WG 

 range States/ 
voluntary 
experts 

Conduct reviews and, if appropriate, range States prepare proposals for 
changes in listings for consideration of CoP+1 

PC +2 WG Reports progress to PC 
CoP +1 PC Reports progress to CoP and presents list of taxa that are not allocated 

to a range State / voluntary expert (“orphan taxa“) and that will go 
through phase B 

 CoP Decides on proposals by range States, takes note of list of taxa for 
phase B  

 Sect. Notifies list of taxa for phase B to Parties (cf. 2008/049), inviting range 
States to comment, and forwards responses to Chair of WG 

 WG Evaluates responses and reports to PC +3 
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Proposed guidelines to Resolution Conf. 14.8, Periodic Review of the Appendices. 

II. Phase B (contracting of experts, new budget line) 

Meeting Entity Action 
PC+3 PC Considers report on responses and invites Secretariat to contract experts 

for phase B (similar to existing paragraph h of Resolution Conf. 14.8) 
 Sect. Contracts experts (using funds of the budget line allocated to the 

Periodic Review [to be established] or other funds available for such 
reviews) 

 Sect. Includes reports on reviews in agenda of PC+4 and notifies range States 
of resulting reviews 

PC+4 PC Assesses reports, in consultation with range States, decides on 
appropriate listings and necessary changes and invites Secretariat to 
notify this adopted list of necessary changes to Parties 

 PC In consultation with range States, organizes preparation of proposals for 
consideration of the next CoP (+2) by range States, voluntary PC 
members or the Secretariat (using funds of the budget in the latter case) 

 Sect. Notifies list, as adopted by PC, to Parties, inviting range States to 
comment and forwards responses to PC 

 PC Consults with range States, as appropriate 
 PC Forwards proposals to Depositary for submission 
CoP +2 CoP Parties decide on species proposal  

 

+1 = one intersessional period following meeting. 

+2 = two intersessional periods following meeting. 

Etc. 
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REVIEW OF TILLANDSIA HARRISII 

Name(s) and affiliation(s) of reviewer(s) 

Ing. Agr. Otoniel Chacón, Jefe Sección de Flora 
Ing. Agr. Julio Cruz Corzo, Técnico Sección de Flora 
Licda. Mygdalia García, Jefe Sección de Exportaciones e Importaciones 
Dr. Hiram Ordóñez, Director y Autoridad Científica CITES 
Departamento de Vida Silvestre. 
Consejo Nacional de Áreas Protegidas – CONAP 

Contact person 

Licda. Mygdalia García,  
Jefe de la Sección de Exportaciones e Importaciones,  
Departamento de Vida Silvestre,  
Consejo Nacional de Áreas Protegidas. 

Contact address 

5a Av. 6-06 zona 1 
Edificio IPM 6to Nivel. 
Guatemala, Guatemala, C.A. 
Tel.: (502) 2422 6700 Ext. 2005, 2006 y 2007 
Fax: (502) 2238 3118 
Email: cites@conap.gob.gt, mygdalia@gmail.com 

Taxon reviewed (including common and taxonomic names) 

Tillandsia harrisii 
Harris' tillandsia, parasite 
Epiphytal and lithophytic species 

Conclusion 

For the moment, it is recommended that the species remain in Appendix II, to ensure its survival in the 
wild. 

Criteria Resolution Conf. 9.24 (Rev. CoP13) 
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Trade criterion 

A species "is or may be affected by trade" if: 
i) it is known to be in trade (using the definition of ‘trade’ in Article I of the Convention), and that 

trade has or may have a detrimental impact on the status of the species; or 
ii) it is suspected to be in trade, or there is demonstrable potential international demand for the 

species, that may be detrimental to its survival in the wild. 
Is or may the species be 
affected by trade? 

Tillandsia harrisii is in trade and there exists a strong demand for it. 
In fact, it is the sixth most traded species of the 63 in this genus that 
are commonly exported from Guatemala. 
 

EXPORTS AUTHORIZED BETWEEN 2001 AND 2008 
Year No. of specimens 

exported 
2001 57,950 

2002 45,000 

2003 31,400 

2004 89,000 

2005 117,600 

2006 233,831 

2007 187,295 

2008* 47,185 

 
* Recorded data for 2008 are preliminary.  
All specimens are traded as live plants and they are all propagated 
under controlled conditions (in vitro, with the application of 
hormones, fertilizers, flowering stimulants, fungicides and 
pesticides), in nurseries registered with the National Council of 
Protected Areas – CONAP – the CITES Management Authority of 
Guatemala. 

 

Biological criteria 

Criterion Application to taxon under review 
A) (i) an observed, inferred or projected decline 
in the number of individuals or the area and 
quality of habitat; 

 

A) (ii) each subpopulation being very small;  

A) (iii) a majority of individuals being 
concentrated geographically during one or more 
life-history phases; 

Local endemic species from Guatemala. 
The known population is found mainly along a 
stretch of land in the River Teculután basin, in the 
San Lorenzo village area, Río Hondo municipality, 
Department of Zacapa. The distribution area is a 
strip of about 90-100 ha, between La Marmolera 
and Hidroeléctrica, both located in the same 
basin. For the time being, this species has not 
been reported elsewhere. 

A) (iv) large short-term fluctuations in population 
size; 
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A) (v) a high vulnerability to either intrinsic or 
extrinsic factors. 

It is highly vulnerable to intrinsic factors. 
Little is known about its reproduction in the wild 
(sexual and asexual). It is exclusively propagated 
asexually in nurseries. Asexual propagation in the 
wild produces an annual average of three 
daughter plants. This characteristic is considered 
to be one of the reasons for its limited range. 
Through the use of hormones and growth 
stimulants, nurseries have recorded a higher 
production of daughter plants or scions (from 6 to 
20 or more scions by mother plant, depending on 
the propagation system used). 
It has also been reported that T. harrisii can be 
easily hybridize with T. capitata in nurseries, 
producing fertile seeds and plants. 
It is vulnerable to extrinsic factors. 
The main know distribution area is the subject of 
intensive extraction of marble and of forest 
exploitation. According to reports from people 
who have visited the area recently, the region is 
very sparsely forested. 

B) (i) fragmentation or occurrence at very few 
locations; 

Data are not available. 

B) (ii) large fluctuations in the area of 
distribution or the number of subpopulations; 

 

B) (iii) a high vulnerability to either intrinsic or 
extrinsic factors; 

See A) (v). 

the area of distribution; Decrease in the known area of distribution. 
the area of habitat;  
the number of subpopulations;  
the number of individuals;  
the quality of habitat; Deterioration in the quality of the habitat owing to 

the intensive extraction of marble and to forest 
exploitation in its range, as use of natural 
resources is allowed in the 'buffer zone' of 
protected areas. 

the recruitment. Illegal harvest: since 2005, no reports of such 
activity have been received as the Nature Defenders 
Foundation (Fundación Defensores de la 
Naturaleza), an entity that administers the protected 
area where this species is found, has an agreement 
with the representatives of the properties home to 
this species to restrict access to the area 
concerned. (There are only two entries to the area, 
both with gates and guards, where visitors have to 
identify themselves to go in and out.) 

C) (i) observed as ongoing or as having 
occurred in the past (but with a potential to 
resume); 

No marked decrease in the population size has 
been observed, but this could occur because of 
the factors mentioned in A and B. However, 
according to the reports from Danilo Saavedra 
from the Nature Defenders Foundation, the 
population has recovered significantly following 
the signature of the agreement to decrease illegal 
harvesting. 
The Nature Defenders Foundation has been asked 
to conduct a field survey to assess the status of 
the population, its density and the real extent of 
its range. 
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a decrease in area of habitat;  
a decrease in quality of habitat;  
levels or patterns of exploitation;  
a high vulnerability to either intrinsic or extrinsic 
factors; 

The known vulnerability stems mainly from its 
natural mode of reproduction and from its 
restricted range. 

a decreasing recruitment  
 

For criteria A) (v) and B) (iii), please check which if any of the vulnerability factors listed below apply: 

_X___ low fecundity 
____  slow growth rate 
____  high age at first maturity 
____  distorted age, size or sex ratio 
____  complex social structure 
____  extensive migratory behaviour 
____  strong aggregating behaviour (e.g., schooling) 
____  low population density (for sessile or semi-sessile species) 
___X_ specialized niche requirements (e.g. diet and habitat) 
____  species associations such as symbiosis and other forms of co-dependency 
_X__ fragmentation and habitat loss 
_X___ reduced genetic diversity 
____  dispensation (prone to continuing decline, even in the absence of exploitation) 
___X high degree of endemism 
____  threats from disease 
____  threats from invasive species 
  threats from rapid environmental change (e.g. climate regime shifts) 
  selectivity of removals (that may compromise recruitment) 
__X__ Other (please specify): contamination, forest fires, climate change. 
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REVIEW OF PODOCARPUS PARLATOREI 

Conclusion 

Argentina, as range State, proposes that P. parlatorei be retained in Appendix I for the time being. 

The analysis of the change in status of Podocarpus parlatorei is based on reports submitted at the 
request of the CITES Secretariat, document PC17 Doc. 11, later analysed and reviewed by the 
Coordination of the Conservation of Biodiversity, Secretariat of Sustainable Use and Environment of 
Argentina (Conservación de la Biodiversidad, Secretaría de Ambiente y Desarrollo Sustentable de 
Argentina), and by: 

– Paula Quiroga and Andrea Premoli, Ecotone Laboratory, National University of Comahue, Argentina 

– Forest Directorate (CITES Scientific Authority), Secretariat of Sustainable Use and Environment, 
Argentina 

Podocarpus parlatorei (Parlatore's podocarp) is a species endemic to the mountain forests of the Selva 
Tucumano-Boliviana region. It was heavily logged for its timber in past decades, which led to its inclusion 
in CITES Appendix I from the Convention's entry into force, in 1975. 

Podocarpus parlatorei plays a potentially pivotal ecological role in the continued existence of mountain 
forests. The mountain forest should be considered as a 'protecting forest', given the important 
environmental impact of its exploitation, caused fundamentally by the abrupt slopes of its habitat; the 
cost of developing and maintaining the necessary infrastructure to carry out harvests in this type of 
terrain; the few months during which one can penetrate the forest (less than six months a year); and the 
location of those forests at the end of valleys where fog reaches its maximum frequency and intensity 
(cloud forests). 

As a pioneer tree that is also long-lived and remains a dominant species throughout the succession until 
the forest reaches maturity, P. parlatorei plays an important role in the system dynamics, facilitating the 
growth of many other species. Its fruits and seeds are a source of food for threatened species that 
occupy a limited range, such as the red-faced guan (Penelope dabbenei) or the alder parrot (Amazona 
tucumana), as well as for many other birds and mammals. Additionally, its recruitment in disturbed areas 
offers a great potential for the recovery of land degraded by over-exploitation and erosion in the highest 
parts of the forest, as well as in the ecotones with mountain pastures, giving it a great management 
potential. 

Consequently, the maintenance of the genetic diversity of populations of P. parlatorei has direct 
implications for the conservation of mountain forests. 

P. parlatorei is currently used by local rural communities for inter alia firewood, timber for stakes, 
utensils, housing, and hedgerows around houses and enclosures. The impact of such usage has not been 
measured, even though it should be stronger on sites where recent stands have colonized degraded rural 
areas. The impact of its commercial use would be very different, owing to the tree's slow growth, the 
time it needs to come to maturity and the limited recruitment that takes place within old forests. 

Additionally, it represents an interesting research area to assess distribution patterns in relation to climate 
changes that have occurred from the Pleistocene and Holocene until now, and to infer from this 
information the possible historical range of this family on the South-American continent. 

In order to assess whether the various populations of this species are threatened by the current land use, 
the following is required: (1) inventories that indicate the density of mature podocarps and the 
regeneration throughout its range; (2) data on the population status in stands with different harvest 
intensity and history; and (3) information on the species ecology and the recruitment requirements in 
populations subject to various use types and representative of the different ecological conditions in which 
the species is found. 
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Taking into account the characteristics described in the paragraphs above (based on three studies 
conducted by professional experts in this subject), noting the importance of the species populations at 
different levels, and the consequences that an inadequate conservation strategy could have, and 
considering also that: 

– Preserving this species of southern origin would result in protecting the mountain forest as a whole. 

– In the past few years, the volume of domestic trade has increased. Yet factors that would make it 
possible to assess the current and potential degrees of threat to the species if international trade 
became possible are not known (e.g. species availability, regeneration status, etc.). 

– The Forest Directorate of the SAyDS, the CITES Scientific Authority, suggests retaining the species 
under protection until in-depth studies have been conducted and warrant a change in status. 

– The information currently available is insufficient and inadequate to assess whether this species 
should be transferred to Appendix II in compliance with the current CITES criteria [Resolution 
Conf. 9.24 (Rev. CoP14)]. 

– The suitability of adopting a precautionary approach. 
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UPDATED LIST OF MEMBERS AND EXPERTS 

AR  Alejandro Brown abrown@proyungas.com.ar 
AR Maria Tonelli mtonelli@ambiente.gov.ar 
BR  Celso do Lago Paiva celsodolago@hotmail.com 
Central and South 
America and the 
Caribbean representative 

Dora Ingrid Rivera driver@una.ac.cr; 
dora.ingrid.rivera@gmail.com 

CH Jonas Lüthy (Chair) Jonas.Luethy@bvet.admin.ch 
DE Hajo Schmitz-Kretschmer schmitzh@bfn.de 
European region 
representative 

Maurizio Sajeva Sajeva@unipa.it 

FR Joel Jérémie jeremie@mnhn.fr 
GT  Migdalia Garcia cites@conap.gob.gt 
IWMC Jacques Berney iwmcch@attglobal.net 
MG Jean Victor Rasolonirina Dreeft.andr@meeft.gov.mg 
MG Olivia Rakotondrabenja oliviavololoniaina@yahoo.fr; 

foretmin@moov.mg 
MX Alejandra Garcia Naranjo algarcia@xolo.conabio.gob.mx 
MX Alejandro Jacques ajaques@conafor.gob.mx 
MX Hesiquio Benitez hbenitez@xolo.conabio.gob.mx 
MX Patricia Davila pdavilaa@servidor.unam.mx 
NA Elly Hamunyela ehamunyela@africaonline.com.na 
NA Fillemon Iifo fiifo@met.gov.na 
NL Chris Schürmann c.l.schurmann@minlnv.nl 
NL Jan De Koning dekoning@nhn.leidenuniv.nl 
Traffic David Newton David.Newton@ewt.org.za 
US Pat Ford Patricia_Ford@fws.gov 
ZA Marisa Kashorte Mkashorte@deat.gov.za 
ZA Olga Kumalo okumalo@deat.gov.za 
ZA Sonja Meintjes smeintjes@deat.gov.za 
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REVIEW OF FLORA TAXA UP TO COP15: STATE AT PC18 

Taxon 
Appendix and 
year of listing 

Number 
of 
species 
for higher 
taxa 

Range State(s) / 
Territories 

Country(ies) 
responsible for 
review 

Contact person (e-mail address) State of review 

 
Medicinal Plants 
 
Saussurea costus App. II (1975); 

App. I (1985) 
    (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

Dioscorea 
deltoidea 

App. II (1975, 
roots only); 
Annotation #1 
(1985) 

 Afghanistan, Bhutan, 
Cambodia, China, 
India, Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, 
Nepal, Viet Nam 

  (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

Euphorbia 
antisyphilitica 

App. II (1975, 
under 
succulent 
Euphorbia 
spp.) 

 Mexico, United 
States of America 

Mexico Hesiquio Benitez Diaz 
(hbenitez@xolo.conabio.mx), Patricia 
Davila Aranda 
(pdavilaa@servidor.unam.mx) 

Review under way, with future participation of US. 

 
Timber Species 
 
Balmea stormae App. I (1975)  El Salvador, 

Guatemala, 
Honduras, Mexico 

Costa Rica; 
Guatemala 

Dora Ingrid Rivera (drivera@una.ac.cr; 
dora.ingrid.rivera@gmail.com), Migdalia 
Garcia (cites@conap.gob.gt) 

Report of 6 February 2008 to Chair: Difficulties in obtaining data. 

Platymiscium 
pleiostachyum 

App. I (1975); 
App. II with 
Annotation #1 
(1990) 

 Costa Rica, El 
Salvador, Honduras, 
Nicaragua 

Costa Rica Dora Ingrid Rivera (drivera@una.ac.cr; 
dora.ingrid.rivera@gmail.com) 

Report of 6 February 2008 to Chair: Difficulties in obtaining data. 

Podocarpus 
parlatorei 

App. I (1975)  Argentina, Bolivia, 
Peru 

Argentina Alejandro Brown 
(abrown@proyungas.com.ar), Pedro G. 
Blendinger 
(blendinger@birdecology.com.ar), 
Maria Tonelli 
(mtonelli@ambiente.gov.ar) 

Reports submitted to Chair 16 and 22 February 2006, submitted by Chair to 
PC16 (PC16 Inf. 2 and PC16 Inf. 3).  
 
Report submitted to Chair on 22 December 2008. 

 
Ornamental Plants, small taxa 
 
Agave victoriae-
reginae 

App. II (1983)  Mexico   Review will probably be initiated in the near future. 
 

Tillandsia harrisii App. II (1992)  Guatemala Guatemala Migdalia Garcia (cites@conap.gob.gt) Report (from 2006) submitted to Chair on 22 December 2008 
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Tillandsia kammii App. II (1992)  Honduras   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 
Tillandsia 
kautskyi 

App. II (1992)  Brazil Brazil Celso do Lago Paiva 
(celsodolago@hotmail.com) 

Review under way. The information will be sent to the Chair of the WG. 

Tillandsia 
mauryana 

App. II (1992)  Mexico   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

Tillandsia 
sprengeliana 

App. II (1992)  Brazil Brazil Celso do Lago Paiva 
(celsodolago@hotmail.com) 

Review under way. The information will be sent to the Chair of the WG. 

Tillandsia sucrei App. II (1992)  Brazil Brazil Celso do Lago Paiva 
(celsodolago@hotmail.com) 

Review under way. The information will be sent to the Chair of the WG. 

Orothamnus 
zeyheri 

App. I (1975); 
App. II with 
Annotation #1 
(1997) 

 South Africa South Africa Sonja Meintjes 
(smeintjes@deat.gov.za) 

Reviews completed by the end of 2008. ZA is preparing proposal for delisting for 
consideration of CoP 15. 

Protea odorata App. I (1975); 
App. II with 
Annotation #1 
(1997) 

 South Africa South Africa Sonja Meintjes 
(smeintjes@deat.gov.za) 

Reviews completed by the end of 2008. ZA is preparing proposal for delisting for 
consideration of CoP 15. 

Welwitschia 
mirabilis 

App. I (1975); 
App. II with 
Annotation #1 
(1990) 

 Angola, Namibia Namibia Elly Hamunyela 
(ehamunyela@africaonline.com.na) 

Report to be submitted for consideration of PC 18. 

Hedychium 
philippinense 

App. I (1975); 
App. II with 
Annotation #1 
(1992) 

 Philippines   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

 
Ornamental Plants, big taxa: 
 
Cactaceae 

Sclerocactus spp. App. I: 1 sp. 
2003, 8 spp. 
1983; all other 
App. II (1975, 
under 
Cactaceae 
spp.) 

18 spp. Mexico, United 
States of America 

United States of 
America 

Patricia Ford (Patricia_Ford@fws.gov) PC16 WG2 Doc. 1: Tentative. 

 
Cycads 
 
Cycas beddomei App. II (1975); 

App. I (1987) 
 India Netherlands Jan de Koning 

(dekoning@nhn.leidenuniv.nl) 
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Didieraceae 
 
Didieraceae spp.  App. II (1975) 11 spp. Madagascar   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 
 
Succulent Euphorbias (see also under Medicinal Plants) 
 
Euphorbia, the 
spp. of 
Appendix I 

App. I (1 sp. 
1995, all other 
1990) 

10 spp. Madagascar   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

 
Aloes 
 
Aloe, the 
Madagascan spp. 
of Appendix I 

App. I (1995) 17 spp. Madagascar   (no responsibilities and experts assigned) 

 
Orchids 
 
Peristeria elata App. I (1975)  Colombia, Costa 

Rica, El Salvador, 
Panama, Venezuela 

Costa Rica Dora Ingrid Rivera (drivera@una.ac.cr; 
dora.ingrid.rivera@gmail.com) 

 

 

WG Periodic Review FLORA-participants (focal persons) up to PC 17 

Chile (Rafael Bustamante, Miguel Angel Trivelli) 
Mexico (Hesiquio Benitez, Patricia Davila) 
Namibia (Elly Hamunyela) 
the Netherlands (Chris Schürmann) 
Thailand (Manit Jaichagun) 
the United States of America (Patricia Ford) 
IWMC (Jaques Berney) 
TRAFFIC (David Newton, Sabri Zain) 
UNEP-WCMC (Harriet Gillett) 

Voluntary reviewers (ad personam mandates, in chronological order) 

Dora Ingrid Rivera (Costa Rica) 
Alejandro Brown (Argentina) - report submitted to PC16 
Celso do Lago Paiva (Brazil) 
Pedro G. Blendinger (Argentina) - report submitted to PC16 
Migdalia Garcia (Guatemala) 
Sonja Meintjes (South Africa) 

WG at PC17 

Chairman: Switzerland; 
Members: The representative of Europe (Mr Sajeva); 
Parties: Argentina, France, Germany, South Africa, Madagascar, Mexico, 
Namibia, United States of America; 
IGOs and NGOs: UNEP-WCMC, European Commission, IUCN, TRAFFIC. 


