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FOREWORD

The Conference of the Parties, the decision-making organ of the
Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Speciea of Wild Animals (CMS),
normally meets at intervals of not more than three years, unleas the
conference decides otherwise. In accordance with Article VII of the
Convention, the Conference held ite fourth meeting at the headquarters of
the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), Nairobi, Kenya, from 7 to
11 June 1994.

The Proceedings of the Fourth Meeting of the Conference of the Parties
include inter alia the report of the meeting, the resclutions and
recommendations adopted by the Conference of the Parties, and reports of
the work of the two sessicnal committees and a working group of the
plenary.

The Proceedings of the Fourth Meeting of the Conference of the Parcies
are alec available in French and Spanish.
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CHAPTER 1

REPORT OF THE FOURTH MEETIRG OF THE
CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

INTRODUCTION

1. The fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention
en the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animale (CHS) was held at
the headquarters of the United Mations Environment Programme [UNEF) .
Mairobi, Kenya, from 7 to 11 June 1994.

AGENDA ITEM 1: OPENING OF THE MEETING

2. The meeting was called to order at 9.30 a.m. on Tuesday, 7 June 1994,
by Mr. R. Hepworth, Chairman of the Standing Cormittes, who acted as
temporary Chairman pending the election of officers. He expressed his
gratitude to UNEP and the CH5 Secretariat for organizing the meeting, which
was the first meeting of the Conference of the Parties to be held outeide
Europe and the first since the United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development (UNCED). He said that the meeting was important for the future
and drew attention to the Strategy for the Future Development of the
Convention, which was before the Conference. That Strategy was intended to
act as a signpost in the post-UNCED era. He also noted that, immediately
after the meeting of the Conference of the Parties, the firat
intergovernmental meeting on the draft African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird
Agreement was to be held. That Agreement was the largest yet envisaged
under the Convention and, as in all other efforts under the Conventicn,
support from UNEP would play a vital role.

3. All Parties to the Convention were invited to participate in the
meating and the following 37 Parties were repreasented:

Argentina Luxembourg
Rustralia Mali

Belgium Horocco
Benin Hetherlanda
Burkina Faso Higer
Cameroon Higeria
Chile Horway

Czech Republic Fakistan
Denmark Fanama

Egypt Philippinas
Eurcpean Community Saudi Arabia
Finland Sanegal
France South Africa
Germany Sri Lanka
Ghana Swedan
Guinea Tunisia
Hungary United Kingdom
India Uruguay
Israel

In accordance with Resolution 3.4 (Geneva, 1991), the following three
Scientific Councillors appointed in 1991 by the Conference of the Parties
attended the meesting:

Dr. Michael Hoser (United EKingdom)
br. William Perrin (United Statea)
Dr. Roberto Schlatter (Chile)
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4. The following 34 States were represented by cbservers:

Armania Papua New Guinaa
Austria Paru

Barbados Poland

Balarus Former Yugoslav Republic of
Central African Republic Macedonia

Chad Rapublic of Moldowva
China Russian Federation
Cote d*Ivoire Slovakia

Dominican Republic Sloventa

Estonia Switzerland

Georgia Togd

Guinea-Bissau Turhkey

Kenya Uganda

Lebanon Ukraine

Lithuania United Republic of
Halawi Tanzania
Hozambigque Zambia

Hyanmar Zimbabwe

5. The following intergovernmental organizations were represented:

Convention on Wetlands of International Importance Especially as
Waterfowl Habitat [RAMSAR)

Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna

and Flora [(CITES)
5. In addition, the following ten non-governmental organizations were
reprasented by ocbeervers:

African Centre for Technology Studies

BirdLife International

Consell Intecnational de la Chasse [CIC)

East African Wildlife Society [ERWS)

ECO'TERRA

Fédération des Associations de Chasseurs de la Communauté Eurcpéenne
{FACE)

IUCH - World Consepvation Union
International Waterfowl and Wetlands Research Bureau [IWRB)
Eanya Wetlands Working Group

Osienala Rssociation

P
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AGEMDAR ITEM 2: WELCOMING ADDRESSES

7. At the cpening session, the Conference heard welcoming addresses from
Me. Elizabeth Dowdeswell, Executive Director of the United Nations
Environment Programme, and Mr. Noah Katana Ngala, Minister for Tourism
and Wildlife of the Republic of Kenya.

B. Ms. Dowdeswell said that, since the last meeting of the Conference of
the Parties, the condition of the world's enviromment continued to be under
intense pressure. The only change was that the call for substantial
changes in worldwide environment policies had been escalating. hfter
briefly reviewing the progress made in all areas since the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED) held in Rio de Janeiro,
June 1992, she said that the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory
Species of Wild Animals was achieving increasing success in terms of self-
ocrganization, a basic global coverage in membership and the preparation of
several regional Agreements. She was also encouraged by the increase in
membership, the high level of attendance at the current meeting, the entry
into force of three regional Agreements concluded under the Convention and
the development of three further Agreementa. The latter three agresments
could easily be concluded within the forthcoming eighteen months if a
number of conditions were met: the Range States concerned were willing to
meet the commitments they had subscribed to at Rio and elsewhare; the
Agreements were sponsored by some Range States, not necessarily Parties to
the Conventlon; and adequate perscnnel capacity was provided for the
Secretariat. UNEP was pleased to host the first intergovernmental meaeting
to discuss the draft African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement. Other
encouraging signs included the initiation by the CMS Secretariat, with the
support of the Scientific Council, of two memoranda of understanding in
order to make the last attempt at safeguarding bird populations on the
brink of extinction, and the proposal to add three more speciea to
Appendix I of the Convention which, if adopted by the Conference, would
increase the number of globally endangered migratory species listed therein
to 55.

5. Turning to the gquestion of whether it was necessary to continue with
the epecialized nature conservaticn conventions in view of the more general
and comprehensive approach undertaken with the Convention on Biclogical
Diversity, she said that both the biologlical diversity convention and ite
funding mechanism were strictly country-related. When the Convention on
Biclogical Diversity had been developed, it had been generally understood
that the existing nature conservation conventions should retain thelr
fields of activities. The Convention on Migratory Species was the only
global and United Natlone-based international organization competent for
the conservation and management of such species, which were one of the moat
vulnerable parts of global bioclogical diversity. She therefore called upon
all countries that had signed the Convention on Biological Diversity to
become Parties to CMS and said that it would be appropriate for the
conference of the Parties at its current meeting to discuss the
relationship between the two conventions.

10. Drawing attention to the proposed Strategy for the Future Development
of the Convention, she said that it was not sufficient simply to agree to
such a strategy; it was alsoc necessary that the organs of the Convention
and the Parties took action to implement it. The Strategy was a pioneercing
effore and thers was no doubt that CHS was leading the way im gatting clear
objectives, identifying priorities and seeking the required resources. She
therefore urged all participants to give it close attention.

11. With regard to the budget for the next triennium, she noted that UNEP
had been requested by the Chairman of the Standing Committee to support the

Fais
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Secretariat more than ever before. In that connection, she said that UNEP,
in providing the Secretariat for the Bonn Convention and a number of other
conventions, assumed ites responsibilities in accordance with the financial
means received from the member States. UNEP had already atarted several
activities to support CMS, which she expected would continue. It would
soon begin a study on all environment and nature conservation conventlions
to look for possible synergies and to avold duplication of effort. UNEP
had alec assisted the CHMS Secretariat in preparing for the current series
of meetings. It looked forward to future discussion on the subject and
would certainly not refuse to give the Convention the support as requested
by the Standing Committee provided that certain requirements were met.

12. In conclusion, ahe sald that, although the Bonn Convention had been
adopted in 1979, it was consistent with the basic principles established by
the Ric Conference, namely to consarve the world's rescurces for the
purpose of their sustainable use. On behalf of UNEP, she expressed her
gratitude to all those countries that had given additional support to the
Convention. She was also grateful to those who had made financial
contributions for the convening of the first intergovernmental meeting on
tha African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement.

13, Mr. Noah Katana Ngala, Minister for Tourism and Wildlife of the
Republic of Kenya, welcomed the participants to his country and hoped that
the Conference would generate the political will to achieve and implement
soluticns to the problems of the loses of biological diversity and the
extinction of species.

i4. He said that, since migratory species crossed political jurisdictions
in their annual movements, there was a particularly urgent need for
international co-operation to protect such species and for improved
mechanisms to halt or reverse the degradation of shared ecosystems. While
there were many bilateral, regional and international treaties bearing on
migratory wildlife, CMS was the only global instrument specifically
concerned with migratory species. He therefore hoped that the Convention
would lead to stronger partnerships at the international level, encouraging
international banks and development agencies to promote its noble
ohjectivas.

15. The Kenyan Government accorded high priority to environmental
conservation issues and eight per cent of the country's land area had been
given protected status of one kind or another. Yet 75 per cent of Kenya's
wildlife was located cutside such protected areas; hence, the paramount
importance attached to the involvement of local communities and land users
in the management of wildlife rescurces. Since tourism in Kenya, one of
its major industries, was largely based on the conservation of bioclogical
systems, Kenya set high store by environmental conservation efforts and was
currently taking steps to accede to the Convention.

16. In conclusion, he noted that, while in other parte of the world it
might be too late to stem the loss of biolegleal diversity, the opportunity
atill exieted in Africa for such intervention and he therefore urged the
Secretariat to make every effort to increase the Convention's constituency
in the African region.

17. He then formally opaned the meeting.
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AGENDA ITEM 3: ADOPTION OF RULES OF PROCEDURE

18. Introducing the provisional rules of procedure (UNEP/CMS/Conf.d4.4) at
the ocpening session of the meeting, the temporary Chairman sald that the
rules had been considered by the 5tanding Committee at its meeting in
January 1994 and again at its meeting the previous day. He then presented
a number of amendments to the draft rules proposed by the Standing
Committee. These amendments were adopted by the Conference as follows:

{a) In provisional rule 2, paragraph 4, the words “State or Party"
should be replaced by the words "non-Party State”;

(b} In provisicnal rule 5, & new paragraph 3 should be added aa
follows to reflect the need for full regional representation in the Bureauw
of the Conference in view of the increasing number of Pacrties:

"The Conference shall aleo elect, from among the representativea
of the Partiea, Vice=Chairmen of Committees I and II. If either
Chairman of Committee I or II is absent or unable to discharge
the duties of Chairman, the respective Vice-Chairman shall
deputize."”

{e) In provisional rule 14, paragraph 1, text omitted in the English
ver@ion a8 a result of a typographical error should be restored so that the
rule would read:

"Without prejudice to the provisions of rule 4, paragraph 2, sach
represantative duly accredited according to rule 3 shall have one
vote. Reglional economic integration organizations, in matters
within their competence, shall exercise their right to vote with
the number of votes egual to the number of their member States
which are Farties. In such case, the member States of such
organizations shall not exercise their right individually.®

19. The Conference aleo agreed with the Standing Committee on the need for
the Committee to examine rule 11 at some future time to ensure that it was
conaistent with the text of the Convention. However, In the interests of
time, it decided that the guestion would not be discussed at the current
maeting, and would be referred back to the Standing Committee.

20. The representative of Pakistan proposed that the phrase “seating
limitations® in rule 1, paragraph 3, and rule 2, paragraph 4, should be
replaced by the words "logistic and other limitations”. The representative
of Australia supported the suggestion but said that the critical miseing
element in the rule was the need for the Secretariat to notify Parties of
any such limitations before the meeting concerned was dus to commence. The
Conference agreed that the matter could be examined by the Standing
Committee during the review of the text of the rules of procedure. ©On that
understanding, the representative of Pakistan withdrew his proposal.

1. Speaking with reference to rule 17, paragraph 4, the representative of
India suggested that the Parties might conslder withholding voting rights
from Parties that had not paid their dues for more than three years.
Failure to pay dues was an indication of lack of interest by such countries
in the purposes of the Convention, and they should therefore forfeit their
right to participate in electicne. The Parties agreed that the useful
suggestion by India should be considered under the discussion of the
Strategy for the Future Development of the Conventlon, which provided for
penalties for Parties in default of their contributions.
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£22: The representative of the Secretariat said that minor discrepancies
had bean noted between the English and French texts of the rules. In the
view of the Secretariat, they did not warrant diecuseion at the current
meeting. He suggested, and the Conference agreed, that the Secretariat
should draw the attention of the Standing Committee to any necessary
changes in that regard so that the Committes could take them into account
in ite examination of the rulee of procedure.

23. The provisional rules of procedure contained in document
UNEP/CHMS//Conf.4.4 were adopted as amended.
AGENDA ITEM 4: ELECTION OF OFFICERS

24. At the opening session, the Conference elected the following officera
by acclamation:

Chairman: Hr. J. Renault (Belglium)
Committee 1

Chairman: Dr. 5.I. Sylla (Senegalj

v = i Mr. P. Canevari [Argencina)
Committeg I1

Chaicman: Dr. P. Bridgewater (Australlia)

Vice-Chajirman: Hr. A.U. Jan (Pakistan)

AGENDA ITEM 5: ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND WORK PROGRAMME
25. At the opening session, the representative of the Secretariat
introduced the provisional agenda as contained ln document
UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.1 (Rev.l}, together with the provieional timetable for the
meeting (UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.3(Rev.1}).

26, The provieional agenda was adopted without amendment and is reproduced
below:

1. Qpening of the meeting.

& Welcoming addresses.

3. Adoption of rules of procedure.

4. Election of officers.

G Adoption of agenda and work programme.

5. Establishment of Credentials Committee and sessional committess.
T Report of Credentlals Cosmittea.

8. Admission of cbaervers.

9. QOpening statements.



10.

11.
12,

11.
14,

15.
16.

17.

18.

15.
20.
21.
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Reporte:

{a) Secretariat;

(b} Depositary;

(e} Standing Committees;

{d} Scientific Council.

Correction of Convantion texte.

Review of implementation of the Conventlion:
{a) Overview of Party reports;

ib} Review of Article IV Agreemente concluded or under
developmant ;

(e} Guidelines on the harmonization of future Agreements;

{d} Heasures to improve the conservation status of Appendix I
species.

Strategy for the future development of the Convention.

Consideration of proposals for amendments to Appendices I and II
of the Convention.

Reporce of sessional committees.

Financial and administrative arrangementa:
{a} Extension of the CHME Trust Fund;

b} Adoption of the budget for 1995-1997;
Institutional arcangemanta:

{a}) Standing Committee;

b} Scientific Council.

Date and wvenue of the fifth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties.

other business.
Adoption of report of the meeting.

Clogure of the meeting.

27. The provisional timetable was also adopted with two amendmente
introduced by the representative of the Secretariat.

Z8. In reviewing the documents before the Conference, the repressntative
of the Secretariat announced that an annotated provisional agenda, listed
as document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.2, would not be issued. He aleso drew the
accention of the Conference to the revised lists of national focal points
and CHM5S Scientific Councillors [UNEP/CHMS/Inf.4.3 and 4.4) and invited
participants to submit any corrections thereto to the Secretariat.
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RGENDA ITEM 6: ESTRBLISHHMENT OF CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE
AND SESSIONAL COMMITTEES

2%. At its opening meeting, the Conference established a Credentials
Committee and elected the following members by acclamation: Europaan
Community, Guinea, Nigeria, Panama and South Africa.

30. As required by rule 23 of the rules of procedure, it aleso established
two sessional committees, with the officers menticoned in paragraph 24
above.

4l. It further established a working group on the Strategy for the Future
Development of the Convention under the chairmanahip of Mr. Hepworth
{United Kingdom). It was understood that that working group was a
subasidiary body of plenary, and that Committees I and Il could establish
their own working groups, if they so wished.

AGENDA ITEM 7: REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

32. After presenting interim reporta at the Bth plenary session of the
meeting, on 11 June, the Chairman of the Credentials Committee presented
his final report, informing the Conference that the Committee had examined
the credentials of representatives of the following Parties attending the
maeting and found them to be in order: Argentina, Australia, Belgium,
Benin, Burkina Fasc, Chile, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, Europsan
Community, Finland, France, Germany, Ghana, Guinea, Hungary, India, Israel,
Morocco, Hetherlande, Higer, Higeria, Norway, Panama, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, South Africa, Srl Lanka, Sweden, Tunisia, United Eingdom
and Uruguay. The following Parties were represented at the meet ing without
credentiale: Cameroon, Luxembourg, Mali and Pakistan, and the following
Parties had not been represented: Ireland, Italy, Monaco, Portugal,
Somalia and Zalre.

AGENDMA ITEM B: ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS

33. The following non-governmental organizations, each of which met the
prescribed criteria, were admitted as observers:

African Centre for Technology Studies

BirdLife Internaticnal

Conseil International de la Chasse (CIC)

East African Wildlife Soclety [ERWS)

ECO'TERRA

Fédération des Associations de Chasseurs de la Communauté Europenne
{ FACE)

IUCH = World Conservation Union

International Waterfowl and Wetlands Research Bureau (IWRE)

Eenya Wetlands Working Group

Osienala Asscciation

AGENDA ITEM 9: OPENING STATEMENTS

4. A= footnoted in the agenda, opening statements were not presented
orally but were distributed in writing. They are reproduced in a separate
volume, together with national reports on implementation of the Convention
received from Parties. The observer for Switzerland made an oral
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statement, however, informing the Conference that on 25 May 1994 him
Government had submitted a proposal to Parliament for accession to the
convention by Switzerland. Switzerland locked forward to closer co-
operation with the Bonn Convention and intended to make a modest
contribution to the respective fund.

35. Under this item, the representative of India also made a statement in
which he referred to the Symposium on Animal Migration, held the previcus
day, at which the status of most major species of migratory birds had been
presented. Noting that none of the States of the former Soviet Union,
where most such birde originated, were party to the Convention, he stressed
the need to encourage those States to become Parties.

36. Alsoc under this item, the observer for Chad said that her country’s
participation in the meeting was testimony to its commitment to becoma
party to the Convention and to learn from the experience of the current
Parties. She was convinced that the results of the meeting would be
significant for Chad's national conservation strategies.

37. At the Sth plenary session, the Co-ordinator reported that opening
statements had been submitted in written form by several Governments and
organizations. Slovakia had stated that the responsible Minietry had
already prepared the necessary proposal to ite Government for ascesslion to
the Convention. In addition, Switzerland had confirmed that on 25 May 1594
the Conseil Fédéral (Cabinet) had submitted a proposal to the Swiss
Parliament that Switzerland should join the Bonn Convention and the matter
would be decided upon later in the year.

38, The Co-ordinator further reported that statements had also baen
received from the United Kingdom, Belarus, BirdLife International, the
Fédération des Associations de Chasseurs de la Communauté Européenne [FACE)
and the Conseil International de la cChasse (CIC). The representative of
the European Community expressed his reservaticns about the statement
recaeived from BirdLife International. He believed that the statement might
be construed as being a way of manipulating public opinion regarding the
European Community's recent directives regarding the banning of hunting of
returning migratory birds and the definition of the hunting season for
those birds. The only objective of the Community's recent directive was to
seek greater clarification of an existing directive.

39. The Co-ordinator alsc reported that many Party reports had been
received during the Conference, together with reports from cbserver
countries. Although received late, all those reports would be subjected to
the usual Secretariat review.

MGENDA ITEH 10: REPORTS

A. Secretarjat

40. At the opening session, the Co-ordinator of the Secretariat drew
attention to the report of the Secretariat contained in document
UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.5.1. The report had been prepared relatively recently and,
since that time, most of the Secretariat’'s work involved preparation for
the current series of meetings being held in Nairecbi. The only new
initiative of the Secretariat, not menticned in the report, had been the
memorandum of understanding en the Slender-billed curlew.

41. Turning to some of the main points of the report, he welcomed the
seven States that had become Parties since the last meeting of the
conference - in chronoleogical order: South Africa, Argentina, Monaca,
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Guinea, Morocco, Philippines and the Czech Republic = and said that it was
very encouraging that good channels of communication had already been
established between them and the Secretariat. Throughout the reporting
pericd,; one of the pricrities of the Secretariat had been the developmant
and promotion of Agresments. A great deal of work had been devoted to
developing and writing proposale in conBultation with experts and
represantativea of Parties. He hoped that that work would result in
progress for the Convention in the future. Another Secretariat priority
had been to communicate with non-Parties, an area that was highlighted in
the report of the Standing Committee. Again, he hoped that that activity
would lead to increased success and a larger number of Parties. Referring
to the encouraging information received from countries regarding their
intention to become Partiea to the Convention, he said that the Secretariat
would appreciate it if positive indications were submitted in written form
from those countries in which the legal procedures for ratification or
acceasion had been initiated.

42. Another area in which the Secretariat had devoted considerable efforts
was in revieing the list of Range Statea, a major tasmk given the political
changes of the 19%0s. He requested all representatives and experta from
the Range States to examine that list (document UNEP/CHS/Inf.4.2) and to
submit to the Secretariat any comments or proposals for correction or
amendment. He also welcomed all the representatives from the Central and
Eastern Eurcpean countries who were attending the meeting of the Conference
of the Parties for the first time.

43. During the reporting period, the Secretariat maintained regular links
with the Government of Germany, the Depositary of the Convention, and its
Ministry of Environment. Germany was the main contributor to the
Convention Truet Fund and aleso provided additional voluntary support for
technical work including the preparation of meetings and the funding of
travel for representatives from developing countries. He underscored the
statement made by the Executive Director of UNEP in her welcoming addresa
that the Secretarlat would appreciate any financial or in-kind assistance
given to CHS5. Finally, he expressed his appreciation for the tremendous
input received from the Chairman of the Standing Committes over the
reporting period.

B. pepogitary

44. At its 2nd plenacy session, on 7 June 1994, the Conference continued
ite consideration of agenda item 10. Turning to sub=-item 10 (b}, the
Chairman called upon the representative of the Depositary (Germany) to
introduce its report [(document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.5.2.), and said that he
believed that item 11 of the agenda, “Correction of Convention texts=,
would aleo initially be covered by the discussion of that report. The
representative expressed his thanks for the co-operation which had enabled
progress to be made in the preparation of the French and Spanish texts of
the Convention, which the Depositary was still trying to complete.

45. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat said that, although the Depositary
and the German Hinistry of the Environment had done considerable work on
the text of the Conwventlion, the goal set by the Depositary lteelf in the
third meeting of the Conference of the Partles (Geneva, 1991) had not been
makt. The Depositary should be requested by the Parties to do lte utmost to
crganite the updating of the texts and prepare them for publication in the
official United Nations gazette. The Secretariat had worked very hard to
apsist the Depositary with the English, French and Spanish versions and the
updating of the Appendices. The Depositary saw a legal problem concerning
whether the Secretariat or the Depoaitary was the body responeible for such
updating. The Secretariat believed responsibility lay with the Depositary.

;l‘l-‘l-
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The Secretariat further asked whether the work to update the Appendices
after the present meeting of the Parties could also be done together with
the corrections to the official language versions.

46. The representative of the United Kingdom, speaking as Chairman of the
Standing Committes, said that, as pointed out in the Committee report to
the present meeting, the lack of cfficial language versions of the textse
was unhelpful to the Conventiocn globally and needed to be resolved gquickly.
He suggested that there should be a target, say the end of the curcent
year, to resclve at least the English, French and Spanish texte. The long
time which had already elapsed in preparation work was causing problems in
promoting the Convention. The representative of the Depositary said that
he accepted the Standing Committee Chairman’s suggestion concerning the
English, French and Spanish versions. He believed that the question should
be brought up in connection with the upcoming discussion on the Strategy
paper, which devoted space to the texts of the Convention.

47. The representative of Saudi Arabia asked to be able to review the
Arabic version of the text for linguistic corrections. The representative
of the Depositary replied that he could make an Arabic text available,
although certain problems had arisen and the Depositary was trying to
advance things. The observer from Switzerland relterated that the country
wished to accede to the Convention; Aif the text were ready by the end of
the year, Parliament could be asked to accept it for consideration. The
representative of the Depositary said it would make itea best efforts to
have a German text ready for both Rustria and Switzerland to examine. The
Chairman concluded that it would mark an important step if all texts were
to be ready by the end of the year.

€. Standing Committes

48. The Chairman of the Standing Committee, Mr. Robert Hepworth (United
Kingdom), introducing the report of the Committee contained in dogument
UNEP/CMS/conf.4.5.3, sald that it was intended to be an information rather
than an actien document. Drawing attention to certain points within the
text that would be relevant to the subsequent discussions, he noted that in
its annual meetings the Committee had been able to keep under scrutiny the
policy, operations and resources of the Convention and had given epecial
attention to the preparation of a strategy for the future development of
CM5. Other priorities included a study of the participation of developing
countries in CMS, encouraging new parties to join, improving publicity for
CMS, trying to resolve problems on the text of the Convention and planning
the fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties in Nairobi. Thea main
priority, the Strategy paper, which recommended selective and targeted
expansion of CM5 activities, had been worked on for the whole triennium.
Recommendations included further work to develop and support reglonal
species Agreements; the cbtaining of Global Environment Facillity (GEF)
funds; and promoting CM5 to attract new parties. The recommendations of
the Strategy concerning the future role of the Standing Committee would
mean a substantial programme of work for the next triennium.

49. Highlighting the importance of publicizing CMS, the Chairman of the
Committee said that for the first time a brochure on it had been produced
in four languages. To increase the participation and involvement of
developing countries in CM5, the Committee had endorsed the distribution of
the Secretariat’s guestionnaire to Parties, and it had also been fed into
the Strategy. Concerning the attempts to persuade the United States Eo
participate in CMS, the news was disappointing. As he had reported to the
Committee at its meeting on 6 June, the United States had communicated that
it was pleased to note the fourth meeting of the Conference of the Partiea
and would look forward to seeing the reports it received from its Permanent
representative to UNEP. The United States had said that it atill had
concerns about CMS and was not prepared to accede at the present time.
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However, it would continue to receive information and review its position.

50. Concerning paragraph 14 of his report, the Chairman of the Committes
drew attention to the cost implications of the Nairobi meating, noting that
the Committee had felt it preferable not to meet in Eurcpe. The idea of
conducting consecutive meetings of the sessional committees had been
adopted because of the difficulty some delegations had had in attending
simultaneous meetings of working bodies. There would be an examination of
how well the practice functioned and co-operation was needed with the
Chairman of the Conference to ensure that issues covered by the Committees
were not reopened in plenary. O©On the gquestion of the budget of CM5 for
1995-1997, the Committee had decided to recommend that part of the current
accumulated balance in the Trust Fund should be used to reduce the increase
in contributicns over the next three years. Resources allocated, he noted,
had not been used because of a lack of manpower to do so.

51. Turning to paragraph 16 of his report, on administrative work and the
assignmant by UNEP of an Administrative Officer to the Secretariat, the
Committee Chalrman said that subsequent to the preparation of the report
discussions had been held with UNEP. He belleved a solution could be found
that met the needs of UNEP concerning administration and those of CMS.
Drawing attention to the table on page 8 of his report, the Committee
Chairman said that difficulties had been experienced in overseeling
expenditures over the triennium since it had not had access to adequate
information and annual reports on actual expenditures, so the Committee's
overview had been inadequate. Any shortcomings were not due to the
Secretariat, which had dene what it could. In conclusion, he expreased hie
thanks to the members of the S5tanding Committes for their co-operation
throughout the triennium and for their positive attitude to the tasks in
hand. The Chairman of the Conference thanked the Chairman of the Standing
Committee for his personal efforts in the work undertaken.

52. One representative, referring to paragraph 2 of document
UNEP/CHS/4.5.3, asked whether the Standing Committee could alone approve
ite rules of procedure or whether it needed to seek the approval of the
Partiea. 1In reply, the Chairman said that the Secretariat had informed him
that Conference Resoluticn 2.5 of 1988 enabled the Committee to establish
ite own rules of procedure.

D. Scientific Council

53. The report of the Scientific Council, document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.4,
was introduced by the Chairman of the Council, Prof. Wim J. Wolff
iNetherlands). He said that at present 19 Parties had appointed a member
to the Scientific Council, leaving five Parties that had not done so. The
third meeting of the Conference of the Parties had also appointed four
mambers to the Council because of their scientific expertise. Explaining
that professional commitments lay behind his decision to resign the
chairmanship, he said that Dr. Devillers had been elected to replace him,
with Dr. Jean Ngog Nje from Camercon as Vice-Chairman.

54. With regard to the review of the Appendices of CHS, he pointed to
annex 2 of the S5trategy, contained in document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.11, which
contained the list he had prepared of taxonomic groups to be assessed for
possible inclusion in the Appendices. He expected that the review should
be completed before the next meeting of the Council in 1996. The task
would reguire that part of the work be done by contracted external
consultants. Concerning the implementation of Resolution 3.2, the Council
had concluded that action, to be fully effective, should be directed
towards a small number of highly threatened species. It was not poseible
for the Council to deal with two of the species covered by that resolution,
and he requested that the Conference consider relieving it of the task. A
proposal had been made at the Scientific Council to add one species to
Appendix I and to develop an action plan in that respect. Concerning the
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Houbara bustard (Chlamydotis undulata), some progress towards an Agroement
had been made, but work was not yet at an end. A review report on the
Slender-billed curlew (Numenius tepuirostris) was being finalized with
inputs from several sides. Also, the Councillor from Australia had agreed
to take the lead in developing a regicnal action plan for marine turtleas.
The Scientific Council had considered Appendix I with a view to identifying
additional species regquiring concerted action under Resolution 3.2. A
number of gazelles had been studied by a working group; the Ruddy-headed
goose (Chloephaga rubidiceps) was the subject of work by Argentina and
Chile and agreement seemed to be at an advanced stage. Developments with
regard to the Agreement on the Siberian crane would be reported later in
the meeting.

£5. The Chairman of the Council said that the 1993 meeting in Bonn had
discussed eriteria for establishing priorities for the development of
future Agreements. The discussion had resulted in the document contained
in annex 4 to document UMEP/CMS/Conf.4.11. Applying those criteria, the
Council had developed a list of about 30 possible future Agreements, and
for about 20 of those one or more Councillors had offered to produce
background papers. However, it would be difficult to manage the
development of so many new Agreements at the same time. It was decided to
focus attention on Sahelo-Saharan mammals and on albatrosses worldwide.
The small working group referred to in paragraph 11 of his report had been
given responsibility for an Agreement on the Sahelo-Saharan mammals. The
Councillors from Australia and Uruguay had agreed to take the lead for an
Agreement on albatrosses and their work had resulted in a number of
candidates for future listing of albatrosses in Appendix II of the
Convention. Australia had felt it necessary to undertake further
consultations, and it was expected that before the next meeting of the
Council an action plan could be developed. A working group on small
cetaceans in South-East Asia had been set up. The development of an
Agreement in that field was hampered by the lack of knowledge concerning
the migration of those species and States were asked to undertake further
research into the matter.

§6. With regard to the work of IUCH on the definition of varicus
categories of threat the Chairman said there might be consequences for CMS.
It was better to wait and see what resulted from IUCN and then make further
recommendations to a future meeting of the Conference of the Parties. In
conclusion, Prof. Wolff expressed his profound thanks to the members of the
Scientific Council for their co-operation and commitment and also to the
Secretariat. The Chalirman of the Conference expressed gratitude to

Prof. Wolff for his work in chairing the Scilentific Council and
congratulated him on being awarded the Wilhelmshaven prize for research on
marine ecology.

£7. The representative of Pakistan enguired who covered the travel costs
for the meetings of the Council. He also believed that the Council was a
large body and perhaps a smaller Council would be more cost-effective. The
Chairman replied that the developed countries’ delegations covered their
own travel costs. To that, the representative of the Secretariat added
that Conference Resolution 3.4 provided for financing of travel of
developing country delegates through sponsorship. The Bonn meeting had
been the best attended. Nairobi was also well attended so travel
provisions were functioning well. The representative of Pakistan
reiterated his view that a small Council of high-level experts was neaded.
Another representative also expressed reservations about the number of
Councillors, saying it presented operational problems and that at recent
meetings discussion had covered administrative rather than truly scientific
issues. One other representative pointed out that, unlike the Standing
Committes, which had been created by the Conference of the Parties, the

Joua
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Scientiflec Council had been created under Article VIII of the Convention
itself, which stated that any Party could appoint a member to the Council.
Thus, it could not and should not be limited, since any Party that wanted
to had the right to be involved in its activities. Prof. Wolff said it was
an advantage to have many countries on the Council, as there was an
improved chance to exchange information and to check on things. One
representative deplored the fact that at the last meeting of the Council
there had been an absence of representatives from certain regiones and he
underlined the importance of having more countries represented. Another
reprasentative said that the Council was the backbone of CHS. It advised
on the species for inclusion in the Appendices and & member from each Party
wag therefore indispensabla.

S8. The representative of Saudi Arabia asked for clarification conceeEning
what populations of the Houbara bustard (Chlamydotis yndulata) were
referred to in paragraph 17 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.&4.5.4. for inclusion
in Appendix I. The Chairman of the Council replied that it referred to all
populations, indeed, to the entire species. The representative then said
that his country would need time for consideration and wanted to record a
reservation concerning putting the Houbara bustard in Appendix I.

AGENDA ITEM 11: OCORRECTION OF CONVEMTION TEXTS

59. For the discussion under thie item see paragraphs 44 to 47 of the
present report.

RGENDA ITEM 12: REVIEW OF IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION

h. Overview of Party reports

60. At the 8th session of the meeting, on 11 June, the Chairman drew
attention to the draft resslution on Party reportes, contained in document
UNEP/CH5/Res.4.1. The annex to the resolution contained a proposal for
standard formats for initial and updated reports by the Parties.

&l. One representative suggested deleting the words “by Parties” in
paragraph 4, since the Secretariat gathered information from other scurces
as wall. In view of the constraints of time, however, and as the igsue had
not yet been discussed between the proponent and the Secretariat, the
Chairman proposed that the resolution should be adopted as it stood.

62. The Conference unanimously adopted Resclution 4.1.

B. Review of Article IV Agreements concluded
er upder development

63. In his brief introduction to sub-item (b}, the Co-ordinator drew
attention to document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.8, containing a report by the
Secretariat on the issue, which constituted one of the key areas of the
Convention. He noted that the Convention itself had invited Party
countries to conclude Agreements in which not only Party countries could
join, but all Range Statea, whether Parties or not. Three Agreements had
entered into force and two of them had already shown excellent results.
The Agreement on the Conservation of Seale in the Wadden Sea had been
responsible for concerted action by the Range States, resulting in a
recovery of the seal population and its re-sstablishment at a stable level.
The Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Baltic and
Horth Seas had an interim secretariat established by the United Kingdom,
which was preparing the first meeting of the Parties, toc be hosted by
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Sweden in September 1994. The CMS Secretariat had also been involved in
the preparation, and invitation letters had been sent out. The Agreement
on the Conservation of Bats in Europe was possibly the largest and most
important Agreement concluded so far, he stated, and the United Kingdom had
established an interim secretariat and would also host the firet meeting of
the Parties, hopefully in June 1995.

64. Concerning section I.D of document UNEF/CMS/Conf.4.8, dealing with the
Memorandum of Understanding concerning Consecvation Heasures for the
Siberian crane, the representative of the Secretariat referred to the
perilous state of the western and central Asian populaticns of the Siberian
crane noting that only six specimens had wintered in the Islamic Republic
of Iran and none in India in 1994, compared to 20 in 1993. The Memorandum
of Understanding had taken effect on 1 July 1993, and had been signed by a
State that was a non-Party, the Russian Federation, which had undertaken to
develop a more detalled Species Conservation Plan, in collaboration with
the other Range States. There were nine Range States overall, and the
Secretariat had been making efforts to have them sign the Memorandum.

There had been a provisional plan to hold a Range State meeting, to be
hosted by India, in early 1994. That had not happened, therefore India was
now considering hosting such a meeting im 1995.

65. In response to the Chairman‘'s guestion on further news of accession on
the part of India, the representative of India replied that although India
atill had three reservations concerning the text of the Memorandum, it had
initiated procedures to sign and, under a new procedure the Government of
India had established, the relevant Minietcy had forwarded the Memorandum
to the Cabinet Committee. With regard to the wintering of the Siberian
crane in India, the numbers involwved had been decreasing eince 1985; only
five birds came in 1993, and none in 1994. However, six captive-bred birds
had been introduced, of which two had become residents in the national
park; it was hoped the situation would change for the better.

66. On the question of section II of the report, on Agreements under
development, the representative of the Secretariat gave an update on the
draft Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Mediterranean
and Black Seas. Recalling that the text of a draft Agreement had first
bean discussed in February 1991, and an intergovernmental meeting had been
held in Athens in October 1992, after which re-drafting had begun, the
representative of the Secretariat said that no final revised version had
yet been arrived at, although all the Range States had expressad
considerable interest. To the Chairman's guestion on whether a deadline
existed for the conclusicn of the Agreement, the representative of the
Secretariat responded that it would try to arrive at a date for a meeting
to finalize the Agreement.

67. The Co-ordinator noted that the Secretariat had limited manpower
rescurces, having only two Professional staff members, plus two
administrative assistants and the part-time assistance of a scientific
adviser, seconded from the German Government. Prioritiea had had to be
set, and, in consultation with the Standing Committee, he had established
that the draft Agreement on the Conservation of African-Eurasian Migratory
Waterbirds was a high priority. The philosophy guiding the Secretariat in
regard to migratory waterbirde had been that,; instead of creating 100 or
more separate Agreements, those should be gathered together and a larger
Agreement created to start with. After the African-Eurasian Agreement,
work could turn to an Aslan-Paclific Agreement, and then to a third
Agreement, for the Americas, or a reactivated Western Hemisphere Agreament,
8o that the waterbirds of the entire globe could be covered with three
Agresmente. After that would come Agreements for birde other than
waterbirds, and memoranda of understanding for species having special
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requiremeants.

68. The representative of the Netherlands expressed his Government's
gratitude to the Secretariat for developing the draft Agreements; his
Government had offered to sponsor the Agreement on the Consecvation of
African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirda, by financing the secretariat for an
initial pericd of three years and would also agree to act as depositary, as
wall as organlzing the first meeting of the Parties. A Minister of the
Hetherlands Government would come to Nairobi to open the meeting on the
draft Agreement on 12 Juna.

5%3. The representative of the European Community drew the attention of tha
Chairman to paragraph 18 of document UMEP/CMS/Conf.4.8, and ite
corresponding footnote. He wished to have it reflected in the report of
the meeting that it had never been said that there had been a fundamental
change in the policy of the Commission of the European Communities in the
field of nature conservation. While the Community had withdrawn from the
efforts to conclude a separate Agreement for the conservation of the White
stork, it had been backing the broader waterbird Agreement, pledging an
amount of US§ 140,000, and had hoped that the current meetings would lead
tc a final Agreement being signed.

70. One representative thanked those who had taken those initiatives and
said that his Government had organized similar agreementa at a local level.
He hoped that agreements of the type under discussion would support ongoing
efforts for conservation in all transborder regions.

71. Speaking on the draft Agreement on the Conservation of Migratory
Waterbirde of the Asia-Pacific Reglion, the representative of the
Secretariat reported progress on that draft Agreement and how it fitted
into the philosophy guiding the Secretariat in its work. He added that
that draft Agreement was moving slowly, perhaps because in the Asia-Pacific
region membership of the Convention was less well-established than in other
regions. Nevertheless, the draft text needed early revision in the light
of developments with respect to the parallel African-Eurasian Agreement.
The Secretariat had been looking for a venue for a meeting to discuss this,
and had been encouraging other countries to join in. It looked to
Australia to give a lead in developing the excellent potential of the draft

Agreement.

72. The representative of Australia welcomed the cpportunity to inform the
Conference of the Parties on what Australia and other countries had been
discussing on the issue. He was of the opinion that the initiatives and
ongoing work on general coneervation issues within the reglion were quite
compatible with the draft Agreement. Australia would host a workshop later
in the year and would ralse the question of participating in CM5 with those
attending the workshop. In some ways, since the draft Agreement had a high
potential, it might be better to move slowly to obtain a wider Agreement.
The representative of the Philippines said that she wae happy with the
initiation of the draft Agreement and her Government would try to support
and facilitate the finalization of the Agreement.

73. MAddressing the Memcrandum of Understanding concerning Conservation
Heasures for the Slender-billed Curlew, the Co-ordinator of the Secretariat
said that the Memorandum was a new instrument initiated by the Secretariat,
with the encouragement of the European Community and with the help of a
scientific adviser seconded by the German Government, BirdLife
International and the Scientific Counciller of the Eurcpean Community. The
Secretariat was ready to prepare a revised memorandum, and noted that of 27
Range S5tates, several were represented at the present conference. The
Secretariat's scientific adviser would like to invite representatives of

T



UNEPR/CMS/Conf.4.16
Page 17

ten Range States of the species to a meeting. Those States were: Austria,
Egypt, Hungary, Morocco, Oman, Tunisia and Ukraine (regular Range States)
and Geocrgia, Israsl and United Arab Emirates (occasional Range Statea).

The representative of the Netherlands said that, although his wae not a
Range State of the Slender-billed curlew, a statement of co-operation had
been signed with the Biological Institute in Novosibirek, where the
Netherlands had been co-operating to identify the breeding grounds of the
bird in Central Siberia and was aleo working with BirdLife International.
He asked whether observers could attend the Range State meeting.

74. Turning to section III, "Other projecte” included in the Secretariat
report, the Chairman gave the floor to the Conference-appointed Scientific
Councillor, Dr. William Perrin, to speak on Agreements arising from the
small cetaceans review. Dr. Perrin stated that in the previcus year the
Scientific Council, at its meeting in Bonn, had discussed cases of emall
cetaceans for which conservation action might be required or appropriate in
addition to what was already on course. The areas and activities involved
the Amazon and Orinoco basine, where freshwater dolphines were endangered
due to habitat encroachment; the freshwater dolphins of the Indlan sub-
continent; and the marine dolphins of the South and Central American and
the South-East Asian regions, where meveral species were seriously affectad
by fishing activities. The Council had already appointed a Small Cetacean
Working Group to play a role in developing new Agrosmeénts.

75. ©On the subject of marine turtles, the representative of Australia said
that hie country had been acting as focus for the development of an
Agreement on their conservation, and, while it was too garly to say much
about the status of a possible Agreement, since a number of Range States
were not members of the Convention, he thought that moves should be made at
a political level. The representative of the Secretariat said that,
following a presentation at the Scientific Council on the conservation of
marine turtles, there had been great intecest from West Africa.
Representatives of coastal States from West Africa and South Africa had
been invited to advise the Conference on the potential for marine turtle
conservation work in that region. The focus should be on regions where no
other organizations had tackled conservation work. The representative of
Nigeria said that some States from West Africa would hold a meeting on the
ispue and report back before the end of the present conference.

76. ©On the guestion of migratory mammale in arid and semi-arid zones, the
representative of France reported that a small working group established by
the Scientific Council had studied and prepared a report on the antelope
species Addax nasomaculatus, Gazella dorcas and Gazella leptoceros, and had
bagun to prepare an Action Plan, for which basic guidelines were ready.

The working group's mandate had also included developing proposals for the
listing of additional species. After reflection, and due to the workload,
the group thought & more flexible mechanism, such as concentrating on the
implementation of the Action Plan, might be more productive. The
Conference could decide on such an option. The representative of Mali
expressed his agreement and alec recommended a flexible approach, as the
gituation in the area wae not fully known. It had been suggested that
Addax pasomaculatus exists in Mali, but that had not been confirmed, and
little information was available about Gazella leptoceros. Mall would like
toc obtain rellable information; in the meantime, an Action Flan would be
the beat option. One representative supported the views of the
representative of France, and stated that the relevant mechanism existed.
Another representative, in supporting the previcus speakers, stated that it
was a lengthy procedure to cbtain draft and later final agreements, whereas
it would seem useful to take concrete action as soon as possible.

77. With regard to & possible Agreement on the Houbara bustard, the
representative of Saudi Arabia said that a draft Agreement had been
formulated by the Saudi Arablan MHational Commiseion for Wildlife
Conservation and Develcpment, but royal approval had not yet been given to
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it. Saudi Arabia had reservations about upgrading the population of that
species. Asked by the representative of Pakietan whether the draft
Agreement involved other countries, the representative of Saudi Arabia
replied that it did include other countries and would be distributed after
royal approval had been ocbtained.

78. The observer from BirdLife International stated that his organization
was interested in that rare epecies, and would like to be informed of any
Action Plan that might be formulated. BirdLife International was ready to
give assistance regardless of which host country was involved. The
reprasentative of India stated that his country was aleoc interested. The
1993 Scientific Council meeting had noted that the apacies had been found
in 11 countries; he suggested that the emall working group should
coordinate with those countries in the finalization of a draft Agreemant .
In relation to & memorandum of understanding, he wondered if it were
possible to stop the hunting activities that were still continuing. If the
Range S5tates agreed to stop hunting activities, that could form the basia
of a memorandum of understanding. The representative of Tunisia stated
that he was happy a draft Agreement was being prepared and asked if Saudi
Arabia could pass & draft to the Secretariat; that was urgent in view of
the alarming situation facing the species. The representative of Saudi
Arabla replied that he could not define a date, but hopefully in the near
future the draft could be distributed to Range States. The Co-ordinator of
the Secretariat reminded countries to send status reporte to the
Secretariat; only two countries had sent those, and the Secretarlat neaded
up~to-date informatlion.

79. With reference to a possible Agreement for Qtle tarda, the Great
bustard, the representative of Hungary recalled that the species had been
included in Appendix II and was proposed for listing in Appendix I at tha
present conference. Due to agriculture, loss of breeding sitea and
wintering areas, the species waes facing extinction; and now only existed in
the Czech Republic, Slovakia, seven mlddle-European States, Ruselan
Federation and Hungary. Hungary was planning a survey and the development
of a draft Agreement over the next eighteen monthe, but needed recent data
from neighbouring countries. By the end of 1995, a draft Agresment would
ba ready to send to the Secretariat. Commenting on the subject at the
Secretariat's reguest, the cobserver from IUCH - World Consecvation Union,
Mr. P. Goriup, expressed the view that Hungary should raiee its eighte
higher and consider the incorporaticn of dry grassland birds in general,
expanding the scope of the draft Agreemant to cover Palasarctic species
such as the quail, corncrake, etc.

80. The representative of Australlia, addressing the list of species
identified for consideration by the Scientific Council, said that according
to work done over the last three years on the northercn hustralian
population of sirenians, that species was not in any danger, at least in
Australia. Albatrocsses; he added, should have much higher priority; more
of the crucial background research work in the southern oceans was still to
be done and his country expected to see a detailed proposal available
before the next meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

Bl. In reply to the Chairman's guestion about tropical region action on
thoee epecies identified by the Scientific Council, the representative of
Chile regrected the lack of information about the species mentioned. In
the case of f[lamingoes, there was a four-countrcy agreement 1n Flltl between
Chile, Argentina, Peru and Bolivia. Chile would aleo like the vicuna to be
included, and was wvery concerned about the plight of albatroeses. In the
south Atlantic there were other species known to be suffering damage, but
the availlable information was insufficlent.
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82. The representative of Uruguay said that, as planned at the fourth
meeting of the Scientific Council (Bonn, 1993), studies on albatrosses had
been provided as a preliminary contribution to the Scientific Council
meeting., Uruguay would like to contribute to the drafting of an Agreesment
and had also been gathering information on migratory species in the Rio de
la Plata basin, particularly on the migratery population of pinnipeds. He
added that Uruguay was concerned about two Southern Cone species in the
South Atlantic: the migrant duck population in Brazil, Argentina and
Uruguay, which was being hunted, and the Black-necked swan with a
population of about 40,000 in Chile, Brazil, Argentina and Uruguay, which
was being exported illegally. Unfortunately there had been no ringing
programme, but two meetings had been held to set up a census and determine
guidelines for conservation. Under Article IV of the Convention, Uruguay
wished to propose the development of a formal Agreement for the Black-
necked swan. The representative of the Secretariat drew attention to the
suggestions for criteria for priorities included in the Strategy for the
Future Development of the Convention {document UNEP/CHMS/Conf.4.11} which
included neotropical species. The representative of Peru supported the
poeition held by Uruguay, and said that Peru was undertaking a census of
vicuna; Peru was of the opinion that that species should also come in for
conaideration.

€. Guidelines on the harmonization of future Agreements

83. The Guidelines contained in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.9 were introduced
by the Co-ordinator of the Secretariat, who paid that, because of the
workload of the Secretariat and the difficulty in finding a highly
specialized consultant, the work initiated on the basis of the 1991 reguest
for guidelines had been carried out only during the current year and the
document had been received in May 1994. The document was very profound and
needed further consideration to be transformed into genuine guidelines.

84. The Secretariat recommendations concerning how to approach the
guidelines, he continued, were set out in paragraphs 5({a) and 5(b) of the
covering note. Meanwhile, the present guidelines could in the ahort term
serve as a basis for the further development of Agreemants. The
representatives of Sweden and of India pupported the suggestion in
paragraph 5(b) that a working group to study the guidelines be sat up. The
representative of the European Community said the document had been
received rather late and, owing to the need to consider it and having
already noted some problems, he preferred that some other golution be found
than those suggested and that discussion be deferred. That puggestion was
supported by the representatives of pustralia and of Saudi Arabia. The
representative of the United Kingdom said that the important document
should be given a more detailed hearing, either in Committee II or in a
working group. Although finalizaticn of the guidelines would take time, at
least something could be made available. A simple set of guidelines which
could be helpful could be extracted from the document, thereby avoiding the
danger that more time could pass before complete guidelinea wera ready.

The representative of Uruguay observed that Agreements represented the main
tools of CMS and such a delicate issue should be discussed in plenary.

85. Re-opening discussion of the sub-item at the Bth session of the
meeting, the Chairman drew attention to the draft resolution

[(UHEP/CHM5 /Ras.4.3) containing & proposal on how to proceed with the
guidelines for the harmonization of future Agreements. The representative
of the European Community drew attention te the wording of preambular
paragraph 2, "Regggnizing that the report needs to be examined by the
Governments of the Parties,” and suggested that the words "the Governments
of* should be deleted. In addition, he stated that, while the Eurcpean
Community accepted the general thrust of the Guidelines, LE could not
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accept the passage in chapter XII suggesting that regional economic
integration organizations should exercise their right to vote with a number
of votes equal to the number of their member States which were Parties to
the Agreement in guestion and actually present at the time of the vote.

The position of the European Community was that it could not accept any
wording which limited ite right, as & regional economic integration
organization, to act on behalf of all ite member States on matters within
ites compatence, whether or not the States concerned were present.

B&6. With these clarifications and with the agresment of the meeting to
amend preambular paragraph 2 in the manner described above, the Conference
adopted the resclution unanimously.

D. Heasures to improve the conservatjion status of Appendix I species

87. At the Bth session of the meeting, on 11 June, the Chairman drew
attention to the draft resoclution on Appendix I apecies, contained in
documant UNEF/CH5/Res.d4.2, which was introduced by the Secretariat. The
resclution was adopted by the Conference unanimously, without amendment.

BE. The Chairman then drew attention to the recommendation contained in
paragraph B2 of the report of the fifth meeting of the Scientific Council
(UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.5), concerning a draft memorandum of understanding on
congervation measures for the Slender-billed curlew (Humenjus

tenuirosatrie).

89. Several representative recalled the discussion in Committee I on the
iseue, at which it had been agreed that the text of the memorandum would be
finalized with the Range States concerned, and that the Secretariat would
review all suggested amendmente and circulate a reviesed text to Parties.

It was stressed that problems could arise in the future if the revised text
of the memorandum did not take full account of the concerns expressed by
Parties.

890. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat confirmed that Committee I had
agreed to recommend to the plenary session of the Conference that it should
take note of and endoree the recommendation of the Scientific Couwncil to
urge all Range States to accept the memorandum of understanding and to
carey out all necessary steps to save the species from extinction. GSoma
minor changes to the text of the memorandum would be necessitated by
suggestions from Range States but thoee would not affect the recommendation
to be taken by the plenary at its curréent session.

91. In the light of that explanation, the Conference unanimously agreed to
accept the recommendation of the Scientific Council, as endorsed by
Committee I.

AGENDA ITEM 13: STRATEGY FOR THE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF THE COMVENTION

92. The Conference considered agenda item 13 (Strategy for the future
development of the Convention) at the 3rd session of the meeting, on
8 June 1994.

%3. Introducing the ltem, the representative of the Secretariat drew the
attention of the Confarence to the Strategy for the Future Development of
the Convention [UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.11), which had been prepared following a
request made by the Conference of the Parties at its third meeting. The
Standing Committee had overseen the preparatory work and had reviewed

progress at each of the four meetinge it had held since the third meeting
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of the Conference. After initial discussions in 1992, the Secretariat had
prepared a series of drafts with inputs from the Chairman of the Standing
Committee and the Scientific Council. The document currently before the
Conference had been agreed with the Standing Committee and consisted of two
broad parts: a review of past performance, which used both indirect and
direct performance indicators; and a strategy for achieving the aims and
objectives of the Convention. That second part of the Strategy consisted
of seven chapters, each containing appropriate recommendatione: chapter 3,
which was of particular importance, discussed the linkages between CM5, the
Convention on Biological Diversity and the Global Environment Facility;
chapter 4 focused on ways to increase the membership and the gecgraphical
coverage of the Convention; chapter 5 contained recommendations to ensure
that work was focused on the species most in need of attention; chapter 6
outlined measures to improve implementaticn of the Convention; ehapter 7
dealt with Agreements and the need to set priorities for their davelopment j
chapter 8 concerned institutional arrangements and resource requirements;
and chapter 9 focused on ways to promote the objectives of the Convention.

#4. The Chairman invited general comments from the participants, on the
understanding that the Strategy would be discussed in more detail bath in
Committee II and in the working group that had been established for the

purpona,

95. One representative asked whether all articles of the Convention had
been addressed in the Strategy and, if not, which articles had been
addressed, which had been omitted and why.

96. In response, the Co-ordinator said that the Secretariat had
endeavoured to undertake a thorough study of the operation of the
Convention in the 10 years since it had entered into force and to arrive at
proposals on means of strengthening it for the future. The Secretariat did
not believe that it was necessary to address every single provision of the
Convention, especially as the Strategy was not intended to provide a
detailed commentary on such matters as, for example, definitions. The
Secretariat had endeavoured te tackle all the essential issues and to
identify fields of activity for every organ of the Convention, so that the
Conference would be in the position to take policy decisions that would
benefit the Convention for the future. The Secretariat believed that all
necespary issues had been included, but, if something had been omitted, it
wae for the Conference to point it out.

97. Some representatives noted that it was difficult to assess the past
performance under the Convention, owing to the lack of information in many
of the tables that appeared in the Strategy. The question arcee: was the
information not available at all or had it merely not been provided by
Parties? It was suggested that all available scurces of information should
be used, including régional and national monitoring centres and other
organizations, to ensure that the data in the tables were as comprehensive
a8 possible.

98. The Chairman pointed out that the tables in the Strategy had been
based entirely on information supplied by Parties in the form of their
triennial reports, and few reports had been received in sufficient time for
inclusion in the document. From other sources, such as Buggested
amendments to the lists in Appendices I and II, it was clear that
considerably more information was actually available.

99. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat said that when species Agreemente
were being prepared, all available national information on the conservation
status and migration routes of that species was collected. The
Secretariat’s resources were, however, insufficient for the collection of
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all data on all the specles in the Appendices. Additional budgetary and
perscnnel resources would be regquired for the Secretariat to build up a
comprehenasive database and information-gathering network.

100. Several representatives expressed dissatisfaction with the failure by
many Parties to submit naticnal reports, since those reports were the only
reliable way of monitoring the thorough implementation of CMS by the
Parties. 5ome countries had submitted no reports at all, indicating a lack
of interest in the purposes of CMS and vitiating the work of the Scientific
Counecil.

101. One representative noted that most countries which had failed to
submit reports were developing countries and, since the collection of data
and compilation of reports involved considerable expenditure, he suggested
the establishment of a small fund to assist countries in that undertaking.
The fund could be established at a regional level and its resources
allocated on the basis of priorities. That measure would help promote
implementation of CMS and ease accession to the Conventlion, especially for
developing countries.

102. The representative of the Secretariat pointed cut that the issue of
Party reporte would be discussed in detail under agenda item 12 (a) and
that the Conference might prefer to give its attention at the current
meeting to the effectiveness of the Convention’s implementation. He noted
that little action had been reported on conservation of Appendix I species
and wondered whether that meant that no action had actually taken place.
During the ensuing discussion, it emerged that some countries had further
information on such species which had not been presented in their naticnal
reports. They were urged to submit that and any other relevant information
to the Secretariat on a bilateral basis. 1In addition, the representative
of the Secretariat pointed out that, in chapter 6.2, the Strategy contained
a recomméndation for modest funding to be provided for small-scale pilot
projects in developing countries.

103. One representative stressed the importance of a proper legal
framework within Range States and a proper structure for enforcement. It
was aleso important to undertake a thorough survey of Appendix I and II
species in order to convince politicians on the need for conservation
measures. Similarly, there should be a transparent and regular exchange of
information within and among countries. All countries should have a
national conservation fund, a prerequisite for any conservation effort;

the CMS Secretariat could assist in national negotiations with
international donoras. Statesa could aleoc endeaveour to develop bilateral and
multilateral agreements in order to conserve species.

104. One cbserver whose Government was engaged in monitoring Asian
@lephants enquired how, as a non-Party, it could co-operate with its
neighbours and obtain support from CMS. In response, the representative of
the Secretariat said that the Asian elephant was not listed in the
Appendices to the Convention, but the possibility existed within the
Convention to develop memoranda of understanding for species considered
migratory in the meaning of CMS. He invited the sheerver concerned to
provide further information on a bilateral basis.

105. Ancther representative said that the Asian elephant was not truly
migratory but tended to "oceBcillate” across borders. In any event, UNEP had
separate facility for funding conservation measures for that species and it
would not be appropriate to burden the capacity of CMS when such a separate
facility was available. The same representative said that since the
financial capacity of CHS was limited, it would be wise to become selective
in adding new species to the Appendices, which should be reserved for those
that were endangered, vulnerable or threatened. Similarly, the Convention
must be restricted to those species that were truly migratory with a wide
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range of distribution. The conservation of other species that moved acroso
borders was better addressed through bilateral or multilateral
negotiations.

106. With regard to the possibility of penalties for non-payment of
contributions, one representative pointed to the difficultles of convincing
the responsible government authorities to release funda for the Convention
and said that a restriction on full participation would simply penalize
technical services and not advance the cbjectives of the Convention. If
sanctions had te be imposed, the question should be taken up through the
United Nations directly to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs concerned.
Another representative said that the prospect of sanctions could deter
Governments from acceding to the Convention. Another representative,
however, said that, without funding for field programmes, Parties might
question the usefulnese of the Convention. He felt that Parties should
adhere to a strict minimum in erder to benefit from the rights they enjoyed
under the Convention, and a provision for penalties should be established
in order to encourage Parties to fulfil their obligationa.

107. On the guestion of accelerating accessiona to the Convention, one
representative mentioned that a mission had been sent to the United States
to discuss that country's participation in the Convention. He suggested
that other missions might be sent to non-Parties important for migratory
species.

108. With regard to chapter 3 of the proposed Strategy, one representative
asked how the Secretariat saw the relationship between CMS and other
conventions dealing with migratory species, especially fish species.
Anocther representative, expressing his Government's support for Action
point 3.1 of the Strategy, said that in view of the length of time that
might be needed before action on species was taken under the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the time was right for the proposal in Action

Point 3.1 to be implemented. The same representative said that the
propesal in Action Point 3.2 would be one means of overcoming the problem
of funding. He wondered whether the Secretariat had had contacts with the
Global Environment Facility, and what type of projects were envisaged under
the action point. On the same subject, another representative stressed the
need to link species conservation to habitat and ecosystem conservation in
order to obtain funding for the Global Environment Facility. He said that
it was up to countries themselves to prepare projecte in which that link
was made. The role of the Secretariat could be to support the action
initiated by the countries themselves.

109. In response to the comments on chapter 3, the Co-ordinator of the
Secretariat said that it was difficult for the Secretariat, on account of
its limited number of personnel, to keep an overview and maintain contacts
with all conservation conventions. Of course, there was a special need to
liaise with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity and,
to that end, a date had been fixed in Auguet for a meeting and exchange of
views between the two Secretariats. The varicus areas of overlap and
complementarities had to be considered in terms of the conclusion of the
Agreemants, as had been the case with the African-Eurasian Higratory
Waterbird Agreement, where the Secretariat had endeavoured to discuss
various aspects with the Secretariats of the Ramsar, Bern and Biological
Diversity conventions. The Secretariat was working on acquiring the
capacity to exchange data on a regular basis with the International Whaling
Commission, CITES, and other convention secretariats. Alec, ways and means
to receiving funds for the future implementation of the African-Eurasian
Waterblird Agreement were being investigated.
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110. Concluding the general discussion, the Chairman of the Working Group
on the S5trategy said that the aim of the group would be to prepare a draft
resclution with an annex that would attempt to pinpoint the priorities in
the Strategy, since it would be difficult for the Conference to produce a
final varsion of the document in the time allocated. Contrary to the
impression that might be given by the report of the Standing Committes
(UNEP/CH5 /Conf.4.6, para. 23}, changes to the Strategy would subsegquently
be incorporated by the Secretariat, and the document could be issued later
in 1994.

111. At the 5th plenacy session, at which discussion of the sub-item was
resumed, the Chalrman of the Working Group on the Strategy for the Future
Development of the Convention presented an interim report on the work of
the group, which had studied all the key recommendations in the Strategy
and intended to prepare for submission to the Conference a draft resolution
with an annex listing the priority areas in the form of key tasks.

112. At the &th plenary session at which discuseion of the sub-item was
resumed, the Chairman of the Working Group on the Strategy orally presented
the report of the group, which was subsequently circulated as document
UNEP/CMS/Cconf.4/L.2 and would be incorporated into the final proceedinga of
the Conference (see Chapter IV).

113. At ite 7th plenary session, on 10th June 1994, the Conference resumed
ite diecusaion of agenda item 13. Introducing the item, the Chalirman said
that an oral report had already been given by the Chairman of the Strategy
working group that morning, and that consideration of the item would
revolve arocund document UNEP/CMS/Res.4.4 and documents UNEP/CHS/Conf.d.11
and UNEP/CHMS/Conf.4.13.

114. The Chairman asked the meeting to turn its attention to tha draft
resclution contained in UMEP/CHS/Res.4.4 and wondered whether preambular
paragraph 6, beginning with the word "regquesting™, should in fact be an
operative paragraph. In reply, the representative of the United Kingdom,
spaaking as the chairman of the Strategy working group, said he bellieved
that the paragraph could even be deleted since the subject was covered by
operative paragraphse 5 and 6. The representative of Pakistan supported the
deletion. The Chalrman declared that paragraph & would be deleted.

115. Concerning preambular paragraph 5, the representative of UNEP said
she would be happy if the paragraph were deleted or reformulated, since it
might ba taken to imply that the Strategy of CHE were somehow inetructing
UNEP. The Chairman aaid that paragraph 5 would aleo be deleted.

116. Addressing the cperative portion of the resclutlon, the
representative of Australia expressed a roservation concerning the use of
the word “adopts” in paragraph 1 and "adoption" in paragraph 6. He noted
that the Strategy would, in the interim, go to the Standing Committese for
updating. He therefore suggested the word "accepts" in paragraph 1 and use
of the term "final adoption” in paragraph 6. The representative of the
Hetherlands supported those amendments and added that, concerning operative
paragraph 2, It was necessary to reflect a time-scale. He suggested that
"priorities™ read "first pricorities” and that the words "for the triennium
1995 to 1997 " be added to the end of cperative paragraph 2. The
representative of the United Kingdom, supporting Australia‘s proposed
amendment to operative paragraph 1 and suggesting that in operative
paragraph 2 *“1998° should read "1997", said that Australia‘s proposal for
paragraph & "[inal adoption” might better read “"consideration®. The
rapresentative of Australia agreed to that suggestion.

117. The representative of Pakistan, referring to operative paragraph 1,
asked what would happen if contradictory amendments were to be submitted:
who would declide what would be accepted? The Chalrman replied that, im his
understanding, that was governed by operative paragraph &. The
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representative of the United Kingdom, expressing his desire to clarify why
the Working Group had chosen that phrasing, said that the key word was the
word "factual®. It was appropriate for Parties to send purely factual
amendmants. The Working Group had had in mind Part 1 of the Strategy
document, believing that Parties should be given the opportunity to submit
written commenta. He considered it unlikely that purely factual amendments
could bae contradictory. It was necessary to trust in the Secretariat’s
abilities to handle any amendments received. He wished it to be reflected
in the report that, in his view, the Chairman of the Standing Committee
would have to decide on the final text of the Strategy on behalf of the
conferance of the Partlies. The representative of Pakistan asked, if the
amendments were purely factual, why wam it felt necessary to have the time
limit of 31 August 1994. In reply, the Chairman explained that the idea
was to have a version in which all factual errors had been removed a8 early
as possible.

118. The representative of Cameroon said it was not clear to him whether
the Strategy was to be adopted now or not. Did it need a new second
adoption? In reply, the representative of the United Kingdom requested
leave to clarify the sequence of adoption. The Strategy would be the first
that the CM5 had ever had. It needed to be published socon, a8 it was an
important toocl for promoting CMS and for the Parties themselves. It would
naed factual and substantive changes. A time limit had been set for the
factual changes. Operative paragraph 5 of the present raesolution set a
time limit for the Secretariat to finalize the substantive part. The
Strategy agreed upon at the present Conference would be the 1994 Strategy.
Operative paragraph 6 referred to an updated Strategy, which would come
under consideration in three years' time. He considered it important for
there to be such a seguence, since at that future time, the 1994 Strategy
might no longer be current.

119. The representative of Pakistan, expressing reservations about the uea
of the word "amend” in operative paragraph 5, suggested that it be replaced
by "redraft” or "correct”. The Chairman agreed that the use of the word
“redraft™ would be more approprlate.

120. Declaring that the draft resclution, in its amended form, had been
accepted, the Chairman reguested that the 27 "priorities” set out in the
annex to the resclution be considered one by one. Concerning Priority 23,
the representative of UNEP said there was a need to amend the main action
under that point, since UNEP shared the responsibility for that activity.
The representative of MAustralia agreed that it was not just the Executive
Director of UNEP that should be named as bearing the sole burden on that
polnt. The representative of Pakistan suggested that Priorities 2 and 3 be
joined together. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat agreed with that
view, saying that the identification of political and soccic-economic
problems in countries lay beyond the capabilities of CHS and the Conference
of the Parties. UNEP, perhaps with assistance from the Parties, could best
tackle such problems, which could concern for example, such thinge ae the
problem of exchange rates for countries with economies in transition. The
represantative of Germany, agreeing with the Secretariat, said that
Priority 3 should clearly formulate the tasks for which UNEP would be
responsible. The observer from Georgia recalled that, concerning the
problem of exchange rates for countries with economies in transition, a
proposal had been made to have a consultant investigate this. The
representative of UNEP said it would be more acceptable if the main action
were to aleso direct the Standing Committee and the Parties. The Chairman
said it was agreed that Pricrities 2 and 3 be merged and he asked the
representatives of Pakistan and the United Kingdom to work together to
redraft thia.
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1231. Priority 4, eaid the representative of Pakistan, had financial

support implicatcions which regquired that adegquate provisions be made in the
budget. The Chairman said a final answer could not be given at the preasent
stage and the guestion should be raised under the discuseion on the budget.

122. With regard te Priority B, the Co-ordinator of the Secretarlat said
that use of the term "Article IV" agreements did not make it clear that
this also included memoranda of understanding, plans of action, etc and
restricted the possibilities of CHS in a way that was not beneficial. The
Chairman said that "Article IV" would be deleted.

123. Under Priority 9, the Co-grdinator reguested that the word
"gignificantly” be inserted to make the text read "they would significantly
benefit”; to bring the language intoc line with that wveed in the text of the
Convantion.

124. Concerning Priority 11; the representative of Chile believed that the
developing countries and countries with economies in transition would
happily support & consultancy to support small-scale projects. The
Scientific Council ahould decide on appropriate projects and determine
their geographical distribution and the amounts Linvolved. The
reprasentative of the United Kingdom agreed with that and said it was aleo
noceosary for the Standing Committes to be involved in the decision, as
well as the developing Party countries. The figures in brackets in
Priority 11 needed to be agreed, but because they had besn taken directly
from the budget line they had & neutral impact on the budget. The Chalrman
asked the representative of Chile to meet with the authors to try to
harmonize the text. The representative of the Secretariat added that the
iooue raised by the representative of Chile was addressed in paragraph 136
of the Strategy. The representative of Paklstan suggested that the last
line be rephrased to read "This amount may be increased if there is any
voluntary contribution”. The representative of Saudl Arabla said the
figure could be increased for a project, but not for a budget line. The
words "to a certain project” should be added at the end. The obeerver from
IUCH pointed out that the priority did not say who had the authority to
exceed a specified amount, the Standing Committee or the Secretariat. The
Chairman proposed that the subject be discussed when the representatives of
Chile and the United Eingdom were meeting to redraft Priority 1l1. With
regard to the last sentence, it was considered that the original wording
was not a major problem and would therefore be retained, the figures in
brackets would be discussed during discuseion on the budget.

125. The representative of the Secretariat pointed out that Priority 13
used the phrasing "and also use verified ecientific data from other sources
whare neceasary”, and noted that the Secretariat did have already &
database. The proposal here had resource implicationes Lf extra information
wiré to be acquired from outeide by the S5ecretariat. That could aloo
confuse the analysis of reporte by Parties, since the amount of axternal
information included would not be known. The representative of the
Secretariat suggested the deleticon of that phrasing and, at the end, the
addition of the sentence "The Secretariat should, subject to availability
of resources, compile ecientific data on migratory species from other
scurces ". The representative of the United Eingdom sald that, if the
phrasing were to be amended as proposed by the Secretariat, that would not
match up with document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/L.2. That was a sensitlive point and
there was a need to be clear. The representative of Australia, while
agreeing with the formulation suggested by the Secretariat, said it was
necessary to ilncorporate the caution expressed by the representative of the
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United Kingdom. The representative of Camercon expressed strong Support
for that idea, saying there was a need for summaries and for additional
staff for the Secretariat. The Chairman suggested that the Secretariat and
the representative of the United Kingdom get together to discuss the
phrasing of Priority 13.

126. The Co-ordinator, addressing Priority 15, said that the development
of Agreements was a core function under the Convention. The priority
should reflect the philosophy of Article IV. He suggested that "Parties
ahould be encouraged to sponsor Agreementa” be amended to read "Parties
should be urged to take the lead in developing and/or sponsoring
Agreements”. In addition the sentence "Industrial Party countries, not
being Range States should sponsor initiativea of developing Party
countries” should be added at the end of the paragraph. The reprasentative
of the United Kingdom asked where that latter point was to be found in the
Strategy. Supporting the secretariat’'s addition, he believed “Industrial®
should read "Developed”. The representative of the Secretariat suggested
the final phrasing should read "Developed Party States, whether or not thay
are Range States, should be urged to sponsor initiatives of developing
countries.”

127. Addressing Priority 16, the Co-ordinator said that although it was
helpful to have any form of the guidelines referred to, he was not
convinced that the item was a priocrity and recommended that it be deleted.
The Chairman, hearing no cbjectiecns to that, said Priority 16 was deleted.

128. The observer from BirdLife Internaticnal expressed concern ovar the
phrasing of Priority 18, particularly the use of the term ="strike a balance
between protection and sustainable use”, which he felt suggested that there
was a conflict between the two. He suggested the phrasing "should strike a
balance between protection and sustainable use: they” should be deleted.
Hearing no objections, the Chairman agreed.

129. Concerning Prierity 19, the representative of Camercon said that the
draft Strategy made mention of aingle subscriptions to Agreements. Some
countries faced difficulties in undergoing the financial procedures
necessary. The representative of Germany said that the Strategy contained
a comprehensive chapter on single subscriptions. The toplc of procedures
was to be addressed. The paragraph should be left as it gtood and the
ideas expressed by the reprasgntative of Camercon could be brought up in
the discussions on the Strategy paper. Agreeing with that wiew, the
representative of the United Kingdom said that in the Strategy working
group the subject of single subscriptions had not been agreed upon. The
subject was to be considered when discussing the report of the warkling
group. The representative of Saudl Arabia, referring to document
UNEP/CMS5/Conf.4/L.2, said the idea of a single subscripticn had been
omitted completely. The Chairman said the report would reflect the
discuesion on this point.

130. Concerning Priority 21, the representative of Germany suggested that
~to consider consolidating Secretariat functions" be amended to "to
consclidate secretariat functiona”. He believed the secretariates of the
Agreements should be co-located with CM5 in Bonn. That would save coBLE,
and costs would also be covered by the Parties to those Agreements. The
representative of Sweden strongly supported the idea of co=locating the
secretariat functions of Agreements with CMS. Strictly speaking, he
continued, the phrasing “European Agresments” should be augmented to read
“Eurcpean Agreements under the Convention®. The representative of Israel
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pointed out that the correct title "Agreement on the Conservation of Bats
in Europe®” should be used in the paragraph.

131. With regard to Priority 22, the representative of the European
Community requested clarification concerning whether invoices requesting
contributions could be sent cut before the end of the preceding financial
year in order to get contributions earlier. He also asked whether there
were measures in force to ensure that the interest from invested
contributions to the Trust Fund was made avallable to the Fund. The
representative of the United Kingdom said he believed that interest was
already being received, so there was no need to claim it. The Chalirman
suggested that the United Kingdom, the Eurcpean Community and the
Secretariat look into the matter.

132. Tha Co-ordinator asked whether Priority 22 really represented a
pricrity for the next three years. He considered it to be a purely
administrative polnt, which could be clarified between UNEP and CMS. The
Secretariat suggested the phrasing "annual inveices should be sent to all
Parties by the end of the preceding year®. The representative of Germany,
however, said he considered the issues expressed in the paragraph to be
important issues and paragraph 22 should be left as it stood. The
representative of Israel said that, as he had noted at the first plenary
session of the Conference, his country objected to paragraph 178 of
chapter B and Action Point B.2 of the Strategy and now specifically wished
now to register that objection again.

133. With respect to Priority 23 the representative of Cameroon, referring
to the phrase "the geographic and linguistic balance within the Secretariat
should be improved”, said there was & need to make the text more forceful
and the word "must® should replace "should". The representative of UNEP
said that anything involving finances was subject to avallability of funds,
therefore the words "within the extent of avallable rescurces” should be
added after the word "sugmented” in the firet line. In addition, ahe
continued, the words under the main action should read ® UNEP®, deleting
“Executive Director of". The Chairman received no objections and said the
text of Priority 23 would be amended accordingly.

134. Under Priority 26, the representative of Sweden said the word
"continue” in line 1 was inappropriate. The reprasentative of Australia
said that the idea of the Council meeting mid-term was necessary. The
represantative of Cameroon Baid that, as in Priorities 25 and 26, the word
*should® should be changed to "must”, indeed that should be so throughout
the text. The representative of France expressed support for that idea.
The Chairman replied that changing the text in this way throughout
represented a major problem. The representative of Germany agreed and said
the text should be left as it stood. The representative of Rustralia said
that the use of the conditional conveyed intention enough and it was
undesirable to burden the Secretariat in situations where it was unwise to
do so. He foresaw the potential embarrassment of a situation arising in
which it might not be possible for the Secretariat to fulfil such an
cbligation, concerning interpretation for example. Answering the guestion
poaed by the representative of Camercon concerning what legal authority
eatablished the languages of the meetinge of the Convention, the Chairman
said it wae the text of the Convention. The representative of the
Secretariat clarified that the languages to be used were established by the
Rules of Procedure. The Scientific Council had the discretion to determine
the languages it used; the Council was adopting its own Rules of Procedure.
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135, When asked by the Chairman whather he wanted a vote the next day on
the guestion of whether to substitute “must” for "ehould” in Priorlity 25,
line 2 and in Priority 26, the representative of Camercon gave his assent.
He added that the words "should” in paragraphe 25 and 26 should be
considered bracketed until that vote.

136. At the 9th session of the meeting, the Conference again took up
consideration of agenda item 13. Introducing the amsnded text of the
resolution (document UREP/CHS/Res.d4.4/Rev.l), the Chairman msaid that the
changes already discussed had been incorporated into the text bafore the
meeting and he hoped it could now be adopted.

137. The representative of Hungary said that in the annex to the
regolution; in paragraph 16, the word "may” should be deleted as this would
give more force to the sentence. The Chairman, having received no
objection to the amendment, sald that it was accepted.

138. In connection with paragraph 24, the representative of the United
Kingdom drew attention to the omission of an amendment already agreed
during the previcus consideration of the text. After "Sclentific Council=,
the words "may meet in mid-term between the Conferences of the Parties, in
addition to meeting before the Conference of the Parties™ should be
inserted.

139. Referring to paragraphe 23 and 24 of the document, the Chairman sald
it was now necessary to consider the bracketed words in those paragraphe.
Earlier, he continued, a vote had been requested concecrning whether the
phrasing should read "should” or "will®. He now sought comments on the
guestion. The representative of the United Kingdom, saying that he
considered a wvote to be regrettable, suggested some compromies phrasing.
The representative of Camercon said he would like to know the costs of
interpretation for meetings. The representative of the Secretariat said
that costs were not the only factor and pointed to an earlier comment from
the representative of Australis to the effect that there might be aoms
logistical reason why interpretation could not be provided at the locallity
where the meeting wae being hosted. The representative of Australia said
that he also conelidered a vote on the guestion to be unfortunate, since,
although he himself would not vote against it, the use of the word "will"®
might cause embarrassment to the Secretariat 1f interpretation could not be

made available as cutlined previously.

140. Introducing the voting procedure, which he said would be by show of
hands, the Chairman said he would firast ask those to vote who were in
favour of the use of the word "will™ in the bracketed text. If that vote
ware to be defeated; the text would use the word "should®. The outcome of
the wvoting was:

FOR: 18,

AGAINST: HNone,

ABSTENTIONS: 11.

141l. On the basis of the ocutcome of the woting, the Chairman said that the
word "will® would be used in the bracketed text. That decision, he added,
would have financial implications but he would not recpen the debate on
that subject. He then declared tha resclution to be adopted, as amended.
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AGENDA ITEM l4: PROPOSALS FOR AMENDMENTS TO
APPENDICES I AND II OF THE CONVENTION

142. Drawing attention to the proposed amendments to Appendices I and II
of the Convention in accordance with Article XI the Chalirman sald that
there was no need to submit the proposals to & vote and that Parties were
invited instead to raise cbjectiona to any of the species listed for
inclusion in either of the Appendices. With regard to the proposals for
amendments to Appendix I of the Convention, the Parties unanimously agreed
to the inclusion of the species Oryx dammah, Oxyura leucocephala and Otis
tards (middle-Eurcpean population).

143, The Conference unanimously adopted the proposale (Noe. II/f1, 14, 15,
16, 17, 19, 21, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 36, 38, 40, 43, 46, 48, 49,
=0, 53; 54, 55, 60, 62, 64, &6, 72, 73, 74, 7%, 79, BO, BS5, 90=-101, 103 and
104} for inclusion of species in Appendix II of the Convention aa
recommended by the Scientific Council and Committee I. (See Chapter II for
the diecussion of Committee I, annex III to the present report for the list
of species added to Appendix II, and document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.12 for a
summary of all of the proposals.) Where the species Sterna albifrons was
concerned, it was clarified that the whole species, and not only the sub=
species albifrons and gyineae, as stated in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.12,
was to be included in Appendix II. With regard to the subspecies Fulica
Atra atra, it wae clarified that the Hediterranean and Black Sea
populations were to be included in Appendix II.

AGENDA ITEH 15: REPORTS OF SESSIONAL COMMITTEES

144. At the 8th seseion of the meeting, the Conference considered the
draft report of Committee II (UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/C.2/L.1). The draft report
was adopted without amendment. The text of the report is found in

chapter III. At its 9th session, on 11 June 1994, the Conference took up
the conaideration of the draft report of Committee I as contained inm
document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/C.1/L.1 and Rdd.l. The report - including the
recommendations pertaining to cormorants, small cetaceans, Crex orex.
Chlamydotis undulata, and Sahelo-Saharan ungulates - was adopted, with
several amendmenta. The text of the report is found in chapter II, and the
recommendations adopted by the Conference of the Parties are reproduced in
annex II of these proceedings.

AGENDA ITEM 16: FINANCIAL AND ADHINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS

145. At the 4th sesslon of the meeting, on B June 1994, the Conference
took up agenda item 16 (Financial and administrative arrangements), as
contained in documents UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13 and UNEP/CMS/Res.4.6.
Introducing the item, the Co-ordinator of the Secretariat sald the budget
wid being presented within a world situation that was much more difficult
for CM5 than had been the case three years previously. Two main factors
were important: firet, the conclusion of the Convention on Biclogical
Diversity had drawn to itself considerable financial commitmente since
UNCED. BSecond,; there were a number of separate initiatives, worldwide and
regicnal, to include migratory species in other bilateral, regicnal and
other treaties. That narrowed the field for CHMS and gave rise to concern
for the future.

146. The Secretariat, he continued, had laid the basis for a new approach
to upgrading CMS. That lay, first, in the Strategy for the Future
Devalopment of the Convention and, second, in the budget proposal. On the
instructions of the Standing Committee in January 1994, the Secretariat had
had to undertake a lot of work preparing the three options set out in
paragraph 21 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13. In his view, if the Strlt-g{
were to be accepted in its present form, then Option 1 represented the only
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choice. The Standing Committea, he added, had alsc asked the Executive
Director of UNEP to accord more support to CHMS than before. In conclusion,
he wished to congratulate all 44 countries that were Parties, and to thank
the three countries that expected to participate in CHS in the near future,
for assuming a responsibility for the world’s migratory species, cne of the
most vulnerable parts of global biodiversity. Countries, he continued, did
this with the full knowledge of the financial and administrative
implications involved. Those countries that were not members showed an
unreasonable approach and one that wae adverse to the outcome of UNCED.

The Executive Director of UNEP had noted that the Convention on Biological
Diversity did not provide for an international co-cperative approach to
conservation., Traditional conventions, such as Ramsar, CM5 and CITES
should retain their fields. Article 5 of the Biodiversity Convention
inetead provided for a traditicnal approach to conservation. He hoped UNEP
could compensate financially for the abstention of a great part of the
international community from CHS.

147. The Chairman of the Standing Committes, referring to his recent talks
with the Executive Director of UNEP, sald he had discussed the need to
involve UNEP more in promoting CMS and had received a raady and open
response to that idea. The way wWasa opan for CH5 to obtain more UNEP
support, not just financlal but political and support in kind from the
qualified staff of UNEP. With regard to the budget document, the positions
of Administrative officer and Financial Assistant needed to ba reflected
within the budget, then, in the bottom line, funding could be identified,
either from the Trust Fund or from other sources. The figures should be
presented in that way to get resources from UNEP. The Chairman of the
Standing Committee reported that the Executive Director had eympathized
with the CMS objectives and had said that CHS neaded to work within the
real framework and be the specialists in implementing the Convention on
Biclogical Diversity as far as migratory species were concerned.

148. The representative of the Secretariat then presented the budget, and
pointed out three minor textual corrections to document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.13.
Besides adopting the budget, it was inted out, the Conferance needed to
gxtend the CMS Trust Fund, which expired on 31 December 1994. The
Executive Director of UNEP had to be apprised of that in writing after the
Conference of the Parties. The representative of the Secretariat provided
an update on contributiona received to tha Trust Fund, as outlined in
annex 1 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13. The representative of the
Secretariat said that 1994 contributions had baen received from Denmark,
Luxembourg, Mali and Panama, and that Australia and Germany had indicated
that their payments had been effected. The European Community said that
payment of the 1933 contribution had been delayed for technical reasons,
still to be resclved by UNEP. MNonetheless, excluding the above
contributions, the total received as at the end Hay 1994 amounted to only
515,000 and was a source of great concern. Regarding an update of 1992-
1993 expenditures, a correction to the document would be issued stating
that total expenditures inm 1993 had been 5345,000, instead of the 5320,000
that had been projected. Annex 3 to the document UMEP/CMS/Conf.d4.12 would
alsc be updated and a statement on 1993 income and expenditures submitted
to the Conference.

149. The tenth meeting of the Standing Committee, the representative of
the Secretariat continued, had requested that three cptions for the budget
be prepared. The Committee wanted to link the Strategy and the
justification for the budget. The table in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.12
summarized the main objectives of the Strategy. To attain theas
objectives, it was clear.that additional allocations would be needed in the
next triennium to strengthen the capacity of the Secretariat, which had
remained unchanged at a small level since 1985, whean CHS had only 19
Parties. It was expected that in 1995, there were likely toc be 50 Parties
and many more Agreements requiring the involvemant of the Secretariat.
paragraphs 13 and 14 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13 set out the proposed
new Professional positions required. Paragraph 21 of that same report
detailed the three budget options. Clearly, Option 3 would have the effect
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of limiting the numbar of Agreemente the Secretariat could service in the
triennium. The Standing Committea had, in principle, agreed to recommend
that & portion of the CHS Trust Fund be used to offset partially any raiee
in contributions if Option 1 were to be adopted. In addition, the Terms of
Referance of the Trust Fund needed to be consldered. The Standing
Committee had considered the budget document on & June 1994 and had
recommanded a different p::nnnt.ti.nn to accommodate some concerns of UNEP.
Further tables would be available to the meeting to reflect the amendmenta,
but the presentation changes did not effect the scale of contributions nor
the medium-term plan; they referred only to the administrative posta
roposed for the Secretariat for which a funding source needed to be
dentified.

150. The Chalrman and several of the representatives said they had not
sean any requests addressed to their countries concerning payment of
contributions and asked when involces were sent out. The representative of
the Secrecariat replied that reminders were usually sant from UNEP by
letter; UMEP would provide more information. He added that the Strategy
suggestad how contributlions might be requested more effectively.

151. One representative asked how the United Natione scale of assesamenta
for contributions was worked out and what would be done concerning the
cutstanding contributions of a few Parties. The Chairman replied that
those guestions would be answered in Committee II. The representative of
UNEP, replying to the question of involcing, said that uswally at the end
of a meeting of Parties, the adopted document transmitted to sach countcy
the information on ite financial commitmant. UNEP's Office of
Contributions automatically sent letters to remind Parties whan
contributions were due in a given year. It wase the responaibility of each
countey not to walt for the UNEP Secretariat, since the contribution for
the triennium was known and did not usually change. If a country were to
ratify CHM5S in the middle of & triennium, then ita contribution would ba
calculated independently and that country informed individually.
Concerning assessments, the United Nations Committee on Contributions
asgesaed Members and non-Members to see how much they could contribute and
that was dependent on a country's economic power and wae regularly
raviewed. In concluding, the Chairman pointed out that sometimes it was
nacessary for the administration of a country to receive remindera about
when contributions were due.

152. At the 5th plenary sesslon, the Chalrman of the Working Group on the
proposed budget for the triennium 1995-1997, which had been established by
Committee II, presented an interim report on the work of the group. The
group intended to meet again and would present ite final report for
consideration by Committee II in due course. That report was issued as
document UNEP/CHS/ Conf.4,/C.2/L.2.

153. At ite Tth session, the Conferance again toock up discussion of agenda
item 16. The Chalrman gave the chair to the Vice-Chairman to lead
discusaions on the budget for 1995-1997.

154. The Vice-Chairman drew the attention of the meeting to documents
UNEPfCMS/Conf.4.13 (report by the Secretariat on financial support for the
Convention), UNEP/CMS/Res.d4.6/Rdd.]l {an alternative presentation by the
Secretariat of the three budget options on staffing) and

UNEP/CHS /Conf.4/C.2/L.2 [the report of the Committes II working group on
budget matters), which would be relevant to the discussion.

155. The representative of the Secretariat gave a brief presentatlon on
the implicationa for the administrative work of the Secretariat of the
three budget opticns on staffing. Option 1 provided for the full
complement of additional staff, i.e. three Programme Officers,
{Information, Scientific and Agreements) plus additional support staff,
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beginning in 1995. Option 2 provided for the installation of ona Programme
officer in January 1995 and deferred the entry on duty of the second until
mid=1995, and the third until 1997, and deferred the filling of one
secretarial post until mid-1995. Option 3 provided for the creation of one
Programme Officer (Information) post in January 1995, and a second
Programme Officer (Scientific) post in mid=1995. In Option 2 and 3, other
costs (travel, communications, etc.) would be adjusted accordingly. The
representative of the Secretariat pointed cut that Option 3 did not
represent a major lncrease in staff, as the scientific officer seconded by
the German Government would only be with the Secretariat until June 1995,
and the net result of Option 3 would be one additional Frogramme officer
and a secretary, above the current level of staffing.

156. The representative of India then gave a summary of the report of the
Committee IT working group on budget matters (document
UNEP/CHS/Conf.4/C.2/L.2). He said that it had to be decided whether tha
interest on the Trust Fund and a part of the capital ghould be utilized in
the running of the work of CMS. The representative of the Secretariat drew
the attention of the meeting to an error in the document menticned: the
balance figure for the Trust Fund should have read 51.7 million. Several
representatives requested clarification, as the figure had been given
previously in other documents, notably in annex 3 of documents

UNEPR/CHS /Conf.4.13 and in UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13/Add.1. A representative of
UNEP confirmed that the figure was indeed $1,653,705, as audited at

1 January 1994, and explained what the other figures referred to.

157. One representative said that the report presented by the Committee II
working group on budget matters really only submitted specific figures for
option 3. The Vice-Chairman agreed that the working group had given their
coneldered view in favour of Option 3.

158. The Conference had to address three gquestions: what levels of
staffing was the Convention able to support? Wwhat option did that lead to,
and, to assist in choosing an option, at what level could the Trust Fund ba
used to subaide the budget?

159. The representative of Pakistan asked whether the plenary could

request Germany not to withdraw the scientific officer on secondment, and
whether the plenary had the duty of determining what the Conventlon
staffing needs were. He also wondered what was to be done about the 100
per cent increase in contributions that would be required of developing
countries. The representative of Germany reaponded that, while Germany had
been glad to provide 80 per cent of the working time of a seclentific
officer for two years, it was not in a position to extend that offer beyond
Hay 1995.

160. One representative of the African countries had participated in the
Committee II working group, in which Option 3 received much more attention
that the other options. They believed that the working group was not fully
representative of the plenary. The representative of Camercon objected to
the major contributors to the Convention being shown in a table in the
working group report. He said it were as if those contributora had wome
kind of veto rights over the other budget coptiona.

161. One representative suggested that the Convention Secretariat could be
moved from Bonn to UNEP headgquarters in Maircbi, to cbtain greater support
from UNEP staff. The representative of UNEP responded that such a move
would be subject to the approval of UNEP Governing Council, which could be
able to consider the issue at its meeting in 1995.

162. The Vice-Chairman requested representatives to express their view on
which of the three staffing options they favoured, as all the information
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on the issue had been put before them. One representative asked if the
Secretariat could give the Conference a clear idea of its opinion on the
matter. The Co-ordinator replied that the Secretariat preferred Option 1,
unless there was a possibility of a compromise between Optlons 1 and 2.

161. The representative of the Netherlands said that his country was in
favour of Option 1, am it provided the Secretariat with two additional
Professional staff members. As far as the level of the Trust Fund waas
concerned, it should always retain a minimum amcunt, sufficient to cover
the Convention expenditure for one year.

164. The representative of Belgium said that the budget for his country's
contribution had been declining over the previous three years and it could
not be increased. Although as a compromise him delegation supported
Option 2, his delegation supported Option 3 for purely financial reasons.

165. The representative of Saudi Arabia said that he presumed the
Secretariat had taken the worst case of the three options into account and,
to save further discussion, he suggested that the matter be put to the
vote. The Vice-Chairman responded that the budget had to be approved
unanimously or at least by consensus, 82 a vote could not be taken.

166. The representative of Germany said that, although he saw the need for
additional staff te promote the Convention, he was in favour of Option 3
for the next triennium. A considerable increase in the budget had already
been envisaged under Option 3. He believed the Convention could manage
without a Programme Officer for Agreements and also guestioned whether the
recruitment times mentioned were realistic; it often took a lengthy pericd
of time to recruit Professicnal staff.

167. The representative of the United Kingdom said his delegation was
broadly in favour of Option 3, as that option already represented a
substantial increase compared to the present expenditure. However, the
subject of what to do about the surplus of the Trust Fund had not been
addressed.

168. The representative of Senegal stated that his delegation was in
favour of Option 2.

169. The representatives of the Czech Republic, France, India, Morocco,
Pakistan and Tunisia said that their delegations were in favour of

Option 3. The representative of Pakistan said that Table 10 of document
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.1]1 set out financial and technical obligations which might
deter countries from joining CHMS, because of excessive costs of
implementing the Convention provisions and the financial obligations of
Convention membership. He said that that should be kept in mind when
deciding on the options, since an excess of obligations could be counter-
productive.

170. Several representatives said that the Conventlion would not function
properly without an increase in Secretariat staff. The representative of
Chile said that developing countries paid a low scale of contributions.
Hie delegation accepted Option 1 and would pay ite contribution as soon as
posaible.

171. The Vice-Chairman asked if there were delegaticns that could not
accept Option 3. The representatives of Senegal and the Netherlands stated
that they could not support it. The representative of Sweden said that,
while all along he had supported Option 2, he was prepared at the current
stage to change to Option 3. The representative of Burkina Faso said that
he continued to support Optlion 2.



UNEP/CMS /Conf.4.16
Page 35

172. The Vice-Chairman, in summing up the debate, said that, although he
sensed that the majority of delegations favoured Option 3, and a smaller
group Option 2, he was not prepared to close the matter and he encouraged
delegations to continue private discussions after the meeting. The iessue
would have to be decided the following day, presumably in favour of
option 2 or Option 3, or perhaps some intermediate option between the two.

173. At the 8th session of the meeting, on 11 June, the Conference took up
the draft resolution on financial and budgetary matters (UNEP/CM5/Res.d4.6).
It also had before it an amended budget proposal for 1995-1937 prepared by
the Secretariat, the scale of contributions to the Trust Fund for the same
period and the medium-term plan 1995-2000 (UNEP/CMS/Res.4.6/Add.2), which
would be attached as annexes 1-3 of the reaclution.

174. The preamble and paragraph 1 of the draft resclution were approved
without comment or amendment.

175. Introducing the revised budget estimates, the scale of contributions
to the Trust Fund and medium-term plan (UNEP/CMS/Res.4.6/Rdd.2), in
connection with paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft, the Co-ordinator said that
the basic point was that if the Conference of the Parties wanted CMS to be
competitive with other conventions, the Secretariat must be made
operaticnal. The only way to do that was to give the Secretariat the staff
requested. Therefore, after consultations with the represantative of UNEP
and in the light of the discussions at the previous session, the
Secretariat had prepared a new proposal, the essential elements of which
were in the document being presented. He drew attenticn to the importance
of the statement made by the Executive Director at the opening session of
the Conference and her discussions with the Standing Committee to the
effect that UNEP would not refuse additional support to CMS, If it were
shown necessary. However, the Conference should be clear that the
situation would be thoroughly reviewed at the end of the meeting of the
Conference, and future support from UNEP would be commensurate with the
efforts made by the Parties themselves to strengthen the organs of the
Convention. Therefore, the Secretariat was asking for full etaffing, but
with the dates of entry on duty staggered over the triennium. The proposal
before the Conference would reduce the contribution of all Parties relative
to Options 1 and 2 with the additional funds needed being taken from the
Trust Fund reserve, and the Secretariat would seek ways of cbtaining
additional funding, one possibility being from UNEP.

176. The representative of the Secretariat said that the entry on duty of
the new programme officers had been staggered to reduce the cost, and there
had been minor changes on other budget lines. The asterisks against budget
lines 1106 and 1302 (Administrative Officer and Finance
Assistant/Secretary) indicated that the funding sources for these poata had
not yet been identified. In the new tables, the source of funding had been
broken down, and the actual costs indicated. The grand total was close to
that in Option 3 of the previcus submission. The scale of contributions
had been adjusted accordingly.

177. The representative of the United Kingdom said that, if progress was
to be made, the Conference must consider the gquestion of the amount
available from the Trust Fund to strengthen the Secretariat, to improve
operational activities and to distribute to the Parties. The United
KEingdom believed that use could be made of the rescurces in the Trust Fund.
Working on the premise that the Trust Fund must have one year's expenditure
as a reserve, and given the projected balance of the Fund at the end of the
triennium, he proposed that $900,000 should be taken from the Fund,
5500,000 of which would be used to reduce subscriptions and 5400,000 to
enhance Secretariat activities through consultancies carried out in the
next triennium. HNone of the 5400,000 would be used for the implementation
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of emall projects.

178. The representative of the Secretariat cautioned, that, according to
his calculations, and bearing in mind the payment rate of subscriptions of
approximately B5 per cent, only 5450,000 could be taken ocut of tha Fund,
and still leave & healthy balance in the Trust Fund at the end of the
triennium of about 51,000,000. He considered that to be the absolute
maximum that the Truet Fund could support

179. The representative of UNEP agreed with the Secretariat’'se calculation
ocn the assumption that the payment level contributions remained at 85 per
cent. He did, however, believe that there was some greater margin and
that, possibly, only eight months® expenditure need be kept in reserve.

180. The proposal of the representative of the United Eingdom was
supported by a number of other delegations. One representative, however,
said that the usefulness of the Convention might be lost if small-scale
projects could not be supported. Other representatives believed that the
reserve should not be used for the purposes of reducing contributions but
rather to strengthen the Secretariat, particularly by recruiting staff from
nes-tropical regiona in order to promote the full invelvement of all
Parties and improve the geographical distribution of personnel within the
Secretariat.

181. Following a brief meeting of the working group on the budget, the
repregentative of the United Eingdom reported that agreement had been
reached on the staffing of the Secretariat and the broad budget as
contained in Option 3 in document UNEP/CMS/Res.4.6/Add.l. It had alsoc been
agreed that 5500,000 should be taken from the Trust Fund to finance
additional expenditure in support of the Convention in the form of "block
consultancies” for particular tasks, including the development of
agreements, particularly in developing countries and areas where the
covarage was inadeguate. A further 5$300,000 would be taken in order to
reduce subscriptions. That agreement had been based on the assumption that
the existing projections did not include that 5300,000.

182. The representative of the Secretariat explained that, as had been
indicated in the table in annex 2C to document UNEP/CHMS/Res.4.6/Add.l1 and
in the accompanying footnote, the $300,000 deduction had already applied to
contributions. The working group held another meeting, after which the
repregentative of the United Kingdom presented to the Conference a revised
figure of 3500,000 to be taken from the Trust Fumnd, 5$500,000 of which
would, as before, be allocated for block consultancies and 5400,000 to
reducing subscriptions. He called on the Secretariat to prepare a table to
show the effect it would have on the contributions expected from Parties.
Some outstanding points regarding the budget still remained but that was
the fundamental cone. Finally, he said that the procesa of deciding on the
budget had been a tortuous one, and he hoped that the baseline options
presented by the Secretariat to future meetings of the Conference would be
submitted rather earlier and be rather firmer than had been the case at the
current meeting.

183. The Co-ordinator stated later that in view of comments made during
the Bth session of the plenary; he felt compelled to defend the work of the
Secretariat in preparation for the present Conference. He said that the
preparation of the budget by the Secretariat had been correct in every
respect, undertaken on advice recelved from the Standing Committee at ite
tenth meeting [Buenos Aires, January 1994} and circulated within the
deadline prescribed by the text of the Convention. If the Parties at the
conference wanted the budget changed and documents revised, that in no way
reflacted upon the previous work of the Secretariat.

184. Turning to the budget, the representative of Panama suggested that

L
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both programme officers should be information officers and that their
titles should be deleted.

185. The representative of Saudi Arabia and Uruguay supported the proposal
made by the representative of Panama. In addition, the representative of
Uruguay suggested that an information offlicer should be recruited from a
nec-tropical country, poesibly directly by the Standing Committee.

186. The Chairman said that he was unsure if direct recrultmant by the
standing Committee was possible, but he did appreciate the point concerning
the need for equitable geocgraphical distribution.

187. The representative of UNEP, epeaking on the guestion of recruitment,
said that CHS Secretariat staff were United Nations personnel and

Uinited Nations recruitment policies applied. That did not, howewer,
necesparily conflict with the requirement for broader gecgraphical
distribution.

188. The Chairman announced that the budget had been accepted, at least in

principle, and that the revised tables would be presented to the Conference
at its next session. He pointed out that budget lined 1106 and 1302 would

be financed by extra budgetary rescurces, possibly from UNEP.

189. The representative of Panama said that, in future, the budget should
reflect the cost for UNEP and support from the Trust Fund. The Chairman
said that consideration might need to be given to the way in which the
proposed budget was presented.

190, With regard to paragraph 4 of the draft resolution 4.6, meantion was
made of the possible problems caused by the non-coincidence of financial
years in different countries. The Conferenca agreed, on the proposal of
the representatives of Saudi Arabia, to amend the paragraph to read:

= all Parties to pay thelr contributions promptly as far as
pu:aihli. but in any case not later that the end of the year to which they
relata”™.

191. In addition, the Conference agreed that paragraph § should contain a
raference to the provisions of Resolution 4.4 on the Strategy for tha
Future Development of the Convention, by adding the phrase *and of the
priorities agreed in Resclution 4.4, at tha end of the paragraph.

192. The Conference also agreed that the budget line referred to in
paragraph 6 should be 1200, "Consultants”, in the light of the agreement
already reached on the Strategy. The representative of UNEP pointed out
that, in accordance with the accounting system followed in the

United Mations, contracts with organizations and consultanciea with
individuals came under separate budget lines. Therefore, in order not to
restrict the mandate of the Standing Committee, he suggested that either
both budget lines should be included in the resolution or the reference to
budget lines should be omitted altogether. It was decided, however, that,
since it had already been agreed to place the expenditure under budget
line 1200, that reference should be retained and the wording of the
paragraph amended accordingly. The paragraph, as amended, read:

) that the Standing Committes may allocate resources from budget
line 1200 "Consultants” to assist developing countries Parties in
accordance with priority 10 of the Convention, as set put in the annex to
Resclution 4.4.°

193. In paragraph 8, the Conference agreed that the provision should be
made more flexible by adding the words: “or to special activities® at the
end of the paragraph.

194. With reference to paragraph 9, the representative of one developing
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country pointed ocut that, for non-governmental organizations from developed
countries, a participation fee of 5200 wae negligible and he wondered
whether a higher fee might be charged, in line with the practice of some
other international forums. The Chairman suggested that the issue could be
taken up by the Standing Committee, with a view to preparing a
recommendation for consideration by the Conference at its next meeting.

195. With regard to paragraph 11 of the draft, the representative of the
United Kingdom drew attention to the amendments to the existing terms of
reference proposed by UNEP in the Secretariat’'s report on financial BuUpport
for the Convention (UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.11, para. 28). He paid that his
delegation could accept the first amendment if there was general agreement
on the subject. It could not, however, accept the amendments to paragraphn
7 and 1B: the existing paragraph 7 (of the 1991 terms of reference} should
ba retained so that, when new Parties jeined, the contribution of existing
Parties would be reduced; asimilarly, paragraph 18 was perfectly reasonable
ag it stood in that the Executive Director already had the power to act in
emergencies and the general rule that sanction from the Standing Committee
was required should not be omitted. He further proposed that paragraph 20
of the terms of reference should contain the sentence: “These shall
include full detailes of actual expenditure compared to the original
provisions for each budget line®. Such wording would ensure that the
Standing Committee had adequate information to moniter the pattern of
expenditure.

196. The representative of Germany supported the representative of the
United Kingdom and sought clarification on the propcsed new paragraph 5 of
the terms of reference.

197. In response, the representative of UNEP said that UNEP had no
problems with the proposal of the United Kingdom. Replying to the
representative of Germany, he sald that the proposed new paragraph 5 was
8imply an administrative clarification; there would be no change in the
actual programme support coet.

138. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat expressed his appreciation to
UNEF for not levying a charge on voluntary contributions for the
forthcoming meeting on the African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement.
The guestion might, however, arise as to whether sponsors would be willing
to contribute to other meetings or special activities if UNEP levied a
charge on their contributionsa.

199. In response to the statement made by the Co-ordinator, the
representative of UNEP said that the 13 per cent deduction was on
expenditure from the Trust Fund. Contributions for other activities not
paid through the Trust Fund were subject to no such deduction by UNEP. It
wag his understanding that that practice would continue in the future.

200. In response to a question by the representative of Panama, the
representative of UNEP said that all UNEP funds were held at United Naticna
Headquarters in New York, together with other United Nations funds, and
were invested in whatever manner was deemed most suitable. The interest
accruing on the proportlon of such investments accounted for by the Trust
Fund was credited to that Fund. In reply to the representative of France,
he said that UNEP did not charge on voluntary contributions for specific
conservation projects within CMS. He also wished to point out that if
voluntary contributions were made to the Trust Fund, rather than for
special activities, the use of such resources would have to be decided upon
by the Conferaence of the Parties at a future meating.

201. The Conference decided to revert to the original wording of the terma

-
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of reference adopted im 1991 (Resclution 3.6) with respect to revision of
the scale of contributiona (paragraph 7, fourth sentence) and Standing
Committes sanction for transafer of any uncommitted balance of
appropriations {paragraph 18, last clause of second sentence) and to retain
the rest of the text of the terms of reference as presented in document
UNEP/CH5/Res.4.6. The Conference then approved the draft resclution as
amended, pending submission in writing of the tables to be included in
annexes 1-3 thereto.

202. At the 9th session of the meeting, the Conference again took up itse
consideration of agenda item 16. Re-introducing the item, the Chairman
said that a revised version of the tables of annex 1 was available in
document UNEP/CMS/Res.4.6/Add.3. He asked delegates whether, in light of
the discussion held at the meeting that morning, they could now adopt the
decision on the budget as a whole with the revised scale of contributions
in the new annex 2. The representative of the Metherlands said that his
country had problems accepting Opticn 3. He wanted to point cut that the
first choice for the Netherlands had been option 1, but he had no wish to
block a compromioe.

203. The representative of Australia, referring to the budget estimates in
annex 1 in document UNEP/CHS/Res.4.6/Rdd.3, asked where the asterisks had
gone which he believed pertained to budget lines 1106 and 1302. He was
under the impression, from the previous discussion, that the asterisks were
to be retained, since they pinpointed funds to be made available from
unepecified sources. The representative of Germany agreed that those
budget lines should be marked with asterisks, since they were subject to
negotiations with UNEP. The Chairman said that he did not wish to revisit
the debate of the Standing Committee in which that alternative presentation
had been discuesed. The representative of UNEP, saying that UNEP had no
problems per gg with the asterisks, pointed out that what wam now before
delegates was the budget to be adopted. From UNEP's point of view, the
budget to be adopted should be complete and he would be happiar to soe
annex 1 left in its present form. The representative of Australia, Baying
he did not wish te press the issue, wanted the record of the meeting to
show that he believed lines 1106 and 1302 clearly matched the text at the
end of the budget referring to amounte for which the source of funding was
to be determined. The representative of the United Kingdom supported that
statement. The representative of the Secretariat suggested that the report
also reflect the fact that the gualifier "source of funding to be
determined”, associated with budget line 1302, referred only to the

yaar 1997.

204, In reply to a guestion from the repregentative of Fanama, the
representative of the Secretariat explained that footnote a/ at the end of
the table applied to budget line 1220 and to the very last line of the
table [referring to § 500,000 in the Trust Fund to be used for
consultancies) and that an a/ should be ingerted beside those linea.

205, The Chairman, noting no further comments from the floor declared
Resclution 4.6 on financial and budgetary matters adopted.
AGENDA ITEM 17: INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

206. The Conference toock up agenda item 17 {Inetitutional arrangements) at
the 3rd session of the meeting, on 8 June 1994.

207. Introducing the report on institutional arrangements contained in

document UNEP/CMS/Conf.d4.14, the co-ordinator of the Secretariat pointed
out that some matters relating to the Scientific council and Standing

Josn
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Committee were covered by the Strategy for the Future Development of the
Convention and would be taken up during the discussion of that item.
Following that discussion, one or two resolutions could be prepared
reflecting the views and proposale put forward.

A. Standing Committes

208. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat recalled that the terms of
reference of the Standing Committee had been laid down in Resolution 2.5
(Ganava, 1988), adopted by the Conference of the Parties at its second
meeting. That resclution had been amended at the third meeting of the
Conference of the Parties by Resolution 3.7 (Geneva, 1991} to provide for
alternate regional representatives. Since that time, the experience with
alternate representatives had been positive. It was therefore felt that
there was no need to propose any new arrangements except what had been
previously discussed. He also noted that, by the end of the meeting, the
Conference would have to elect new representatives from Eurcpe and Asia,
since the United Eingdom and India would have served for two full terms and
would stand down in accordance with rule 9 of the Committee’s rules of
procedure. Certain new elements for future activities of the Committese
were proposed in the Strategy for the Future Development of the Convention.
They would; however, be coneidered in the context of the Strategy and the
conclusions of that discussion could be drawn up in the form of a new
reaclution on the commitments and tasks of the Standing Committea.

209. One representative noted that, while the Scientific Council was
established by the Convention, the Standing Committee had been created by a
reaclution of the Conference. Since he coneidered that the Committee was
the more important organ, he suggested that a new article should be added
to the Convention to provide for the establismhment of that body.

210. After a brief discussion of that proposal, it was agreed that, in
view of the time needed for an amendment to the Convention to enter into
force, the matter should not be pursued until such time as the Partles
might take a decision to amend the Convention for subatantive reasons. The
introduction of an additional article by which the Convention could
astablish the Standing Committee could be discussed at that time.

211. With regard to paragraph 12 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.14,

concerning matters relating to both the Standing Committee and the
Scientific Council, the Co-ordinator recommended that the Chairmen of both
the Standing Committee and the Scientific Council be invited, as necessary,
to attend each other's meetings. One representative recommended that, in
addition to the Chalir, the Vice-Chair of the Scientific Council should be
invited to participate as an cbserver in meetings of the Standing Committee
and that the Vice-Chair of the Standing Committee should have similar
cbserver status at meetings of the Council.

212. In response to that proposal, a number of delegations said that it
was sufficient for the Chairs to attend meetings of the other body. Other
representatives, however, felt that, in the interests of coneistency and
continuity, it was important for the Vice-Chairs alsc to attend.

213. On the propcsal of the Chairman, the Conference agreed that the
question of attendance by officers of one body at meetings of the other
should appear in square brackets in the relevant draft resclution to be
submitted to the Conference until the financial implicaticns were
discussed.

214. At the 9th plenary session of the meeting, the Co-ocrdinator proposed
orally a draft resclution concerning the attendance of the Chairman of the
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Scientific Council, as observer, at meetinga of the Standing Committee.
After an exchange of views concerning the appropriateness of mesting
expenses only up to US $1000, the draft resclution waa withdrawn as a
consensus could not be reached. The debate concerning the complementary
provision in the resclution on arrangements for the Scientific Council
{Resolution 4.5) was not recpened, as it had already been adopted (see
paragraphs 221 to 234 below).

215, Turning to ancther matter, the Chalrman reiterated that the
representatives of Asia and Europe had served their terms on the Standing
Committes and it was therefore necessary to elect new representatives for
those regions. The Chairman asked for nominations.

216. The representative of India proposed Saudi Arabia ae the
representative of Asia. The proposal was seconded by Sri Lanka and
accepted by Saudi Arabia. For the same nomination, the representative of
Israel proposed Pakistan. The Chairman asked for a seconder for that
proposal, which was subsequently withdrawn by Israel when no seconder came
forward. The representative of Saudi Arabia nominated Pakistan as
alternate representative of Asia. That proposal was seconded by lsrael.
The Chairman said it waa so decided.

217. The representative of Sweden nominated the Netherlands as the
representative for Europe on the Standing Committee. That proposal wae
seconded by Denmark and accepted by the Netherlands. The Chairman
explained that, as the nomination for the Netherlands did not create a
vacancy for the position of alternate representative, Finland would
continue to fulfil that role.

218. The representative of Australia, pointing out that, with the
accession of the Philippines, the Oceania region was now able to have an
alternate representative, nominated and himself seconded the Philippines,
which accepted the nomination.

219. The representative of the Depoeitory (Germany) announced that the
standing Committee had elected Dr. Peter Bridgewater [{Rustraliaj as Lts new
chairman. On behalf of all the Parties, the Chairman congratulated

Dr. Bridgewater on his election and added that he wished to make a personal
suggestion that the Chairman of the Standing Committee should act as
Cchairman of the next meeting of the Conference of the Parties. With the
agreement of the Conference he suggested that the propoeal be reflected in
the present report.

220. The representative of India drew the attention of the plenary to the
fact that elections of office bearers in various committees in many other
international conventions were usually carried out at each meeting of the
parties of those conventions. While he did not wish to propose that
procedure for the present Convention, he would like to propose that no
country should hold any office for more than two terms. The Chairman,
noting that no Party in the plenary was opposed to that proposal, said that
it was 8o decided. The Co-ordinator indicated that the Secretariat would
prepare, for the next meeting, an amendment to the rulea of procedure to
=uv:: the emlection of Standing Committes officiales at each meeting of the
Conferencea.

B. Scientifiec Council

221. At the third session of the meeting, on B June 1994, the Co-ordinator
of the Secretariat reported that, to date, nearly %0 per cent of the
Parties (39) had appointed Scientific Councillors, bringing the total
number of such Councillore to 43 (including four Conference-appointed
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Councillors). At Llte Hay 1993 meeting, the best-attended ever, the
Scilentific Council had decided to refer three fssues for consideration by
the Conference of the Parties and, at its meeting on 4-5 June 1994, it had
prapared a recommendation for the Conference, suggesting the adoption of a
resolution on inter alia, those three issues.

222. The firset issue concerned the frequency of meetings of the Council.

In view of the growth in ite size and number of tasks, the Council
conaidered it necessary to hold at least one additional regular meeting, to
ba scheduled betwveen the meatinge of the Conference of the Parcies. It
recommanded, therefore, that the provision of Resolution 1.4 [(Bonan, 1985),
which asuthorized the Council to mest intersessionally on an exceptional
basis only, should be modified accordingly.

221. Secondly, the Council had concluded that all Parties should be
entitled to nominate alternate Councillors to ensure representation at all
ite mestings. While it was important to maintain stability and continuity
in the Council's deliberations; the Council felt that it was more important
to have the benafit of the experience of all Parties.

224. Thirdly, in view of the increased eize and responsibilities of the
Council, which entailed a considerable increase in the work and commitments
of the Chairman, the Secretariat recommanded the establishment of a poet of
Yice-Chair. &Since the Vice-Chair could be a representative of a developing
country the establishment of the post might have financial implications.

He proposed that the recommendations of the Council, if approved by the
Parties, could be incorporated in a resolution modifying previous
ragolutions of the Conference.

225, A number of representatives requested information on the poseible
financial implicationa for CMS of those recommandations and asked the
Secretarist to provide information for them to examine before reaching a
decision.

226. The Chairman confirmed that intersessional meetinges would involve
financial implications,; wince the CHS budget covered the travel costas of
delegations from some developing countries; the appointment of alternates
to the Sclentifie Councll would not, however, entall additional coste; and
any coste relating to the attendance of the Vice-Chair at Scientific
Council meetings would be minor.

227. After some discussion, the Parties agreed to accept the
recommendat ions of the Scientific Council im principle, subject to approval
of any financial implications, and to draft appropriate resclutions for
adoption towards the end of the mesting.

228. At the %th plenary session of the meeting, on 11 June, the Chalrman
introduced a draft resclution dealing with arrangements for the Scientific
Council (UNEP/CHS/Res.4.5/Rev.1).

229. The representative of the United Kingdom stated that he wished to
make a general point which had been discussed both in the Strategy working
group and in the plenary. The consensus had been that a review of
Appendices I and II had not been considered necessary. The draft
resclution did not reflect that view. He therefore proposed that the
fourth preambular paragraph should be amended to read "Notes alesoc that the
Scientific Council in addition to the duties described in Article VIII of
the Convention should undertake three additional tasks, viz:®. He also
suggested that paragraph 5 of the preamble should read “keeping under
review the composition of Appendices I and II of the Convention™. He aleo
proposed that in the operative part of the resclution, the paragraph
beginning “"further directe” should start "Further directs the Scientific

e
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council te undertake the following additional tasks - keep under review the
composition of Appendices I and 1T of the Convention;...". When the
Chairman asked if paragraphs 5, 6, and 7 should be completely deleted, the
representative of South Africa suggested that, as paragraphs 5, 6 and 7
were already covered in paragraph 3, they could be deleted altogether. The
Conference @0 agreed.

230. Under the same agenda item, the representative of Chile regquested
that he be given the floor to clarify what he had agreed together with the
reprosentatives of South Africa and the United Kingdom concerning the
amendment of UNEP/CHS/Res.4.5/Rev.l. It was agreed that a clause be
ingserted under the additional tasks undertaken by the Scientific Councll,
reading: "advise on selecting and monitoring small scale pilot projects
which will promote the implementation of the Convention®.

231. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat proposed the following addition,
at the end of the resclution: "Advises that the Chairman of the Standing
Committee be invited to attend the meetings of the Scientific Council as an
sbserver, with expenses pald from the Trust Fund (when they cannot be met
by his or her own country). provided the cost of participation does not
excead US 51,000%.

232. The Conference unanimously adopted the draft resolution with the
amendments introduced by the United Kingdom and the Co=ordinator.

233. The Chairman then gave the floor to Dr. Wolff, the outgoing Chairman
of the Scientific Council. Dr. Wolff gave details of the electiona that
had taken place in the 5th meeting of the Scientific Council, in which

Dr. Pierre Devillers had been elected the new Chalrman of the Council;
that election was received with acclamation by the delegates of the
plenary. Dr. Wolff went on to say that the new Vice-Chairman was Dr. Jean
Ngog Wje from Cameroon.

334. The Chairman said that the following proposals were made during
discussions, for the following experts to be re-appointed or appointed to
the Council by the Conference: Dr. Moser, pr. Perrin. Dr. Pfeffer, Dr.
Schlatter and Dr. Limpus &g a new expert on marine turtles. In the absence
of any cbjections from delegates, the chalirman decided that those experts
would be the Scientific Councillors appointed by the Conference.

AGENDA ITEM 18: DATE AND VENUE OF THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE
COMFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

235, At the %th session of the meeting, on 11 June, the conference took up
agenda item 18 (Date and venue of the fifth meeting of the conference of
the Parties).

236, The Chairman drew attentlion to documenta UMEP/CMS/Conf.4.15 and
UNEP/CM5/Res.4.7 and called on the Secretariat to make a brief presentation
of those documents. In response, the Co-ordinator said that, for the third
time, the meeting of the Conference was taking place at a United Nations
office. At the previous meeting of the Conference of the Parties, held in
1991 in Geneva, a discusseion had taken place and a resclution

{Resolution 3.8) had been passed resulting in an invitation to all Parties
to consider the possibility of holding the next meating of the Conference
in a Party country. Reminders had later been sent, but no sericus offer to
host the meeting had been received. The Standing Committee had then
decided that the present meeting would take place at UNEFP headgquarters in
Mairobi. While he was aware that UNEP had been happy to host the mestling
in Mairobi, the Co-ordinator believed that it would be a good atrategy to
have the next meeting of the Conference in a Party country. That would
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involve costs and work on the part of the host country, but would also
bring advantages and benefite for the country iteelf. He therefore called
on the Parties to take all that into account and carefully consider the
matteér in their discussions on the draft before them.

237. The Chairman asked whether there was any Party that wished to make a
proposal or to comment on the issue. A there were no comments, ha
declared Resoclution 4.7 adopted.

AGENDA ITEM 19: OTHER BUSINMESS

238. At the &th session of the meeting, the Chairman invited
representatives to raise any cutstanding matters under the item. Neo
delegation took the floor.

239. Returning to the agenda item at the 8th session of the meeting, on

11 June 1994, the Chairman drew attention to the draft recommendation on
the role of non-governmental organizations in CHMS, contained in document
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/CRP.3 and said that, if there were no objections, he would
take it that the plenary wished to adopt the recommendation. The cbaarver
from BirdLife International said that his organization particularly
witlcomad the recommendacion, a view in which he wae certain other non-
governmental organlzations would concur,; since it gave them the same status
in CMS which they already enjoyed in the Ramsar Convention, following its
adoption of a similar recommendation at its meeting in 1993.

#40. At ite 9th meeting, the Conference again took up ite consideration of
agenda item 19. The Chairman asked delegates Lf there were any
miscellanecus issues they wished to raise. The representative of Sweden
asked if, at the next meeting of the Conference of the Parties, some
machine could be provided for the numbering of documents.

241. The representative of Nigeria said he wished to introduce a proposal
for the study of marine turtles of the West African Atlantic coast, on
behalf of Benin, Cameroon, Céte d°*Ivoire, Ghana, Guinea, Nigeria, Senegal,
South Africa and Togo. The West African Range States of the marine turtles
of the African Atlantic oceanic coast that were Parties to the Convention,
as named above, had deliberated on the state of knowledge of marine turtles
on the West African coast and were of the consensus opinion that there was
inadequate scientific information on the status of the species. From the
foregoing, the Party States requested the Convention to finance a
scientific study of those marine turtles in order to elicit the following:
(1} the spacies present and their status, (2) the breeding ecolegy of the
speciea, (3) the utilization of the species. The study would be a
prerequisite for the eventual development of Agreemente among the Party
States for the conservation of the marine turtles. The Partlies named fully
supported the recommendation of the Scientific Couneil on the appointment
of Dr. Limpus of Australia, the Conference-appointed expert on marine
turtles. The representative concluded by saying that he also wished to
suggest that the above proposal be included as one of the priorities in

Dr. Limpus® terma of reference.

AGENDA ITEM 20: RADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE MEETING

242. At the 5th plenary session, the Conference considered the first part
of its draft report (UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/L.1). The draft was adopted with a
numbar of amendments.

243. During the adoption of the first part of the draft report, the
representative of the Eurcpean Community said that recently introduced
environmental conservation legislation in the Community would have
implications for the revised list of Range States referred to in
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paragraph 36 of the draft report. The Eurcpean Community would submit more
detailed information directly to the Secretariat in due course. The
representative of the Secretariat indicated that it would appreciate the
assistance of the European Community to update the Range State list for all
of the species affected.

244. At the 6th session of the meeting, the Conference considered the
second part of its draft report (UNEP/CMS/L.1/Add.l). The draft report was
adopted with a number of amendments.

245. At the Bth and 9th sessicna of the meeting, on 11 June 1994, the
conference considered the remaining parts of its draft report
[UHEP/CHS/L.1/Add.2, Add.] and Add.d4). The draft report wasa adopted with
several amendments.

AGENDA ITEM 21: CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

246. At the 9th session, on 11 June 1994, turning to agenda item 21, the
Chairman expressed his thanks to UNEP, to the Secretariat, the Standing
Committee and the Scientifiec Council, especially to their Chairmen, and to
the Parties for their hard work to aseist the present Conference of the
Parties. The representative of Pakistan expressed gratitude to the
Chairman on behalf of the delegates for the efficient and cordial way in
which he had conducted the meeting. The representative of UNEP said UNEP
was pleased at the outcome of the meeting and especially at the agreement
reached to accept the Strategy for the Future Development of the
Convention, which would prove a useful tool for the Parties, the Standing
Committee, the Scientific Council, the Secretariat, and UNEP in obtaining
results to improve the conservation of migratory species. UNEP would also
do its best to assist in the implementation of the resolutions and
recommendat iona of the meeting and to catalyse donors to help mobilize
resources. Given the urgency of the issue, UNEP would endeavour to
facilitate the design of projects, especially those for funding under GEF.
It would aleso try to facilitate co-operaticn between CMS and the Ramsar
convention and the Convention on Biological Diversity.

247. With that, the Chairman declared the fourth meeting of the Conference
of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of Higratory Species
of Wild Animals to be closed.
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CHRPTER 11

REFORT OF SESSIONAL COMMITTEE I (SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE)

INTRODUCTION

1. Under the Chairmanship of Dr. Sylla (Senegal), Committee I held thres
meetings on 9 and 10 Jupne 1994 to conoider matters arieing under agenda
itema 12 {(Review of implementation of the Convention), 13 (5trategy for the
future development of the Conventlon), 14 [(Consideration of proposals for
amendments to Appendices I and II of the Convention) and 17 (Inestitutional

arcangaments] .

AGENDA ITEM 14: CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSALS FOR AMENDMENTS
TO APPENDICES I AND II OF THE CONVENTION

2. At ite let meeting, on 9 June 1994, the Committes took up agends
item 14 (Consideration of proposals for amendments to Appendices I and II
of the Convention}).

3. Introducing the item, the representative of the Secretarlat drew
attention to the proposals for amendments to Appendices I and II of the
Convention, which had been circulated in & single document in thelr
criginal language. He aleo drew attention to the summary of all the
proposals prepared by the Secretariat [(UNEP/CHMES/Conf.4.12) and the relevant
discussion and recommendations of the Scientific Council at ite fifth
maeting (UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.5, param 9-30).

4. By way of general comment on the proposals, one representative said
that his delegation beliewved that several species listed in the summary of
the proposals as having & "C" conservation statua did not warrant inclusion

in the Appendices.

5. The representative of the Secretariat said that, for a species to be
listed in the Appendices of the Convention, certain crlteria had to be mat.
In accordance with Article III, paragraph 1, of the Convention, Appendix I
listed spscies that were endangered. For inclusion in Appendix II, there
were two possible criteria: that the conservation status of the speciea
wag unfavourable or that the species would benefit significantly from the
international co-operation that could be achieved by an international
Agreemant. The purpose of the final column in the summary table as
contained in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.12 was to indicate which criteria
would be applicable. It did not represent & judgement by the Secretariat
as to whether or not the criteria were fulfilled.

B. The Committee proceeded to consider the first propoeal (mo. IfL1),
which had been submitted by France on behalf of the European Community, and
which concerned the inclusion of Oryx dasmah in Appendix I.

7. Introducing the proposal, the representative of France said that the
proposal had been discuessed and approved by the European Community as a
whole. Drawing attention to paragraphe 9-13 of the report of the fifth
meeting of the Scientific Council (UNEP/CHS/Inf.4.5), she salid that it was
necessary to include the apecies in Appendix I as Lte conservatlon status
was very sericus: the range of the species had diminished and ite
population had decreased drastically in those places where it still
exiated. There wae therefore an urgent need to list species in Appendix I
on the uwnderstanding that listing alone was not enocugh: wurgent meéasuroas
would have to be taken to conserve the species and restore ite habitat, to
implement & concerted plan of action and to embark upon a policy of
reinforcement and reintroduction.

Jous
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B. Dr. Ford {United Kingdom), representing the Scientific Council in the
absence of its Chairman, said that the Council had discussed the proposal
at length and had decided that the inclueion of the species in Appendix I
was urgent. There was a consensus in the Council that the species was
endangered. The Council had aleo agreed, after a discussion on whather or
not the species was migratory, that it occurred cutside Chad and that ita
potential range was considerably larger. Chad was in the process of
becoming & Party to the Convention and would therefore be in a position to
give effect to an Appendix I listing. The recommendation of the Council
was that the specles should be added to Appendix I.

9, The representative of Niger, a Range State of the species, said that
he supported the proposal. He would, however, request the Committee to ba
cautious of the population figures contained in the proposal as there had
been no recent count of the species in his country.

10. The Committee recommended the proposal to include Oryx dammah in
Appendix I of the Convention for forwarding to the plenary.

11. The proposal to include the entire population of the White-headed
duck (Oxyura leucocephala), in Appendix I (proposal No.If3) was introduced
by the representative of Belgium, who said that the proposal had been
prepared by the Government of Spain on the initlative of the European
Community. The species was highly endangered and its population had
declined throughout its range. The distribution of the species was very
fragmented, with only small populations remaining in southern Europe, necth
Africa, the eastern Mediterranean and central Asia. The threats to the
species derived not only from habitat destruction but also from compatition
with ancther species introcduced from North America to the United Kingdom in
the 19508, which had established itself in the wild and whose population
was increasing. The Eurcpean Community therefore urged the Committee to
approve the proposal.

12. The representative of Morocco, one of the Range States, supportaed the
proposal and emphasized the threats to the species posed by hybridization.
Several representatives sought clarification of the issue of hybridization
and, in particular, how the integration of another, exotic species and the
resulting "genetic pollution” could be prevented.

13. Dr. Moser, the Conference-appointed expert on waterbirds in the
Scientific Council, and Dr. Ford, representing the Scientific Council,
explained that a set of recommendations for controlling the spread of
introduced species had been prepared at a workshop held in the United
Kingdom in early 1993 and that, once a species was included in rppendix I,
Range States became liable to the cobligations set forth in Article III of
the Convention, in particular the provisiona of Article III,

paragraph 4 (¢}, requiring Parties to eliminate or control already
introduced exotic species. It was also pointed out that the two epecies in
guestion did not occur naturally in the same range: the current overlap
between the species wae therefore the result of human intervention.

14. In the light of the arguments put forward, the Committee recommanded
that the proposal to include Oxyura leucocephala in Appendix I of the
Conventien be forwarded to plenary for adoption.

15. Introducing the proposal to include the middle-Euwropaan population of
the Great bustard (Otis tarda) in Appendix I of the convention [proposal
Mo.If4), the representative of Hungary said that the populations of the
species had suffered a marked decline resulting in its extinction in some
breeding areas of Eurcpe. The primary causes of the decline in populaticn
were destruction of breeding area due to agriculture and losses during
migration. At the first meeting of the Parties, in 1985, the speclies had
been included in Appendix II in response to the dramatic decline in its

l;liil
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population. In view of the continuing threats to ite survival, Hungary
proposed ite inclusion in Appendix I.

16. Representing the Scientific Council, Dr. Ford said that the Council
supported the Hungarian proposal and he commended the Government of Hungarcy
on its suggestion that an Agreement on the species should be proposed.
Representatives of other Range States supported the proposal and suggested
that an exchange of information and experience between Hungary and States
in the Iberian Peninsula, where a useful conservation programme on the
local population of the species had been implemented, would be beneficial.

17. A8 inclusion in Appendix I would entail specific obligationm Ffor
Range Statesa, somé representatives regquested more precise information on
the 5tates included in the middle-European area. The representative of
Hungary listed the following middle-European Range States where there were
active populatione: Austria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania, Slowvakia,
Ukraine and former Yugoslavia. The representative of Germany pointed out
that there was a small population in Germany, that wintering populations
ware attested in Albania and Italy and that, while the species had become
extinct in Bulgaria and Foland, it could possibly be reintroduced in those
States. Coneeguently, the list of Range Stateas should include those five
States and the European Communlity.

18. The Committee endorsed the proposal to include Otip tarda (middle-
European population) im Appendix I of the Convention.

19. The representative of the United Kingdom, introducing the proposal to
include Tadarida teniotis, the European free-tailed bat, in Appendix II
{proposal We.IIfl), said that the proposal had been prepared on behalf of
the European Community. The species was distributed around Mediterranean
Europe and North Africa in low population densities, which were subject to
the same threats as other bat populations, namely insecticide and pesticide
use and habitat destruction. Tadarida tgnjotis was the only specles of bat
cccurring in Europe not covered by the Agreement on the Conservation of
Bats in Europe, and its listing in Appendix IT would facilitate its
eventual inclusion. The proposal was not, however, limited to Europe as it
felt that the spacies needed protection throughout itse range.

20. The Committee approved the proposal to include Tadarida tepiotis in
hppandix II of the Convention.

21. At ite 2Znd meeting, on 9 June 1994, the Committee resumed its
consideration of agenda item 14.

22. The representative of Germany stated that the amendment proposed by
Germany, subject to approval by the European Community, for conseideration
by the Conference of the Parties was that the 92 species listed under
numbers II/14 to IIf105 in the table in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.12 be
considered for inclusion in Appendix II of the Convention. The idea had
been that, based on the African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement, all
waterbird species should be covered, irrespective of their conservation
status. However, all those species were to be accorded different
pricrities. On the basis of Germany‘s propcsal, the Scientific Council had
recommended the inclusion of 50 species as an amendment to Appendix II.
Further, as concerned the remaining 42 species, it had recommended that
more information was required for their inclusion to be considered at the
next meeting of the Conference of the Parties. The majority of the
European Community mamber States had accepted the recommendation of the
Scientific Council and had supported the inclusion of Fulica atra atra but
with the provision that only its Mediterranean population be included in
the listing. In view of those developments, Germany was withdrawing ite
pravious motion for the inclusion of the whole species. In addition, in
agreement with the European Community member States, it proposed that
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Sterna be included asm a whole. With regard to annex 23 of the
report of the fifth meeting of the Scientific Council, the Europsan
Community supported the recommendation of the Scientifiec Council and would
seek more information to determine the conservation satatus of the listed
species, and would make a proposal to the next meeting of the Parties.
Thus, Germany withdrew its proposal to have the 42 species included in
Appendix II at the present meeting of the Conference.

23. Dr. Pord, clarifying the views of the Scientific Council, which were
to be found in paragraphs 17-30 of the report of the fifth meating of the
council, said that the advice to the Conference had been that the =0
species listed in annex 2 of the Scientific Council report should be
included in Appendix II of the Convention. Germany had now withdrawn its
proposal with regard to the other 42 species, which were listed in annex 3
of the Scientific Council report. The Scientiflic Council had recommended
that those species be put forward at the next meeting of the Parties and
had invited the Parties, in the meantime, to provide whatever further
information they could on them.

24. The representative of Belgium, referring to Fulica atra ALia. said
that the intention was to specify the Hediterranean and Black Sea

lations. The representative of Germany expressed gratitude for the
clarification. He added that, with regard to Norway's propesal to include
Crex crex in Appendix II, the Eurcpean Community would have supported the
proposal, if it had been adequately prepared and on time. He encouraged
Hn:u?y to submit the proposal to the Conference of the Parties at its next
maet ing.

75. MWith regard to Fulica atrsa Atra, one representative guestioned
whether gecgraphically distinct populations could be identified as
distinct. Speaking in reply, Dr. Moser stated that the species had a wide
digtribution in the northern part of western Eurasia. What had been done,
on the basis of ringing studies, was to identify the major flyways to
separate wintering areas and define the list of countries, which ware
called Mediterranean and Black Sea countries. There might be ovarlaps, but
separate wintering areas had been identified.

26. The representative of Australia said that, with reference to Fulica
atra atra, he was not at all convinced that species’ populations could be
defined by political boundaries, and he feared the possible precedent that
might create. The representative of Germany explained that the populations
of the species could be clearly identified and distinguished in reference
ts the Mediterranean and the Black Seas, whereas, for example, the
Scandinavian population could not be distinguished biologically. He
therefore suggested that the proposal to include only the Hediterranean and
Black Sea populations in Appendix I1 should be accepted and put forward.

27. Dr. Ford explained that the Council had discussed the species Crex
crex and had established that it was a migratory species with an
anfavourable conservation status. The Council had supported its inclusion
in Appendix II, and encouraged Norway to put forward a proposal to the next
meeting of the Conference. In the interim, the Range States

could usefully take conservation measures. The representative of Norway
agreed to that suggestion, and said that a draft recommendation to that
effect had already been circulated.

28. The Chairman declared that the two proposale under discussiocn be
recommended by the Committee and forwarded to the plenary for adoption.
One representative gquestioned whether there was a possible repetition of
recommendations when Committee I accepted and recommended proposals to the
plenary, while the plenary already had before it the recommendaticns

of the Scientific Council in respect of the same proposals. Dr. Ford
replied that the report of the fifth meating of the Scientific Council
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constituted the advice of the Council to the Conference of the Parties.
Committee I wasm a subsidiary body of the Conference and would pass on its
own report to the plenary.

2%. BSeveral representatives ralsed the question of how the Committes's
recommendation to the plenary would deal with the proposal to list 42
gpecies; a proposal which Germany had withdrawn. The representative of
Germany said the Council had recommended that work continue to gather
information concerning the 42 species. A proposal for their incluslion Ln
Appandix II would be forwarded to the Conference of the Parties at ite next
meeting. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat stated that his understanding
was that the proposal for inclusion of the 42 species had been withdrawn,
and no formal reguest was being made to the plenacry to deal with the
proposal in any way. As far as the guestion of repetition of
recommendat ions was concerned, the Committes's recommendation could etate
that it had taken note of the Sclentific Council‘s recommendations. The
Conference of the Parties would decide how to act on this, &8 under
Article VIII of the Convention, the Scientific Council was entitled to make
recommendations to the plenary. It might therefore be worthwhile for the
Committes to undertake careful conslideration of the recommendation made to
the plenary. The Chairman concluded that, as there were no objections, the
Committee’s recommendation would be submitted to the plenary.

RECOMMENDATIONS

30. At ite Jrd meeting, on 10 June 1994, the Committes consldered a
number of draft recommendations for submission to plenary (see annex II).

31. Introducing the draft recommendaticon on the conservation and
managemant of cormorante in the African-Eurasian region (UNEP/CMS/Rec.4.1),
the representative of Denmark said that the recommendation had been
prepared in two workshops held in Denmark in December 1993 and March 1994,
with participants from other European countries. The legislation of most
Range S5tates protected the Great cormorant, whose population had increased
significantly over the last 10 years, but allowed control measures where
there were conflictes with fishery and other interests and where there wera
no other satisfactory soluticna. Many different methods of control were
used and theres was a consequent need for the exchange of knowledge, for
coordination and for the elaboration of common guidelines as & firet stage
towards the preparation of an international conservation plan for the

subspecies.

32. Turning to the other two species covered by the recommendation, the
Socotra cormorant and the Pygmy cormorant, he pointed out that nelther
apacies caused any conflict with human interests and that, while the
populaticn of the Socotra cormorant was unknown, the Pygmy cormorant was
sericusly endangered. He stressed the need for measures to Improve the
conservation status of both species.

33. The cChairman of the Scientific Council said that the Council
supported the recommendation and believed that measures should be adopted
to improve the conservation status of the species. He pointed out that the
recommendation was not necessarily linked to listing in one of the
Appendices and could be considered within the framework of CMS.

34. The representative of Denmark then introduced two amendments agreed
in discuesions within the European Community, which had endorsed the draft
recommendation, as amended. There followed a brief exchange of views in
the Committee, in which it was pointed cut that two of the species were
included in the list of 50 species with an unfavourable conservation etatus
recommanded for inclueion in Appendix II. The representative of Denmark
then withdrew the first of the amendments proposed by the European
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Community and agreed that the third preambular paragraph of the draft
recommendation should be revised to read: 'ﬂggizg the proposals to include
the Pygmy cormorant and the Socotra cormorant in Appendix II of the
convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals”. The
Committee adopted the second amendment of the European Community by which
paragraph 2 (f) of the Guidelines for Conservation and Management of the
Great cormorant, contained in the annex to the recommendation, would read:
nIntervention within the breeding colonies, if it appears to b& necesdary,
may only be authorized in particular cases where it can be scientifically
demonstrated that it will not have a negative impact on the conservation
status of cormorants as mentioned in the cpening paragraph and in points
{a) and (b) above, and only under strict supervision and in accordance with
the principles laid down in point {d} above. Control methods should
respect good ethical principles.”

35. The representative of France noted that certain editorial and
linguistic improvements could be made to the French translation of the
recommendation. The Secretariat tock note of those commente and said that
the Secretariat would be grateful if the representative of France could, in
consultation with the proponent, convey specific suggestions on how the
French translation might be improved.

36. The Committee agreed to recommend to the plenary session of the
conference that it should adopt the draft recommendation, as amended and
with the corrections toc the French text introduced by the representative of
France (see annex II to the present report].

37. Introducing the propesed memorandum of understanding concerning
conservation measures for the Slender-billed curlew (Numenius

i }, the Co-ordinator of the secretariat said that the proposal
to develop a memorandum of understanding under CMS had arisen out of
dlscussions held in the Scientific Council im 1993, with BirdLife
International and with the scientific advisors of the European Community .
The proposed memorandum was a last effort to save the species, which had
been on Appendix 1 for a long time without any visible conservation
improvement .

38. The Secretariat had undertaken to coordinate preparation of the
memorandum and had circulated a draft to Range States, whose comments and
amendments had been incorporated in the revised draft contalned in annex 9
of the report of the fifth meeting of the Scientific Council
(UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.5. and Corr.l). Following consultations at that meeting
with some Range States, further amendments had become necessary and the
final text of the memorandum would be circulated to Governments of Range
states with the request that they should sign and accept the memorandum.
With the scientific aseistance of Birdlife international and financial
apsistance from the Eurcpean Community, research, monitoring and habitat
conservation projects and other essential measures could be undertaken to
safeguard the survival of the spacies.

39. The Chairman of the Scientific Council said that the Council had
fully supported the reccmmendation and hoped it would be adopted by the
Cconfarance.

40. The Committee agreed to recommend to the plenary session of the
conference that it should take note of and endorse the cbjectives and
orientation of the recosmendation of the seientific Council to urge all
Range States to accept the reviged Memorandum of Understanding and to carry
out all necessary steps to save the species from extinction.

41. Introducing the draft recommendation on research on migration in

gmall cetaceans (UNEP/CM5/Inf.4.5 and corr.l, annex 6), which had been
endorsed by the Scientific Council for forwarding to the Conference, the
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Chairman of the Scientific Council said that the lack of knowledge on
migratory movements of most small cetaceans prevented their inclusion in
the Appendices and he therefore urged Parties to support research on such
migratory behaviour.

42. In response to the concerns expressed by India that efforts should be
made to avoid duplication between CHS and the International Whaling
Commission [IWC) where emall cetacesans were concerned, the Co-ordinator of
the Secretariat said that the Secretariat strongly favoured the development
of closer contacts with the secretariate of other conventions but was
constrained in ites efforts to collect and exchange data on small cetaceans
by its limited rescurces. Agreement had been reached, however, with the
Secretary of IWC on the need for closer contact and a regular exchange of
information. The Conference-appointed Scientific Counciller De. Perrin
already had close contacts with the IWC scientific working group on small
cetaceans and those contacts had recently been strengthened through the
recent election of the Vice-Chairman of the CM5 Standing Committee aa
Chairman of the International Whaling Commission (IWC).

43. In addition,; it was pointed out that, at ite meeting in 1993, the
Scientific Council had recommeénded holding consultations with IWC on the
guastion of emall cetaceans and that, while within IWC there were
differences of view on the competence to deal with lssues of small
cetaceans, in recent years there had been some detailed studies in that
area, including one for the United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development (UNCED). It was agreed that there was unlikely to be any
conflict of interest or duplication between the scientific activitiss of
CH5 and IWC; as CH5 would focus on the migratory aepecte of the species
while the IWC Scientific Committes was concerned with its habitat and
population. Indeed, there were significant prospects for complementarity.

44, The Committee agreed to recommend to the plenary session of the
Conference that it should adopt the draft recommendation prepared by the
Scientific Council (eee annex II to the present report).

45. The representative of Norway then introduced the draft recommendation
on the conservation status of Crex crgx. S5he said that the species had not
originally been proposed for inclusion in Appendix II, as there was some
question as to whether it was coneidered to be wetland-dependant. The
Scientific Council had, however, determined that the epecies had a highly
unfavourable conservation status throughout its range and was clearly
migratory. HNorway supported paragraphas 24-26 of the report of the fifth
meeting of the Scientific Council (UMEP/CMS/Inf.4.5 and Corr.l.)} and had
formed & recommendation for Crex crex to be listed in Appendix II. She
then orally corrected two errors in paragraph 4 of the draft
recommendat ion.

46. The Chairman of the Scientific Council said that the matter had been
discussed in the Council and he had nothing to add.

47. The representative of Australia supported the draft recommendation
but felt that the meaning of paragraph 4 would be clearer if it were
amended to read: "Recommends that Range States identify breeding habitats
and promote agricultural management practices sympathetic to the
congervation of Crex crgx in those aress.”

48. The representative of Norway accepted the amendment proposed by the
representative of Australia. In addition, on a proposal by the
reprasentative of Belgium, she revised paragraph 3 of the draft
recommendation by replacing the word "lieted" by the worde “"considered for
listing~.

49. The Committee then agreed to recommend to the plenary sesaion of the
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conference that it should adopt the draft recommendation, as amended and
reviged (see annex II to the present report).

50. The representative of Pakistan then introduced the draft
recommendation on the proposed Agreement on the Houbara buatard

iChlamydotisg undulata) {UNEP/CMS/Conf.4/CRP.1) and urged Lte acceptance by
the Committea.

£1. The Chairman of the Scientific Council said that, while the Council
had not discussed the specific draft recommendation, its discussion had
proceeded along the same lines. In particular, he drew attention to the
extremely unfavourable conservation status of the birda and tha fact that
an important part of ite population was migratory.

£2. The representative of Saudi Arabia introduced two corrections to
paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft. The representative of India, supported by
the representative of Saudi Arabia, said that he broadly agrceed with
Pakistan‘s premises but believed that the first priority was to conduct
gtudies to ascertain the population status of the species in various
countries. That report could then be forwarded to the Secretariat and
digcussed at the next meeting of the Scilentific Council.

53. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat invited the representative of
India to present the proposed amendment in writing.

4. The Committee then agreed to recommend that the plenary sesasiocn of
the Conference should adopt the draft recommendation, as amended by the
representative of Saudi Arabia and with the inclusion of the text proposed
by India (see annex II to the present report).

55. The repreeentative of Morocco then read out the draft recommendation
for concerted action for six Appendix I species of Sahelo-Saharan
ungulates: Addax nasomaculatus, , Gazella dama, Gazella
leptocercs, Gazella cuvieri, Gagella dorcas (UNEP/CMS/Conf.d/CRP.S), which
was submitted by the delegations of Tunisia, Moroceo, Niger, Egypt, Mall,
Burkina Faso, France and Belgium but which had not yet been circulated in
writing.

56. The Chairman of the Scientific Council said that that group of
animals had been discussed by the Council at its 1993 meeting in Bonn and
at its recent meeting in Nairobi. The Council was strongly in favour of
the draft recommendation.

57. The Committee agreed to recommend that the plenary of the
conference should adopt the draft recommendation (see annex II to the
presant report).

AGENDA ITEH 17: INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEHENTS
S8. On the proposal of the Co-ordinator the Committee agreed to recommend
to the plenary of the Conference that it take note of and endorse the
recommendation of the Scientific Council that the four current members of
the Council appointed by the Conference in 1%91 be re-appointed and that

Dr. Limpus from Australia, an expert on marine turtles, also be appointed
by the Conferasnce to the Council.

59. The representative of India suggested that, since the Council did not
receive much input from the Asian countries and since the Conference wag
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entitled to appoint up to eight Councillors, an expert Councillor from the
Asian region might be chosen.

60. 1In reply, the Co-ordinator of the Secretariat said that the point
raised by the representative of India could have been usefully discussed in
the Scientific Council. It was, however, important not to follow regiocnal
issues but, rather, to respond to the requests of the Scientific Council
for the expertise needed for its work programme. He did not believe that
the Committee was in a position to address that lssue.

61. The representative of India agreed that the proposal should first be
discussed in the Scientific Council. However, during the Council maet ing
he could find no place on the agenda under which the matter could be
revised. He had thought that since the guestion of appointment of
Scientific Councillors was before the current meeting, that was the
appropriate forum in which to make his suggestion.
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CHAPTER III
REPORT OF SESSIONAL COMMITTEE II (ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE)

INTRODUCTION

1. Under the Chairmanship of Dr. P. Bridgewater (Australia),

Committee II held two meetings on B and 9 June 1994 to consider gquestions
arising from agenda item 12{a) (Overview of Party reports), agenda item 13
(Strategy for the future development of the Convention) and agenda item 16
(Financial and administrative arrangementa).

Agenda item 16: Financial and Administrative Arrangements

2. At its lst meeting, on B June 1994, the Committea tock up
consideration of agenda item 16 (Financial and administrative
arrangements). The Chairman, referring to document UNMEP/CHS/Conf.4.13,
gaid the Committes had before it a detailed presentation from the
Secretariat which also showed the linkages between the strategic objectives
and the budget, which were guite complex. He expressed hope that progress
could be made on specific issues. Referring first to sub-item 16 (a)
{Extension of the CMS Trust Fund), the Chairman, on recelving no comments
regarding the extension of the Trust Fund, concluded that there was a
consensus in favour of paragraph 10 of the resolution contained in document
UMEP/CMS/Res.4.6, requesting the Executive Director of UNEP to extend the
Trust Fund through 31 December 1997.

a. Turning to Section D of document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.13, dealing with
terma of reference for the administration of the Trust Fund, the Chairman
gave the floor to the representative of UNEP for a brief presentation. The
representative said that the amendments proposed by UNEP were to streamline
the terms of reference, 80 as to bring them in line with other trust funds
administered by UNEP. He added that the 13 per cent charge to the Trust
Fund by UNEP for administration was the normal practice and was included in
all UNEP-administered Trust Funds. Indeed, it was required by the

United Nations Rules and Regulations.

4. The representative of Germany raised a question on procedure, asking
if the discussicn on the budget could be in a separate working group.
Certain details would need discussion and a working group could be useful
for this, instead of holding the discussion in the Committee. The
representative of the United Kingdom agreed with the proposal of a working
group for the budget. He further referred to the additional amendments
proposed by UNEP to the Terms of Reference for the administration of the
Trust Fund, and stated that the United Kingdom reserved its position on the
amendments proposed in paragraph 28 of document UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13. He
said that the second and third of the changes proposed were unlikely to be
acceptable to the United Kingdom.

5. After a detailed discussion of the arrangementd for consideration of
the budget, the representative of Pakistan reiterated that the budget waa
very important and thus needed discussion in the plenary and needed to be
adopted by the plenary. The representative of Panama was of the opinion
that the discussion on the budget should be tackled at the present meeting
of the Committee, while many delegates were assembled.

6. The Chairman proposed that an initial discussion should be held with
the full Committee, after which a working group could meet, to avolid a
clash with the working group on the Strategy which was to take place later
in the evening. He called for a nomination for chairman of the working
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group. The representative of the United Kingdom proposed that India chair
the working group and the representative of Saudi Arabia seconded that
proposal. The representative of India accepted the nomination, with the
proviso that the working group would have adequate regional representation
of the Parties. In view of that, the Chairman proposed that the Committees
firat discuss the budget in general terms and then break to hold the
working group meeting.

Ts The representative of Panama, referring to the three options for
etaffing levels in the Secretariat, wondered whether the increase in the
number of ataff in the Secretariat would make any substantial difference to
other budget lines. He aleo wished to know if the budget lines for
reporting were fixed, or if some additional amounts could be set aside for
a reporting fund for countries. He wondered whether other countries not
Parties to the Convention could give some support to the Convention by
providing consultancies. The representative of the Secretariat clarified
that reporting costs as outlined in budget line 5200 referred to the
reporting coste of the Secretariat and not te those of Parties. The
representative of Panama, referring to budget line 5300, said that he would
like to know what effect the three staffing options for the Secretariat
would have on budget lines such as communications, telex, telephones, etc.
The representative of the Secretariat replied that, while there would be
aomeé variation, communications coste in the main were fixed because the
addition of cne or two staff would have only a marginal impact on the
volume of material it produced and sent out, for example in relation to
meetings, which was reflected in communications costs. The main difference
Hﬂﬂldngi reflected in the staffing options themselves rather than in other
budget lines.

B. One representative, referring to the strategic cbjectives and
activities highlighted in the table of document UNEP/CHS/Conf.d.13,
requested a breakdown of the cost of each of the strategic activities
highlighted. In reply, the representative of the Secretariat stated that it
had not been possible to cost those activities: at the present stage the
aim was to prioritize them. In the event of the Secretariat preparing an
action plan for the implementation of the Strategy, more detailed plans of
the coste of those activities might be prepared.

9. The representative of the Netherlands said that he was not against
the discussion of the budget in a working group. However, the brief
discussion had shown that the various staffing options did have
consequences with regard to the contributions of the Parties and the views
of different Parties on that might differ greatly. Since the Netherlands
had always been in favour of promoting the Convention as far as possible,
it would support Option 1.

10. The Chairman asked for an indication of those Parties that would wish
to participate in the working group to discuss the budget. France,
Germany, India, Hetherlands, Pakistan, Panama, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia,
United Kingdom and the Eurcopean Community indicated their wish to do so.
The Chairman then adjourned the meeting of the Committee, in order that the
working group might meet and discuss the budget.

ACENDA ITEM 13: STRATEGY FOR THE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

11. At its 2nd meeting, the Committee took up its consideration of agenda
item 13. The Chairman of the Committee said that the chairman of the
working group dealing with the Strategy would give a brief verbal
presentation on the general direction of the working group, which would be
likely to affect any discussion of the budget by the Committee later.
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12. The representative of the United Kingdom, speaking ae chalrman of the
working group dealing with the Strategy, stressed that his words should not
be viewed as & report on the activity of the group. They were intended
simply to help with the upcoming discussion on the budget as a whole. The
previous night's meeting of the Working Group had produced a draft
repolution and an annex, which would be circulated in due course. The
group had identified 27 priorities, essentlally contained in the Strategy
document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.11, where it considered it necessary to glve
guidance on areas which were concerned mainly with questions pertaining to
whether or not additional manpower would be required.

13. The Working Group had identified a number of actions in the Strategy
which it coneidered to be lower priorities, and which should therefore ba
daleted or allocated reduced ressurcea. The firest area of relevance in the
Strategy occurred under chapter 4 and entailed Actions 4.4, on provision of
financial assistance to encourage implementation of Agreements and to
éncourage more developing countries to join CHS, and 4.5 on alternative
methode of payment of contributions. There should be a consultancy to
investigate the possibility of Parties providing non-caah support to the
Convention, mo as not to reduce the raquiremant for countriea to pay
subscriptions. That area was considered toc have no particular manpower
implications for the Secretariat. Concerning Action 4.6, the working grooup
conaidered there was no need for the Secretariat to develop a formal
strategy for each new Party's implementation; the Secretariat should,
nonetheless, hold discussions with and advise new Parties.

14. Under chapter 5 of the Strategy, the second part of Action 5.1,
concerning the review of Appendix I, should be deleted as lt was not
considered a priority. MAction 5.] concerning the review of the Appendices
should not be carried out in the coming triennium. It wae coneidered that
both of these points had Secretariat manpower implicationa.

15. In chapter &, Action &.2 had been considered controversial in the
Working Group. It was proposed that the Standing Committee engage a
consultant under budget line 1200, to assist developing countries in the
davelopment of project proposals. The rescurce implicatlone would remain
the same in terms of finances made available, thus the sffect waa neutral,
but the consultant would mean lower manpower implications for the
Secretariat. Action 6.4 was not coneidered a high priority and had minimal
manpower implications. Action 6.6 should be deleted: existing networks
@.g. of IUCH, should be used. The effective of the deletion on resocurce
requirements would be limited, as it was long-term action.

16. In chapter 7, Action 7.3, concerning the development of a list of
existing legal instruments, was accorded low priority.

17. The working group considered that within chapter 8, Action 8.1 should
ba deleted. It was recommended that multiple subscriptions to the Trust
Fund be retsined. Action B.7 concerning a systematic review of the
Appandices should be deleted.

18. Finally, under chapter 9, Action 9.1 on the development of a
communications strategy was considered of low priority. Action 9.3 on the
global atlas was considered of medium priority and not urgent. Individual
Parties could carry out such work. Action 9.4, concerning the development
of guidelinea for use of the CHS logo, was accorded low priority.
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AGENDA ITEM 12(a)}: OVERVIEW OF PARTY REPORTS

19. At ite 2nd meeting, on 9 June 1994, the Committee took up its
conaideration of agenda item 12(a} (Overview of party reporte), as
contained in document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.7. In introducing the Ltem, the
representative of the Secretariat explained that the list of reports
réceived was continually being updated; it was not current, since reports
had even been submitted that very day. So far, 20-25 reporta had been
submitted, approximately half of those expected. About one third of the
Parties submitting reports had done so for sach meseting of the Farties,
i.e. about eight Parties reported regularly.

20. cConcerning formate, he continued, some countries had followed the
format proposed At the last meeting of Parties, while othera had not. Some
country reports provided clear information on measures taken to implement
the Convention, while others lacked the necessary detail. In his view, the
report by Australia submitted to the 1991 meeting and updated for the
preasent meeting might be considered a model for coneideration by other
Farties. In developing the database on Party reporte annexed to the
document, the Secretariat realized there was a neded to reassesa the amount
of information that needed to be included in the reportes and to diesregard
nome alementa that could be conaidered superfluous. For example, with
regard to reporting on actions to implement Agreements, Parties would
probably be under an obligation to submit official reports to the meetings
of Parciese to those Agreements. Therefore, it was considered unnecessarcy
to provide the same level of detail in the general report submitted to the
Conference of the Parties to CHS5. The format proposed three years ago had
been agreed on & trial basis and perhaps now was the time for that format
or some octher to be adopted more formally. The representative of the
Secretariat suggested a number of waye of improving the reporting process.
In addition to publishing and circulating the agreed formate, the
Secretariat should aleo glve further inatructions on how the reports
thameelves should be delivered, e.g. porhaps using diskettes. The
Secretariat might aleo halp to improve the delivery of reporte by issuing
those reminders further in advance.

21. The Chairman said that Party reporte were @ssential, not just for
internal communicatcions, but aleoc externally. ©One representative, agreeing
that the reports were essentlial, sald that the work of the Secrecariat in
preparing document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.7 had been hampered by the late arriwval
of reports and he fully understood the problem. However, he considered
that no real synthesis of the data had been made. Rather, one simply had a
database. He would have preferred a summary, showing progress and
weaknesses in the implementation of Agreements and of CHS. The
repregeantative of the Secretariat replied that Chapter II of the Strategy

ovided the kind of aynthesls the representative sought, albeit based on a
Tﬁlitlﬂ number of reporte made available to the Secrecariat and
insufficient information.

22, One representative asked whether it would be possible to have country
reports on an annual basis, so that the Secretariat could go back to
countries if clarifications were needed and so that trends could be viewed
before the Confereance of the Parties. Another representative said that
moat of the countries that had not submitted reportes were developling
countries. They faced problems in obtaining information, finding personnel
and processing data. He also considered that the limited Secretariat
staffing could not handle the workload of annual analysis of reportes. The
represeantative of the Secretariat pointed out that there was ndo constraint
on Parties giving information and updates between sessiona of the
Conference of the Parties, and encouraged Parties to do so. However, he
senged that there was an unwillingness to formalize an annual reporting
procedure. The Chairman sald he believed it was necessary to look at the
problems countries faced in preparing reports and see how to lmprove the
collection of information.

s
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23. One representative, while emphasizing the importance of national
reportes for the Conference of the Parties, said that the text of the
convention actually made no specific mention of country reports. In that
context he quoted from Article VI, paragraph 3, which called on Parties to
provide information on their implementation of the Convention. It was
important that Parties should be alerted to the need to produce a report
for the Conference. Although the Secretariat had made a request for
reports when the invitations te the Conference were sent out, that gave too
little time before the deadline of eix monthe before the conference to
produce the report. A separate letter was required well in advance, copled
to the Scientific Councillors and to the CM5 focal pointa.

24. Ancther representative suggested that Article VI, paragraph 3, was
not restrictive or binding. He asked what could be done concerning non-
compliance in reporting. In connection with document UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.7,
Table 1, he proposed that a section be inserted concerning the status of
payment of contributions to help remind Parties of their obligations vie-a-
vis the Trust Fund. The representative of the Secretariat replied that, in
connection with contributions, recommendations contained in the proposed
Strategy went further than that: the Strategy suggested that the
Secretariat circulate a status list of contributions twice yearly, which
would be more effective than mentioning cutstanding contributions in a
report prepared only every three years.

25, The cbserver from BirdLife International said that it was crucial
that useful reports for the Conference of the Parties be provided to
furnish data on how commitmenta were being followed. The representative of
the Secretariat agreed that it would be desirable to have a section in the
report on progress made by Parties in the development of Agreements. The
cbserver went on to say that it was regrettable that missing or less than
complete reports had been submitted as that gave no idea of what had been
done concerning several species of birds listed under Appendix 1, which he
enumerated, though of course such a lack of information applied to other
listed animals as well.
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CHAPTER IV

REPORT OF THE WORKING GROUP ON THE STRATEGY FOR
THE FUTURE DEVELOPHENT OF THE CONVENTIONw

1. The working group met on two occasions on 8 and 9 June. Representatives
were present from Australia, Germany, the Netherlands, Saudi Arabis, South
Africa, the United Kingdom and Birdlife International. The CM5 Secretariat
were present on 8 June. The United Kingdom chaired the group and provided

a rapporteur.

2. The main outcome of the group was a draft resolution (UNEP/CMS/Ren. 4.4)
endoreing the Strategy as submitted by the Secretariat, but with a number
of amendments to ensure that there is a better match between available
rescurces and ocbjectives. The reeolution identifies 27+*% activitles which
the Conference of the Parties is invited to accept as priorities for the
Convention, particularly over the next triennium.

3. In addition the group identified the following areas in the Strategy
where the Secretariat should make modificatione in the final version:

Page 24 Para 73. An update on the Bats Agreement would be submitted by the
Interim Secretariat (United Kingdom) and should be incorporated;

Page 25 Para 76. Factual amendments to be submitted by the Depositary
{Germany} should be incorporated;

Page 47 Fara 103. The Group felt that co-operation with other organisationa
{including the Biodiversity Convention) was of particular importance and
the text should be strengthened;

Action Point 4.1 (targeted recruitment) was agreed to be of high
priority and should include a specific progress report to the next
Conference of the Farties. However the use of consultancles to complle data
on each target Party should also be selective : in many cases the
Sclentific Council and Secretariat would have sufficient information
without the need for extra work;

Eage 48 Action Point 4.2 (lobbying potential Parties) was also felt to be
of high priocrity. The leading political role of the Executive Director of
UNEF should be given greater prominence;

Page 48 Action Points 4.4. and 4.5 should be modified and amalgamated into
4 single point recommending & consultancy to investigate support to new
Parties in kind. However, the Group felt that all Parties to the
Convention and Agreements should be required to pay the subscriptions
agreed by the Parties to those treaties;

* The present report was presented orally in full by the Chairman
of the working group at the 6th plenary session, on 10 June 1994.

#s 25 activities are identified in the final wversion of the
resaolution adopted by the Conference.
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Action Point 4.6 - There was not felt to be a need for the
Secretariat to develop a formal strategy for implementation by each new
Party to the Convention. Individual Parties should draw on thelr own
national strategies, including those being prepared under the Biodiversity
Convention. A standard package of written guidance supplemented by spacific
advice where nesded should be the normj

Page 53 Action Point 5.1 = The Appendix I rdeletions” review was regarded
as a low priority. However the other elements of both 5.1 and 5.2 ware
high priorities;

Page 53 Action Point 5.3 = A full review of the Appendices was not felt to
be needed in the next trienniumj

Action Point 5.4 - The main criteria for listing on the Appendices
should be the conservation atatus of the species or population rather then
the need to cbtain an even global spread. It had to be accepted that some
areas contained more threatened migratory species than othersj

Para 121. This should be expanded to make it clear that both
addition and deletion proposale should be supported by substantial
documentation;

Page 55 Para 123. This needs updating to reflect the fact that the
Scientific Council has recommended ggainst any change in the definition of
the term "endangered” for the time being;

pPage 57 Action Point 6.2. As worded the proposed project fund was likely
to be unacceptable partly because some Parties felt that the Convention'e
budget should be restricted to administrative matters and also because of
concerns about the time which the Secretariat would have to spend managing
projects. However there appeared to be consensus on a proposal that the
Standing Committee should appoint a consultancy under line 1200 of the
Trust Fund to assist developing countries to prepare more comprehensive
proposals for submission to the GEF and to support small ecale pilot
projects. The maximum support available via consultancy support for any
single project would be limited, as would the number of projecta which
could be funded in any individual country. The total resources allocated
in the triennium 1995 - 1997 for this activity would also need to be
restricted;

Page 57 Action Point 6.4 was not of high priority and Point 6.6
{networking) should be deleted in favour of using existing information
networks, such as those of the Species Survival Commission of IUCHN;

Page 57 Action Point 6.5 should be expanded to emphasise (as in para 129)
that existing reporting fell short of the Convention's requirements.
Prespure must be applied on all Parties to submit reports. Where gaps
existed the Secretariat should be able to include in their overview report
scientific data obtained form other sources (including NGOs) provided that
this had been properly verified and the relevant Party states given the
opportunity to cosment in advance of its inclusion;

Fage 6] Action Point 7.3 was of low priority;

Page 61 Action Point 7.10. There was considerable discussion of the option
of locating secretariat functions for the Eurcpean Agreements with the CMS
Secretariat. It was agreed that a formal offer should be made to the
Meetings of the Parties of the Bats and ASCOBANS Agreements, provided that
there were nc additiocnal costs incurred by the CM5 Trust Fund. In additionm,
Germany said that it would probably be able to offer fres office space for
one or more of these hgreements;

¥
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Page 67 Action Point 8.1 should be deleted - multiple subscriptions should
be retained as single subscriptions were unlikely to be acceptable to some
Parties;

Page &7 Action Point B.7 should be deleted (a coneeguential of Point 5.3
above);

Page 76 Action Points 9.1 and 9.4. A "Communications Strategy™ was
considered to be of low priority, as were the guidelines on the use of the

CHS logo;

Page 76 Action Point 9.3 (Global Atlas) was of medium priority - and it may
be possible for Parties to undertake this work on behalf of the Convention.

4. The Group felt that the existing document should now be modified by
the Secretariat to reflect the substantive changes recommended above and in
the draft resolution. In addition, Parties should be invited to submit any
factual comments in writing by 31 August so that these could also be
incorporated in the final verslon which should be published and distributed
to PFarties no later than the end of October 1994. The resclution should
also require the Standing Committee and the Secretariat to update and roll
forward the strategy for approval at the next and subsequent meetings of
the Conference of the Parties.
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ANNEX 1

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE FOURTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE
OF THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF

HIGRATORY SPECIES OF WILD ANIHALS

coptentse

Iitle Date of adoption Page
Party reports 11 June 1994 B4
Appendix I apecies 11 Juna 1994 &5
Guidelines for the harmonization of future 11 June 1994 70
Agreemanta

Strategy for the Future Development of the 11 June 1994 71
Convention

Arrangements for the Scientific Council 11 June 1994 76
Financial and budgetary matteras 11 June 1994 78
pate, venue and funding of the next meeting 11 Juna 1994 By

af the Conference of the Partiea
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RESQOLUTION 4.1: PARTY REPORTS

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Migratory Species of Wild Animals,

Recalling Article VI, paragraph 3; of the Convention callas upon
Parties that are Range S5tates of migratory species listed in Appendices I
and II to inform the Conference of the Parties on their implementation of
the Convention,

Noting the importance for such reports to be submitted at least six
monthe before any given meeting of the Conference of the Parties, to allow
the Secretariat to prepare a meaningful synthesis,

Aware that many Parties to the Convention have never submitted
national reporte or have not submitted information in sufficient detall,

Recognizing that a standard format for naticnal reports would provide
a useful etructure for organizing the lnformation received, and would
facillicate ite incorporation in a comprehensive database,

1. Urges all Parties to submit to the Secretariat comprehensive
national reports on thelr lmplementation of the Convention following the
agreed formate annexed to this resolution;

2. Encourages national focal points and their Scientific Councillor
counterparts to liaslse on the preparation of national reports before they
are submitted to the Secretariat through official channels;

i, Reguests the Secretariat to send a reminder to Pacties well in
advance of the deadline for submimsion of reports, six months before the
meeting of the Conference of the Parties; and

4. Directs the Secretariat to compile the information received from
Parties in a database, to be updated interesesionally with any new
information that may be made available by Parties.

8eh mesting
1l June 1954
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Annex

A. Format A

OUTLINE FOR INITIAL COMPREHENSIVE REPORT BY PARTIES ON
ACCESSION TO THE CONVENTION

General information, including:

- Hame of Farty

Dacte of the report

Period covered by the report

Date of entry into force of the Convention for the Party

- Territory to which the Convention applies, including dependent
territories

= Reservations:

I

- Under Article XIV: in respect of species already listed in
the Appendices

- Undar Article XI: with regard to amendment of the
Appendices

- Appointment to the Sclentific Council: name; addrese; and
telephone, telefax and telex numbers

- Designated focal point: name; address; and telephone, telefax and
telex numbers

- Mambarship of the Standing Committee (Lf appropriate)

Implementation of the Convention

1. Legislation' through which the Convention is implemented,
including:

- Sources of law
= Competent authorities

2. Species listed in Appendix I:

(a) Species for which the Party, including its dependent
territories, is a Range State and information on flag
vessels which are engaged cutside national boundaries in
taking these migratory species;

(b} Population size and trends for species; if appropriate,
relevant data on previcus and present level;

{c} Heasures taken in accordance with Article III(4), including
conservation/restoration of habitats, amelicration of
impediments to migration and factors endangering species;

| Title, number, date of adoption of the law
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{d} HMeasures taken in accordance with Article III(5), taking of
animals, including:

- Prohibition of taking (national legislation)?;

- Exceptione [(grounde for exceptions, pericd of
exceptions, legislation and statistice).

Spacies listed in Rppendix II:

{a} AGREEMENTe/agreemants to which the State is a Party or
Signatory in accordance with Articles IV(3) and IV(d);
including date of signature, ratification, etc;

(b} Progress made by the Party in efforts to develop and
conclude new AGREEMENTs agreemanta;

{c}) Additional measures taken to conserve migratory species
listed in Appendix II (within or outside the framework of
CMS AGREEMENTafagreements).

Any further action taken by the Party as a result of resolutions
adopted by the Conference of the Parties.

I1T1. List of national ackivities relating to epecies listed In
Appendices I and II and to other migratory species (Article II{3a)):

(a}
b}
(<)

Surveys;
Honitoring;

Research.

I¥. Any other comments.

* petails and description of legislation

jl'ri-l
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8. Format B
OUTLINE FOR UPDATING REPORTS BY FARTIES TO EACH HEETIHG
OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES
I. General information
= Hama of Party
= Date of the report
= Changes ragarding:

= Inclusionfexclusion of dependent territories;

= Reservations;

= Appointmant to the Scientific Counclily

- Designated focal pointc;

- Hembership of the Standing Committes, Lf appropriate.

II. Measures taken to implement decisions of the previous meeting of the
Conferance of the Parties
l: Concerning spacies added to Appendix I:

(a8} Species for which the Party, including ite dependent
territories, is a Range State and information on flag
wvessels which are engaged cutside national boundaries in
taking these migratory speciea;

(b} Population size and trends for species; if appropriate,
relevant data on previous and presasnt level;

{2} Heasures taken in accordance with Article III{4), including
consarvation/restoration of habitate, amelioration of
impediments to migration and factors endangering tha
spacies;

{d} Heasures taken in accordance with Article III(5), taking of
animale, including:

= Prohibition of taking (legieslation};

- Exceptions [grounds for exceptions, period of
excaptions, legislation, statistica).

2. Concerning species added to Appendix II:

Bteps taken to develop and conclude ACREEHENTs under
Article IV(3) and agreemante under Article IV(4}).

3. hActions taken to implement other resolutions of the Conference of
the Parties.

Jrl++
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I1I. Other changes with respect to the implamentation of the
Convention
1. Changes regarding naticnal legislation and competent authorities.

2. Concerning species listed in Appendix I=:
{a) Changes regarding status as "Range State";

(b} Heasures which have been taken in accordance with
Article III{4) since the last report;

{g) Exceptions made with respect to Article III (5) since tha
last report.

3. Concerning species listed in Appendix ITI=®:

(8} Hembership in AGREEMENTa/agreements: Articles IV(3) and
Ivi4);

(b} Progress in developing and concluding new draft
AGREEMENTe fagreements;

(g} Update of additional measures to conserve migratory apecies
listed in Appendix II.

4. Any further new action taken by the Party as a result of

regolutionse of the Conference of the Parties.

IV. Updated list of national activities relating to apecies lieted in
Appendices I and II and to other migratory species (Article II(3a)):

(a) Surveys,
(b} Honiteoring,

ic) HResearch.

V. Any other comments.

w Hote by the Secretariat: These sectlons reguest the provision of new
or updated information concerning speacies already listed in the
Appendices at the time the previous report was prepared.
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RESOLUTION 4.2: APPENDIX I SPECIES

The Canference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Migratory Species of Wild Animals,

Recalling Resolution 3.2 (Genava, 1991) regarding Appendix I species,

Recognizing that Resolution 3.2 decided inter alia that at each
meeting of the Conference of the Parties a formal review process be
established for a selected number of ppecies listed in Appendix I,

Recalling further that Resolution 3.2 instructs the Secretariat and
the Scientific Council to encourage and assist Partles to take concerted
actions to implement the provisions of the Convention,

Noting the recommendation of the fourth meeting of the Scientific
council (Bonn, 1993) that Nonachus monachus, Gazella dama, Chloephaga
rubicideps, and Grus leucogeranus be the subject of concerted actiona for
the 199%5-1%97 trlennium,

Noting further the recommendation of the fourth meeting of the
scientific Council that subject to their inclusion in Appendix I,
Otis tarda, Oryx dammah, Chlamydotis undulata (entire population) and
Oxyura leucocephala alsc be the subject of concertad actiona,

Recommends that the concerted actions and preparation of review
reports envisaged within the framework of Resolution 3.2 be carried out for
the above-mentioned species during the 1995-1997 triennium, and that the
conference of the Parties review the resulte at its next maeting.

feh meeting
11 June 1584
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RESOLUTICON 4.3: GUIDELINES FOR THE HARMONIZATION OF FUTURE AGREEMENTS

The Confersnce of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Higratory Species of Wild Animals,

Acknowledging that the expert report "Elements for the formulation of
guidelines for the harmonization of future Agreements” submitted by the
IUCH-Environmental Law Centre is a comprehensive report which containe
useful advice for the formulation of Guidelines,

Recogniring that the report needs to be examined by the Parties,

1. Instructs the Standing Committes

{a) To undertake, assisted by the Secretariat, the consultant and an
open working group of the Parties, a review of the report; and

(b} To submit to the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties a
proposal to ba adopted;

Z. Recommends that the elements of the above-mentioned report
already be taken into consideration in the development of Agreementa under
the Convention.

Bch meeting
11 June 1994

P
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RESOLUTION 4.4: STRATEGY FOR THE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

The Conference of the Parties to the Coavention on the Conservacion of
Migratory Species of Wild Animals,

Moting that Article VII, paragraph 5, of the Convention requires the
conference of the Parties to review the implementation of the Convention,
and, in particular, to decide on any additional measure that should be
taken to implement its objectives,

Recalling that, at its third meeting, the Conference of the Parties
agreed that the Standing Committee ghould, as a priority, prepare a
strategy for the future development of the convention to be put before the
Parties,

Appreciative of the efforts made by the Standing Committee and the
Secretariat in preparing the Strategy for the Future Development of the
convention circulated to the Conference as document UNEP/CHS fConf.4.11,

conscious of the need to establish clear prlorities to guide the work
af the Scientific Council, the Standing Committee, the Secretariat and
individual Parties in implementing the Convention,

1. Accepts the Strategy for the Future pevelopment of the Convention
subject to any factual amendments submitted by Parties by 31 August 1994
and those substantive amendments agreed by the Conference of the Parties at
its fourth meeting;

2. Decides that the objectives and activities listed in che annex to
the present resclution shall be the first pricrities of the Convention for
the teiennium 1995-1997;

3. Requests the Parties and the institutions of the Convention to
follow the Strategy and priorities as far as possible;

4. Also reguests the Executive Director of the United Hations
Environment Programme to take full account of the Strategy and priorities
in determining the support to be provided for the Convention by UNEF;

5. Instructs the Secretariat to redraft the Strategy in accordance
with the decislons taken by the Conference and to publish it by
31 October 1994

6. Also instructs the Standing Committee and the Secretariat to
update the Strategy and present a revised version for consideration by the
conference of the Parties at its fifth meeting.

feh meeting
11 June 1834
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Annex: PRIORITIES

1. CHM5 should establish a partnership with the secretariat of the
Convention on Bioclogical Diversity, with other poat-UNHCED bodles and with
existing wildlife conventions. The CMS Secretariat should have a senior
focal point for liaison with these bodles.

Main action : Secretariat

2. UNEP and the Standing Committes, with the active support of the
Secretariat and Parties, should take the lead in initiating high=lewvel
political discussions to persuade potential Parties to join the Convention.
On the basis of advice from the Sclentific Council and the Secretariat, the
Standing Committee should identify a target list of non-Party States on
which recruitment efforte should be concentrated and report progress to the
conference of the Parties at its next meeting. The advice about each
target State should, if necessary, be supplemented by the use of ocutside
consultants.

Main action : UNEP, Partiea, Standing Committee, Secretariat

3. The Secretariat should prepare and update information material,
including brochures, posters, videos, mobile displays, a Convention
Directory, and regular bulletins. Such material should be used both to
promote implementation in existing Party States and to promote the
Convention to potential new Parties. Individual Parties should be
encouraged to produce information materials for national or regional
audiences, with financial assistance for this purpose provided from the
cora budget in case of need.

HMain Action : Secretariat, Parties

4. A consultancy should investigate the options for providing support other
than direct financial assistance to countries which may reguire it to join
or implement the Convention. The report should be submitted to the Standing
Committeea.

HMain Action : Secretariat

L. The Secretariat should work together with each new Party to discuss
implementation of the Conventlon.

Hain Action : Secretariat

6. The Scientific Council should identify species (or populations) for
which eoncerted action by Range States ie a high priority.

Hain Retion : Sclentific Council

7. The Scientific Council should review Appendix II of the Convention to
apseas the potentlial for new Agreements and to consider whather any
additional species should be added to the Appendix.

Main Action 1 Scientific Council

11-1-1-



UNEP/CHMS/Conf.4.16
Fage 73

8. Further migratory species should be proposed for listing on Appendix I
if they are endangered, and for listing on Appendix II if they would
pignificantly benefit from an hgreement. Assistance should be made
available, if needed, to developing countries wigshing to submit proposals;

Main Action : Parties, Seientific Council, Secretariakt

9, The Scientific Council should continue to commisaion reviews of selected
Appendix I species identified by the Conference of the Parties in order to
provide a sound basis for conservation actions. The Council should report
to the Conference of the Parties with recommendations for any further
measures to be taken by Parties with respect to the species concerned.

Main Action : Scientific Council

10. The Standing Committee shall appoint a consultancy under line 1200 of
the Trust Fund budget to assist developing countries to prepare MmO S
comprehensive proposals for submission to the Global Environment Facility
(GEF) and to support small scale pilot projects. The Scientific Council
should advise the Standing Committee as appropriate on the selection and
gecgraphical distributien of such projects. The maximum Bupport available
via consultancy suppert for any single project would normally not exceed

5 15,000 without the express authority of the Chairman of the Standing
Committee. The total resources allocated in the triennium 1995-1997 for
this activity will be $ 130,000. This amount may be increased if there ia
any voluntary contribution for this activity to a certain project.

Main Action : Secretariat, Standing Committes

11. The Conference of the Parties should continue to make provision in the
core budget to assist developing countries with expenditures related to CMS
meetinga.

Hain Rctign : COP, Secretarlat

12. All Parties should be encouraged to submit reports wall before sach
meeting of the Conference of the Parties (COP). An analysis of reports
gubmitted by Parties should be prepared before each meating. The
secretariat should reguest more detailed information from Farties Lf
reports are insufficient. ALl information received should continue to be
stored in a computer database. The Secretariat should, subject to
availability of rescurces, compile sclentific data on migratory species
from other sources and may include this in their overview report, provided
that this has been properly verified and the Party States given the
opportunity to comment in advance of ite inclusion.

Main Action : Parties, Secretariat

13. The Secretariat should act primarily as a catalyst for the elaboration
of new Agreements rather than providing engoing support to existing ones;
its capacity to facilitate the development of new Agreementa should be
strengthened.

Main Action : Secretariat, Standing Committes, UNEP
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14. parties should be urged to take the lead in developing andfor
sponecring Agreements and to host interim secretariate; sponsocs should
specify clearly to the Standing Committee how they intend to proceed in
this regard. Developsd Party States, whether or not they are Range States,
should be urged to aponsor lnitiatives of developing countries.

Main Action : Parties to Agreements

15. Agreements should continue to be developed as legally thﬂLn?
instruments. Recommendations and memoranda of understanding should be used
where necessary to conserve species through non-binding instruments 1inked

to the Convention.

Hain Action : Partles, Secretariat

16. Future Agreements should incorporate the "precautionary principle™ and
ahould aleo provide for the sustalinable use of species where this is

coneistent with their conservation.

Hain Action : Parties to Agresments

17. Secretariats for individual Agreements should be financed entirely by
their Parties, except when the mesbership is such that financial support
from the Convention is essential in the early stages of development.

Hain Agtion : Parties Agreements, Secretariat, Standing Committes

18. Parties to Agreements ahould be invited to coneider consolidating
secratariat functions for one or more Agreements in regional centres which
would facilltate links to the CHS Secretariat.

Main Action : Parties to Article IV Agresments

19. The Parties to the Agresment on the Conservation of Bata in Europe, the
Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Baltic and North
Seas [(ASCOBANS) and other European Agreements under the Convention should
be invited to consolidate secretariat functions in a speclial Agreements
Unit co-located with the Secretariat of the Convention.

Main Action : Parties to European Agreements

20. Additional measures should be taken to encourage Parties to pay their
contributions to the Trust Fund. In particular, annual invoices should be
sent to all Parties by the end of the preceding year to which they apply;
cutstanding contributlons prior to 1991 and totalling up to 55000 should be
forgiven by the Standing Committee on condition that the Parties take astaps
to pay all subsequent subscriptions; the rules of procedure should be
amended to remove voting rights from Parties which are three years behind
with their subscriptions at the time of the Conference of the Parties; and
Parties which are two years behind with their subscriptions should be
ineligible for the assistance under Priority 10 above.

Hain Action : Secretariat, Standing Committee
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21. The personnel of the Secretariat should be augmented within the extent
of available financial resources to improve delivery of services in
relation to technical and scientific matters, and developmental and
organizational activities; the gecgraphic and linguistic balance within
the Secretariat must be improved in order to strengthen its capacity in
ragions not adequately represanted.

Main AMction : UNEP

22. Meetings of the Conference of the Parties should be held at intervals
of roughly 2 &% to 3 years; and Parties should be encouraged to host them in
order to raise the profile of CMS in other regions.

Main Action : Secretariat

23, Standing Committee members should actively promote CHMS in their
respective regions. Meetings of the Committee will have simultanecus
interpretation in English, French and Spanish. The Chairs of the Standing
Committee and Scientific Council should have reciprocal cbaerver status at
their respective meatings.

Main Agtjon : Standing Committee, Secretariat

24. The Scientific Council may meet in mid-term between meetings of the
conference of the Parties, in addition to meeting before the Conference of
the Parties. Simultanesus interpretation will be provided whenever
possible. Parties should have the option of appointing an alternate
representative to the Council.

Main Action : Scientiflc Council, Secretariat

25. qu:lnli:nd non-governmantal organizations should be encouraged to play
a more active role in the Convention, particularly by providing sclencific
advice, assisting in promotiocnal activities and implementing projects for
migratory spacies. The Secretariat should hold at least one intersessional
meeting with NGOs, and individual parties should alsc consult and, where
appropriate, make use of NGOa in implementing the convent ion.

Hain Action : HGOS, secretariat, Partlies
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RESOLUTION 4.5: ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

The Conference of the Farties co the Convention on the Conservation of
Higratory Species of Wild Animals,

Notes that Article VIII of the Convention describes the position and
tasks of the Scientific Council. It shall, inter alia:

1. provide sclentific advice to the Conference of the Parties, to
the Secretariat, and, if approved by the Conference of the Parties, to any
body set up under the Convention or an Agreement or to any Partyj

2. recommend and coordinate research in order to ascertain the
conservation status of migratory species, evaluate the results of such
research and report to the Conference of the Parties on the conservation
status of species and waye to improve it;

3. make recommendations to the Conference of the Parties on species
to be included in Appendices I and II, and recommendations as to specific
coneervation and management measures to be included in Agreements on
migratory epecies; and

4. recommend eolutions to the Conference of the Parties to problems
relating to the scientific aspects of the Implementation of the Conwvention,
in particular with regard to the habitats of migratory species;

Aware that, since 1985, funding has been included in the budget
adopted by the Conference of the Parties to cover travel expenses for
travel undertaken by the Chair of the Standing Committee on behalf of the
Conference of the Parties or on behalf of the Secretariat,

Further aware that in 1985 the Conference of the Parties directed the
Secretariat to provide for payment of travel costs for representatives from
least developed countries and in 1988 for representatives from developing
countries and in 1991 for the expenses of the experts appointed by the
Conference of the Parties in relation to attendance at meetings of the
Sciencific Counclil,

Determines that the expenses for the attendance of the Chairman of the
Scientific Council at meetings of the Standing Committee shall be met from
the Convention budget;

Directs the Scientific Council to meet at least once mid-term between
mpatings of the Conference of the Parties;

Further directs the Scientific Council to undertake the following
additional taska:

= keeping under review the composition of Appendices I and II of the
Convention;

= dadvieing on measures for the conservation of Appendix I species and
thelr priocities;

- advising on the development of existing Agreements and on priorities
for development of new Agreements with ite mandate for the 1995 = 97
triennium;

5 advieing on selecting and monitoring small-scale pilot projects which
will promote the implementation of the Conservationg

F -
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Invites the Parties to nominate a permanent alternate Scientific
Councillor authorized to participate in meetings of the Scientific Council
if the regular Scientific Councillor cannot attend;

Takes note of the decision of the fifth meeting of the Scientiflic
Council to create a post of Vice-Chair to assist the Chair in ite duties;
and

Adviges that the Chairman of the Standing Committee be invited to
attend the meetings of the Scientific Council as an cbserver, with expenses
pald from the Trust Fund (when they cannot be met by his or her own
country), provided the cost of participation does not exceed US§ 1,000.

$eh meeting
11 June 1994
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RESOLUTION 4.6: FINANCIAL AND BUDGETARY MATTERS

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Nigratory Species of Wild Animals,

Recalling Article VII, paragraph 4, of the Convention which statea:

"The Conference of the Parties shall establish and keep under review
the financial regulations of this Convention. The Conference of the
Parties shall, at each of its ordinary meetings, adopt the budget for
the next financlal period. Each Party shall contribuote to this budget
according to a ecale to be agreed upon by the Conference”,

Acknowledging with appreciation the financial and other support
provided by the United Nations Environment Programme, the depositary
Government, and the Parties to the Conventlon,

Recognizing the need to strengthen the capacity of the Secretariat of
the Convention to enable it to better serve the Parties in all reglions,

Appreciating the importance of all Parties being able to participate
in the implementation of the Convention and related activities,

Noting the considerable number of Parties ae well as organizationa
attending the meeting of the Conference of the Parties as obasrvers, and
the resulting additional expenditure to Parties so incurred,

1. Confirms that all Parties shall contribute to the budget adopted
at the scale agreed upon by the Conference of the Parties in accordance
with Article VII, paragraph 4, of the Convention;

2. Adopts the budget for 1995-1997 attached as annex 1 to this
resoclution;

3. Agrees to the scale of contributions of Parties to the Convention
as listed in annex 2 to this resolutlion and to the application of that
scale pro rata to new Parties;

4. HReguests all Parties to pay their contributions promptly aas far
as poesible but in any case not later than the end of the year to which
they relate;

5. Takes note of the medium-term plan for 1995-2000 attached as
annex 3 to this resolution and of the priorities agreed in Resclution 4.4;

6. Determines that the Standing Committes may allocate resources
from budget line 1200 "Consultants® to assist developing country Parties in
accordance with priority 10 of the Convention, as set ocut inm the annex to
Resolution 4.4;

7. Urges all Parties to make voluntary contributions to the Trust
Fund to support requests from developing countries to participate in and
implement the Convention throughout the triennium;

B. Invites States not partiess to the Convention, governmental,
intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations and other sources to
consider contributing to the Trust Fund referred to below or to special
activitien;

;1-**
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9. Decides that the standard participation fee for all non-
governmental organizations shall be fixed at 200 United States dollars
jexcept as otherwise reduced by the Standing Committee in particular cases)
and urges such organizations to make a greater contribution if possible;

10. Reguests the Executive Director of UNEP to extend the duration of
the Trust Fund to 31 December 1397;

11. Approves the terms of reference for the administration of the
Trust Fund as set out in annex 4 to the present resclution, for the pericd
1995=1997,

Beh mesting
11 June 1594
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BUOGET ESTIMATES FOR 19951997
(Budget |ines correspond to stendard UNEP budgef codes)

10 PERSOMWEL COMPONEMT

1100 Professional Staff

1101 Co-ordinator [P=53

1102 Deputy Co-ordirator (P-4)

1103 Prograsee Officer [P-3)

1104 Progrosme Dificer (P-3)

1105 Administrative Officer (P-273)
11%%F Total

1200 Congul tants
1201 Translators {external}
1220 Other condultants af
1299 Total

1300 Adminfstrative support
1301 Senior Administrative Assistant (G-4&/5)
1302 Finance Assistent/Secretary (G-374)
1303 Secretary (G-3)
1304 Secretary (G-3)
1305 Clerk: Ralf-time (G-2)
1321 Temporary assistance
1382 Temporary assistance/Conference
1399 Total

1600 Travel on afficial business
1607 General
1602 Conference

1699 Total

1999 COMPOMENT TOTAL
30 MEETIMNGS COMPOMENT
3500 Mewt ings
3501 Sclentific Coumcil

3302 Working groups
1308 Standing Commities

304 Developing country participants (at meetings)

9% Total

1999 COMPOMENT TOTAL

&0 ECUIPMENT COMPOMENT AND PREMISES COMPOMENT
100 Expendable equipment

101 Miscellsneous office supplies
£199 Total

4200 Mon-expendable equipment
4200 office equipment
4299 Total

4500 Promises (rent)
&301 Rental of offices b/
L5579 Total

4999 COMPORENT TOTAL

Estimated cost in United States dollars

1995 1096 wer
um | um

12 112000 12 115000 12 118000
12 85000 12 ATOOOD 12 87000
12 100000 12 80000 12 A3000
B2000
rromg

12 P0000 12 TIOOO 12

L&T00Q &37000 L4B000
12000 146004 180040
0000 TRO0D E5000
E2000 Q2000 103000

12 &TOOO 12 &BOOOD 12 459000
12 1000 12 3s000 12 JT000
12 28000 12 29000 12 30000

30000

& %000 12 9000 12
12 10000 12 10500 12 11000
2000 5000 000
250000
135000 155500 &1 2000
53000 EO00D 50000
20000
55000 G000 TO000
T20000 Ta&500 1033000
35000 3a0 39000
VEDoD 20000 28000
15000 16000 11000
15004 15000 25004
23004 54000 1030040
83000 54000 103000
5000 S000 To00
5000 SO0 o0
15000 &004 000
15000 4000 000
(¢} a ]
v] 4] ]
20000 12000 k000
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50 MISCELLAMEOUS COMPOMEMT
5100 Operation and Maintenance
5107  Computers 2000 2000 2000
5102 Photocopier &000 TOO0 BOOG
5103 Other equipment 500 500 500
2104 Premises by 1] o o
5199 Total ESO0 F500 10500
5200 Reporting costs
2201 Document production B0G0 000 10000
5202 Information materials BO0D 000 10000
5203 Mcguisition of reference material S0 500 S04
529% Total 16500 18500 20500
5300 Sundry
5301 Comwnications {telephons, fax, postage) & 0000 L3000 LB0O0
5303 oOther/Contingency 3000 SO00 000
5399 Total 45000 LBED0D 23000
5400 Hospitality
5400 Wospitality 3000 30040 3000
545 Total 3004 3004 3000
5999 COMPOMENT TOTAL 73000 TH000 BT0GD
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS FOR
SECRETARIAT USE BR4000 BARS00 12370040
SOURCE OF FUNDING:
TRUST FUND BOALBDO B1&500 1123000
EOURCE OF FLUMDI®RG TO BE DETERMINED 100000 B5000 125000
G000 UMEP costs (applied to Trust Fund cniy) 104 T80 105EE5 145990
TOTAL TO BE FUMDED BY THE PARTIES 10Tan 30385 1268990
LESS UsD 400 000 TO BE WITHDRAWM FROM TEUST FUMD 100000 i 200000
IN CEDER TO REDUCE OVERALL CONTRIBUT[ONS
ACTUAL COST TO PARTIES B10Ta0 B20385 L]
GRAND TOTAL FOR TRIEWMILM 1995-1997: 2700155
ADDITIONAL AMOUMT TO BE WITHDEAWW FREOM TRUST FUND 500000

T FIMANCE COMSULTANCIES af

af  Approval of conservation projects in developing countries to be determined by the
Standing Committes

b/ Paid by the German Goverrment only if the Secretariat resaing in Germany

*  Mote by the Secrgtprisg: the line =SOURCE OF FUMDIMG TO BE DETERMINED® provides for & contingenty,
related te the recruitment of new administrative staff, of USE 10 ODO in the years 1995 and 1994, and
UEE 11 00D in 1997.
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Apnex 2 f Annene 2 f Anexo @
SCALE OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO TEE TRUST FUND
BAREME DES CONTRIBUTIONS POUR LE FONDS D°AFFECTATION SPECIALE
ESCALA DE COMTRIBUCIONES PARA EL FOMDO FIDUCIARIO

ANMNUAL CONTRIBUTION (USDHS

CONTRIBUTION AMNUELLES

CONTRIBUCTON ANUAL

UN SCALE (%)
BAREME N.U.

PARTYS PARTIES PARTE ESCALA Oaiu 1995 1994 1997 TOTAL
ARGENTIMAS ARGENTINE 0.57 11957 12103 15888 L=t
AUSTRALIAS RUSTRALIE 1.51 54T J20a2 L2083 105819
BELGIUM/S BELGIGUESF BELGICA 1.06 22235 22507 29542 T&I04
BEMIN 0.0 210 212 Fai o
BURKI WA FASO 0.0 £1d 212 2 il
CAMEROON/ CAMEROUN/ CAMERLM 0.0 210 212 2m Tl
CHILES CHILI 0.08 14TE 1699 £330 608
CIECH REPUBLICY REP. TCHEOQUES REP. CHECA 0.42 Ban BE 11705 290313
DENMARE S DEREMARE/ [IWAMARCA 0.&5 13535 13801 18115 £5551
EGYPTY EGYPTOS EGIPTO 0.0F 1448 1LB& 1951 LI04
FINLAKD/ FINLANDE/ FIMLARDIA 0.57 11957 12103 1SERE TIPS
FRANCES FRANCIA &,.00 125859 127397 167217 &20%T3
GERMANTY / ALLEMAGHES ALEMANIA B.95 187320 189410 ZLABTY 25804
GHANA 0.0 210 212 P o
GUINEAS GUIINEE 0.0 210 212 2T o
HUNGARY/ HOMGRIES MUNGRIA 0.178 ITTa I&22 S0NT 12816
INDIAS 1WOE 0.34 852 TéLd 10035 25228
TRELANDS IRLAMDE; [RLANDA 0.18 LTS Ig22 ST 12614
1SRAEL 0.2% LB25 [4.50 &0 14118
ITALYSF ITALIES ITALIA .29 L=t oA 117560 100518
LUREMBOUIRG) LLMEMEUREO 0,04 1259 1274 1872 4205
MALT 0.0 210 212 2r ol
HOMACO 0.0 210 212 i ol
RORDCCOYS MARDC) MARRUECOS 0.03 ¥ &37 B34 2102
METHERLAMDES PATE-BASS PAISES BAJOS 1.50 T1E45 TaLe E1B0% 105118
WIGER 0.01 210 212 2m T
WIGERIA 0.20 L1895 L24T 55T 14018
RORWAY /! MOSVEGES WORLIEGA 0.55 11537 11478 15328 IB5L3
PAK]STAN Q.08 1259 1274 1672 L2058
PAKAMA 0,02 &20 425 557 1802
FHILIPPINES)! PHILIPINAS 0.o7 Tas8 1484 1951 L4
PORTUGAL o.20 175 LT 5574 14014
SALD ] ARADIAS ARABIE SADUDITE/S ARABIA SALDITA 0.4 20137 20384 26755 &T2TE
SEREGRL 0.0 210 212 ar |
SOMAL A/ SOMALIE 0.0 210 F4 4 il kil
SOUTH AFRICAS AFRIGUE DU SUDS SUD AFRICA 0.4 B&0D 8BTS 11624 2ATZZ
SPAIMS ESPAGNES ESPANA 1.98 £1533 L2061 S5 158756
SR1 LANCA 0.0 210 212 2 ot
SWEDEM/ SUEDES SUECIA 1.1 23284 23549 I093% friaa
TUMTSIAS TUNISIE, TUNEZ 0.03 &9 637 &34 2102
URITED KIsGhoOM, ROYALUME-UNIS REIND UNIDD .02 105302 10658 139005 E1Tes
URLGUAY 0,04 B3R By s 2803
IAIRE 0.01 210 212 ) 01
EC/ CE V/ s S5000 25000 Z5000 5000
TOTAL TO BE FUNDED BY THE PARTIES 37,58 B107a0 B2OSES 1068590
[(AFTER DEDUCTION OF AMOUNT WITHDRAWN
FROM TRUST FUWD) 2/
ACTUAL BUDGET/ BUDGET ACTUELS
PRESUPUESTO ACTUAL FI07ED 20385 126850

¢ Contribution fined by the Eurcpean Commnity
1 Contribution fimée par la Communauté Europbenns
1f Contribucidn fijada por |a Comunidsd Europens

2f Total contributions in 1955, 1994 and 19T are reduced by USD 100 000, 100 000 and 200 000
respectively, by draving (natesd on the funds sccumulated inm the CMS Trust Fund.

2f Les contribution totales en 1995, 1996 et 1997 sont reduites par 100,000, 100.000 et 200,000 doliars
des Etats-Unis respectivesent, en puissnt dans les réserves sccumulebes dans le Fonds dfaffectation
spicinle de la CHS.

2f En 1995, 190 y 19T el total de las contribucionss se disminuird en 100,000, 100.000 v 200.000
cilores de E.E.U.U., respectivamente; para elle se recurrird & las reservas scumulsdas en el Fonda
Fiduciario de la CHS.
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Arnen 3
MEDILS-TERM PLAM 1595- 2000
United States dollars

Budget Lime

1595 159 1997 1998 1899 2000
1100 Professional Staff 44TO00 437000 4LE000 485000 L0000 LFE000
1200 Consultants 82000 Q2000 103000 110000 120000 130000
1300 Adminfstrative support 136000 155500 £12000 10000 180000 &O0000
1600 Travel on official usiress 55000 &0000 TO000 TS000 BOGOD e
3200 Meetings 83000 L4000 103000 SO000 S5000 110000
4000 Eguipment (STationary, 20000 12000 14000 18000 20000 22000

machines, presides)
5100 Operation snd maintenance 8500 500 10500 12000 13000 15000
(premises, machines)

5200 Reporting costs 16500 18500 20500 180040 19000 22000
5300 Sundry (communications) 45000 LB000 L3000 55000 &0000 o000
5400 Mospitality 3000 000 3000 L000 Looao 4000
4000 UMEP administration costs 104780 105885 145650  13.810 135330 17&410
TOTAL 1000TED SYLLAS 1382990 1MM810 1176330 153310

H.B. Amgunts include some budget Lines for which funding source has not been determined and do met take
into seeount USD SO0 000 withdrawn from Trust Fund in order to reduce contributions.
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Annex 4

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE TRUST
FUND FOR THE CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF
HMIGRATORY SPECIES OF WILD AMIMALS

1. The Trust Fund for the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory
Species of Wild Animals (hereinafter referred to asm the Trust Fund) shall
be continued for a period of three years to provide financial support for
the aime of the Convention.

2. The financial periocd shall be for three calendar years beginning
1 January 1%95, and ending 31 December 1357.

4. The Trust Fund shall continue to be administered by the Executive
Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), subject to the
approval of the Governing Council of UNEP and the consent of the Secretary-
ceneral of the United Wations.

4. The administration of the Trust Fund shall be governed by the
Financial Regulations and Rules of the United MNations, the Staff
Regulations and Rules of the United Hations, and other administrative
pelicies or procedures, promulgated by the Secretary-Genoral of the
United Hatliona.

5. In accordance with United Nations rules, UNEP shall deduct from the
income of the Trust Fund an administrative charge equal to 13 per cent of
the expenditure charged to the Trust Fund in respect of activities financed
under the Trust Fund.

6. In the event that the Parties wish the Trust Fund to be extended
beyond 31 December 1937, the Executive Director of UNEP shall be so advised
in writing immediately after the fifth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties. It is understood that such extension of the Trust Fund shall be
decided at the discretion of the Secretary-General of the United Nationa.

Te The financial resources of the Trust Fund for 1995-1997 ghall be
derived from :

(a) The contributions made by the Parties by reference to annex 2,
including contributions from any new Parties;

{b) Further contributions from Parties and contributicns from States
not parties to the Convention, other governmental, intergovernmental and
non-governmental organizations and other sources.

8. All contributions to the Trust Fund shall be paid in fully convertible
United States dollars. For contributions from States that become Parties
after the beginning of the financial pericd, the initial contribution (from
the first day of the third month after deposit of the instrument of
ratification, acceptance or accession till the end of the financial periecd)
shall be determined pro rata based on the contribution of other States
Parties on the same level on the United Nations scale of assessment, as it
applies from time to time. However, if the contribution of a new Party
determined on this basis would be more that 25 per cent of the budget, the
contribution of that Party shall be 25 per cent of the budget for the
financial year of joining (or pro rata for a part-year). The scale of
contributions for all Parties shall then be revised by the Secretariat on

1 January of the next year. Contributions shall be paid in annual
instalments. The contributions shall be due on 1 January 1995, 1996 and
1997. Contributions shall be paid into the folleowing account:

¥ -
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Account MNo. 015-002756
UNEPF Trust Funde Account
Chemical Bank, United MNations Branch
Hew York, W.Y. 10017, USA

9. For the convenience of the Parties, for each of the years of the
financial period the Executive Director of UNEP shall as soon as possible
notify the Parties to the Convention of their asaapsed contributions.

10. Contributions received into the Trust Fund that are not immediately
required to finance activitiea shall be invested at the discretion of the
United Mations, and any income shall be credited to the Trust Fund.

11. The Trust Fund shall be subject to audit by the United Nations Board
of Auditoras.

12. The budget estimates covering the income and expenditure for each of
the three calendar years constituting the financial period to which they
relate, prepared in US dollars, shall be submitted to the ordinary meeting
of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention.

13. The estimates of each of the calendar years covered by the financial
pericd shall be divided into sections and objects of expenditures, shall be
specified according to budget lines, shall include references to the
programmes of work to which they relate, and shall be accompanied by such
information as may be required by or on behalf of the contributors, and
such further information as the Executive Director of UNEP may deem useful
and advipable. In particular estimates shall also be prepared for each
programme of work for each of the calendar years, with expenditure itemized
for each programme Bo as to correspond to the sectiona, objects of
expenditure, and budget lines described in the first sentence of this

paragraph.

14. In addition to the budget estimates for the financial period described
in the preceding paragraphs, the Secretariat of the Convention, in
consultation with the Standing Committee and the Executive Director of
UNEP, shall prepare a medium-term plan as envisaged in Chapter III cf the
Legislative and Financial Texts Regarding the United Mations Environment
Programme and the Environment Fund. The medium-term plan will cover the
years 1998-2003, inclusive, and shall incorporate the budget for the
financial period 1998=2000.

15, The proposed budget and medium-term plan, including all the necessary
information, shall be dispatched by the Secretariat to all Parties at least
ninety days before the date fixed for the cpening of the ordinary meesting
of the Conference of the Parties.

16. The budget and medium-term plan shall be adopted by unanimous vote of
the Parties present and voting at the ordinary meeting.

17. In the event that the Executive Director of UNEP anticipates that
there might be a shortfall in rescurces cver the financial pericd as a
whole, the Executive Director shall consult with the Secretarlat, who shall
seek the advice of the Standing Committee as to its priorities for
expenditure.

18. Commitments againet the resources of the Trust Fund may be made only

if they are covered by the necessary income of the Convention. No
commitments shall be made in advance of the receipt of contributions.

I-I-‘l-!
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19. Upon the regquest of the Secretariat of the Convention, after seeking
the advice of the Standing Committee, the Executive Director of UNEP
should, to the extent conalstent with the Financial Regulations and Rules
of the United Natione, make transfers from one budget line to another. At
the end of the first or second calendar year of the financial period, the
Executive Director of UNEP may proceed to tranefer any uncommitted balance
of appropristions to the second or third calendar year respectively,
provided that the total budget approved by the Parties shall not be
exceaded, unless thise is specifically sanctioned in writing by the Standing
Committea.

20. At the end of each calendar year of the financial pericd, tha
Executive Director of UNEP shall submit to the Partles the acecounts for the
year. The Executive Director shall aleo submit, as socon as practicable,
the audited accounts for the financial pericd. These shall include full
detalls of actual expenditure compared to the original provisions for each

budget line.

21. Thooe financial reports required to be submitted to the Executive
Director of UNEP shall be transmitted simultanecusly by the Secretariat of
the Convention to the members of the Standing Committes.

22. The Secretariat of the Convention shall provide the Standing Committes
with an estimate of proposed expenditures over the coming year
simultanecusly with, or as scon as possible after; distribution of the
accounts and reportes referred to in the preceding paragraphsa.

£3. The present terms of reference shall be effective from 1 January 1995
to 31 December 1997.
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RESOLUTION 4.7: DATE, VENUE AND FUNDING OF THE HEXT MEETING
OF THE COMFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Migratory Species of Wild Animals,

Recalling Article VII, paragraph 3, of the Convention, which states
that the Secretariat shall "convene ordinary meetings of the conference of
the Parties at intervals of not more than three years, unleas the
Conference decides otherwisa®,

Noting that the meeting of the Conference of the Parties has not been
hosted by a Party since 1985,

Appreciating the benefits that may accrue to the Convention and to
Parties, particularly those with developing economies, that host meetings
of the Conference of the Parties in different regions of the world,

Recalling furcher the resclution on asaistance to developing countries
adopted in association with the Final Act of the conference to conclude the
Convention (Bonn, 1979},

1. Decides that the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties
should take place some time between January and June 1997;

2. Invites Parties to offer to host the meeting and to inform the
Secretariat accordingly before the end of 1995;

3. Invites Parties, States not Parties to the Convention,
governmental, intergovernmental and non-governmental crganizations and
other sources to make voluntary contributions to the Trust Fund to enable
the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to be convenad in a
developing country;

4. Instructs the Standing Committee:

(a} to decide on the most suitable venue from the offers
received; or,

{b) should no suitable offers be received from Parties, to
decide after consultations with the United Nations Environment Programme On
the mogt appropriate alternative venue.

Qeh mesting
11 June 1754
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RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED BY THE FOURTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE

4.5

4.6

AMNEX 11X

PRRTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION
OF MIGRATORY SPECIES OF WILD ANIMALS

Contents

Iitle

Conservation and management of cormorants in
African-Burasian reglon

pesearch on migration in small cetaceans
Conservation status of Crex crex

Proposed Agreement on the Houbara bustard
(Chlamydotis undulata)

Concerted action for six Rppendix I species
of Sahelo-Saharan ungulates

The role of non-governmental organizations
in the Bonn Convention

Date of adoption Eage

11 June

11 June
11 June

11 June

11 Juna

11 June

1994

1994
1994
1994

1994

1994

a9

94
895
96

97

94
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RECOMMENDATION 4.1: CONSERVATION AND HANAGEMENT
OF CORMORAMTS IN THE AFRICAN-EURASIAN REGION

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Higratory Species of Wild Animals,

Purswant to Article VII, paragraph 5, of the Bonn Convention, which
provides that the Conference of Parties at its meetings may make
recommendations for improving the conservation status of migratory species,

Noting that the species Pygmy cormorant is included in the list of
specially protected wild fauna species (Appendix II) and the other species
of cormorants in the list of protected wild fauna species (Appendix III) in
the Convention on the Conservation of Eurcpean Wildlife and Natural
Habitats [(Berne Convention).

Noting the proposals to include the Pygmy cormorant and the Socotra
cormorant in Appendix II of the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory
Epeclies of Wild Animale,

Noting also the draft Agreement on the Conservation of African-
Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds,

Avare that the draft Agreement covers, inter alia, migratory species
of cormoranta,

Also aware that the Management Plan of the draft Agreement underlines
the desirability of preparing specles conservation plans for species of
waterbirds which frequently come into conflict with human interests,

Acknowledging that, in the African-Eurasian region:

{a) The small population of the globally threatened species Fygmy
cormorant (Phalacrocorax pygmaeus) is decreasing;

ib} The population trend of the species S5ocotra cormorant
{Phalacrocorax nigrogularis) is unknown;

{¢) The population trend of the Great cormorant subspecies
Phalacrocorax carbo carbo is presumed overall to be increasing;

{d) The population trend of the Great cormorant subspecies
Phalacrocorax carbo sinensis is increasing strongly ln both numbers and

range;
Acknowledging aleoc that:

{a) Cormorants breed in dense colonies and are apecially vulnerable
during the breeding seasdon;

(b} That different cormorant species and populations may utilize the
game breeding and wintering sités;

{(c) Persecution of Phalacrocorax carbo sinensis and Phalacrocorax
carbo carbo in ites breeding colonies continues in some countries;

{d) The increases in the populations of Phalacrocorax carbo carbo and
Phalacrocorax carbo sinensis have brought conflicts with human interests,
especially in fish-farming areas, coastal inland water and river systems;

{e) In some countries these increases are in conflict with human
activities in fish-pond areas that contribute to the management and the
conservation of habitats of waterblirds,
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Aware that many Range States have developed national legislative and
administrative provisions to protect wild birde, including regulacly
ogcurring specles of migratory blrdes and their hablitatae,

Further avare that, within the Buropean Community, national provisions
relating to the protection of wild birdes are required to implement EEC
Directive 79/409 on the conservation of wild birds, that, for member States
of the European Community, other national provisione in the same field are
required to be consistent with the principles set cut in that Directive and
that article 9 of the Directive permits derogations from the reguiremant
that member States of the Community should prohibit the delibesrate hillinf
or capture of wild birds, where there is no other satisfactory solution, in
order to prevent serious damage to fisheries and certain other interests,

1. Recommends Parties and non-Parties to the Convantion that are
Range States for migratory species of cormorantes to take appropriate steps
to:

{a) Improve and protect the conservation status of the Pygmy
cormorant ;

(b} Impreve and protect the conservatien status of the Socotra
cormorant j

{e) Maintain a favourable conservation statuse of the Great cormorant
subapecies carbo carbko and carbo sinensis;

{d} Monitor cormorant populations in breeding, moulting, staging and
wintering areas;

{2} Commission research on:

(i} The assesament of damage caused by cormoranta to fishing
intecreats;

{id} The effectiveness of ecaring techniques and the development
of other technigues to protect fisheries;

(i1 Ornitholegical, ecological, limnological and fishery data to
get a better understanding of the ecological network in
which cormorante liwve;

{iv) Genetic analysis in order to conflrm the existence of the
two sub-species and the different populations of Great
cormorant and to define the current range;

(£} Increase the awarensss of the public and epecial interest groups,
including fisheries interest, to cormorant conservation issue;

{g] Secure that cormorants may only be killed under controlled
conditions;

{h} Exchange information under the sponsorship of a Party Range State
on the action taken under subparagraphs (e} (iv), (v}, (vL) and (vii) above.
A working group should be established to report to the CMS Scientific
Council. After the adeoption of the African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement, a
Hnrhtnq group of that Agreement ahould be established under the Technical
Committee;

2. Encourages Parties and non-Parties to the Convention that are
Range States to follow the attached Guidelines for Conservation and
Hanagement of the Great cormorant;j
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3. Encourages under sponsorship of a Party Range State or other
Range States to consider and co-operate in the preparation of international
species conservation plana for migrating species of cormorants in
accordance with the principles of the draft Agreement on the Conservation
of African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds, taking also into consideration
the guidelines attached to the present recommendation;

4. Directs the Secretariat to assist Parties that are Range States
in these endeavours.
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Appendix
GUIDELINES FOR THE CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT OF THE GREAT CORMORANT
1. Background

The general increases in population of the Great cormorant have caused &
number of conflicts with human activities. Hany fishermen report that this
species causes damage especially in fish-farming areas, but ales in other
inland waters along the coast. Thessa conflicte with human activities
resgult in demands for joint guidelines on the handling of the conflicta.

There are two subspecies of the Great cormorant normally recognized in
Eurcpa. The nominate subspecies carbo has an estimated total population of
at least 45,000 pairs with an increasing trend, and the subspecies sinensis
an estimated total population of at least 150,000 palrs with a strongly
increasing trend (1992 estimates). Increases are aleo apparent in the
winter guArters.

Theae increasss are thought to be mainly due to legal protection of the
spacias and increased food t“lillbillt? due to eutrophication of water
bodies.

The Great cormorant breeds in dense colonies and is widespread during the
non-breeding pericd. These features make it especially vuelnerable during
the breeding season. The species needa undisturbed breeding sltea and
possibllities to permit site shifting.

The Great cormorant is reported to cause conflictas with fishery and
forestry activities. Conflicts with other interests, including naturs
conservation, have aleso been reported.

The Great cormorant is protected in most of the Range S5tates. In all
wagtern, central and northern Eurcpean countries there ie currencly no
hunting season, except in Sweaden, Norway and Switzerland.

The legislation of most Range States, including all States members of the
European Community allows the control of the species, where it causes
gerious damage to specified interests and where there are no ocher
satisfactory solutions. Hany different methods of control are used, and
there is a need for exchange of knowledge, for coordination and slaboration
of common guidelines.

2. Principles

The Range States will endeavour to maintain a favourable conservation
status for the Great cormorant.

{a} Where appropriate, a conservation and management plan or policy should
be developed. The plan and subseguent changes in the plan should be
communicated to the Secretariat for distribution to the Range States.

ib} A numbar of breeding colonies adeguate to maintain a favourable
conservation status should be fully protected in each of the countries
where the Great cormorant has or establishes breeding colonies.

fc} The Range States should undertake regular monitoring of Great
cormorant populations during the breeding andfor non-breeding season.
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Control of the species may be allowed where sericus damage to
specified interests can be verified, and where there are no other
satisfactory solutiona.

Sericus damage, however, should be alleviated primarily by appropriate
management of the human activities concerned, including, among others,
a policy of support to fish-farming where it is favourable to fauna,
flora and habitats, adaptation of fishing methods and gear, and
scaring technigues.

Intervention within the breeding colonies, if it appears necessary,
may only be authorized in particular cases where it can be
scientifically demonstrated that it will not have a significant
negative impact on the conservation status of cormorants as mentioned
in the opening paragraph and in points (a) and (b) above, and only
under strict supervision and in accordance with the principles laid
down in point (d) above. Control methods should respect good ethical
principles.

Once a year, the extent of controls and the methods used should be
communleated to the Secretariat for distribution to the Range States.

Efforte should be made to increase international exchange of
information concerning damage to fisheries, including both the
assessment of damage and the alleviation of problems. The Range
Statee recognize the activities of the EIFAC working group and the
IWRE Cormorant Research Group. These organizations may provide
platforms for mutual exchange of sclientific information.
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RECOMMENDATION 4.2: RESEARCH ON MICRATION IN SMALL CETACEAMNS

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Migratory Species
of Wild Animals,

Noting, as resolved by the Conference of the Parties at ite third
meeting [(Resclution 3.3, 1991}, that the Bonn Convention and certain
existing and contemplated regional international Agreements under its
auspices include small cetaceans,

Recalling that 27 apecies of small cetaceans are included in
Appendix II of the Convention, and

Recognizing that the migratory behavior of most emall cetaceans in
most regions is scientifically very poorly known, making the nature and
ecope of international conservation problems difficult to determine, and
making regional and international co-cperation difficult to achleve,

Recommends:

fa) that the Parties to the Bonn Conventlion carry out scientific
studies to investigate and describe the migrations of small species in
their waters, giving pricrity to species and populations of threatened or
uncertain status;

(b} that those Parties having the technical expertise and rescurces
necessary for such studies advise and assist other Parties and other Range
States (through appropriate mechaniems such as memoranda of understanding)
to plan and carry cut needed studies including, for example, sighting
surveys conducted over seasons and years, tagging, uee of natural marks,
conventional radio-tracking or satellite-based radio-tracking and genetic
studies of stock ldentity; and

{e} that the Parties concerned report to the next mesting of the
Conference of the Parties on measures taken in response to the present
recommendat lon.
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RECOMMENDATION 4.3: CONSERVATION STATUS OF Créx creéx

The Confersnce of the Parties to the Convention en the Conservation of
Higratory Species of Wild Animals,

Noting that the Scientific Council at ites fifth meeting (Nalrobi,
Juna 1994) strongly recommended that Crex crex be included on Appendix II
on the basis of ite migratory habits and highly unfavourable conservation
status, due to rapid declines in population status throughout ite range,

Recogniring that Article X, paragraph 3, of the Bonn Convention
requires, inter alia, that the text of any amendment and the reascns for it
shall be communicated to the Secretariat at least 150 days before the
meeting at which it is to be considered,

Noting that Crex crex is fully protected inm & number of countries
throughout ite range, and is aleoc listed on Appendix II of the Berne
Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Matural Habitatas,

1. Confirms the Scientific Council's conclusion that this species
has an unfavorable conservation status;

2. Recommends that Crex crex be considered for listing in
Appendix II at the time of the fifth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties, provided that it continues to meet the relevant criteria;

3. Urges that in the interim pericd this species be accorded
measures congistent with a species of unfavourable conservation etatus that

would be appropriate for a species which has already been listed on
Appendix II; and

4. Recommends that Range S5tates identify breeding habitats and
promote agricultural management practices sympathetic to the conservation
of Crex crex in those areas.
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RECOMMENDATION 4.4: FROPOSED MRGREEHENT ON THE
HOUBARA BUSTARD (Chlamydotis vndulata)

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Conservation of
Nigratory Species of Wild Animals,

Aware that Chlamydotis undulata ie listed on Appendix II of the
Convention (Asian populations) and aleo on Appendix I of the Convention
{Horthwast African populations),

Noting the reference in document UNEP/CHS//Conf.4.8 (Review of
Article IV Agreemants concluded or under development) toc a possible
Agroement on this species having been under discussion for several years,
with a draft text being under discussion internally by the Government of
the EKingdom of Saudi Arabla,

Neoring the Party report of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia te the present
meating of the Conference of the Parties,

Further noting the contributions to the plenary session on 7 June 1994
from the delegations of the Eingdom of Saudi Arabia, Pakistan, Tunisia, and
the observer from BirdLife Interpnational on this matter,

Taking account of the recommendation contained in the report of the
fifth masting of the Scientific Council (document UNEP/CMES/Conf.4.5.4) that
a concerted action plan should be developed for the entire population of
this specias,

1. Regquests that the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
complete as soon as practicable interpal formal approval for iLta current
draft of an Agreement concerning Chlamydotis undulatag

i Further regquests that thie draft Agreement then be forwarded to
the Secretariat and the Range Statesa concerned for their conaideration and
amendment. The Range States will return the modified/accepted text to the
Secretariat for collation and the Secretariat will circulate further
cbgervations to the Range Statea;

3. Urges all Range States to complete the studies with respact to
the population, status and distributlion of the species as already reguested
undar item 26 of the report of the fourth meeting of the Scientific
Council, held in Bonm in May 1993, and to report on the same to the
Secretariat by March 1995;

4. Suggests that a meseting of Range States of the species, hosted by
one or more of the Range States with the assistance of the Secretariat and
appropriate expects, should be convened by the end of March 1995 to develop
a conservation actlon plan for the species.
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RECOMHMENDATION 4.5: CONCERTED ACTION FOR SIX APPENDIX I SPECIES OF
SAHELO=-SAHARAN UNGULATES: Addax nasomaculatus, Oryx dammah, Gazella
dams, Gazella leptoceros, Garella cuvieri, Gazella dorcas

The Conference of the Parties of the Convention en the Conservation of
Higratory Species of Wild Animals,

Considering that the six above-mentioned species are included in
Appandix I of the Convention,

Taking into account Resolution 3.2, paragraph 4, adopted by the
Conference of the Parties at ite third meeting,

1. Takes note of the proposed Action Plan prepared by the Scientific
Council for a concerted action on the Sahelo-Saharan ungulatan
(UHEP/CHS/Inf. 4.5, annex 4);

2. Encourages tha Parties to participate in the revision and
finalization of the Action Plan;

I Encourages the Parties to implement the Action Plan upon
finalization; and

4. FReguests the Secretariat and the Scientific Couwncil to provide
the necessary support to the concerted action.
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RECOMMENDATION 4.6: THE ROLE OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS IN THE
CONVENTION ON CONSERVATION OF HMIGRATORY SPECIES OF WILD AMNIMALS

The Conaference of the Parties to the Canvention on the Conservation of
Migratory Species of Wild Animals,

Recalling that Article IX of the Convention provides for assistance
from and liaison with, inter alia, suitable non-governmental bodies
technically qualified in the protection, conservation and management of
wild animals, and international organizations concerned with migratory

species;

Aware that these organizations have continued to make important
technical, promotional and financial contributions to the implementation of
the Convention, and to support the Convention Secretariat;

Further aware that national environmental non-governmental
organizations can represent influential movements in society and that -
through their expertise - they can play an active role in the conservation
of migratory species of wild animalse;

Conscious that the Conventicn on Biological Diversity signed at Rio de
Janeiro in 1992 ptresses the importance of and the need to promote co-
operation among States and intergovernmental organizations and the non-
governmental sector for the conservation of biological diveraity and the
Bustainable use of its componente;

Taking account of the Strategy for the Future Development of the Bonn
Convention [(accepted under Resclution 4.4);

1. Recommends that Parties strongly support and give particular
attention to the development and functioning of national and international
non-governmental organizations which aim for conservation of migratory
ppacies of wild animals.

2 Encourages Parties to consult non-govarnmental organizations,
provide them with relevant information and offer them ample opportunities
to contribute to the formulation and implementation of governmental policy
on migratory species conservation;

3. Recommends that Parties to Agreements concluded under the
Convention invite appropriate representatives of non-governmental
organizations to participate in meetings held to discuss the development or
implementation of such Agresments;

4. Reguests the Secretariat to organize periodic briefing sessions
with non-governmental organlzations, in order to involve them more fully in
the activities of the Convention and to soliecit their support.
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ANNEX III

LIST OF SPECIES ADDED TO APPENDICES I AND II BY THE FOURTH MEETING
OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

Appendix I
Scientiflec Hame Annotation
Order /Famlly, Speclies or spp. iwhere applicable)
HAMMALIA
ARTIODACTYLA
Bowvidae
Oryx dammah
AVES

ANSERIFORMES
Anatidae
Oxyura leucocephala
GRUIFORMES
otididae
Otis tarda Middle=-European population
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Appendix II

Scientific Nama

Order /Family, Specles or spp.

Annotation

{where applicable)

CHIROPTERA
Molopaidae

Tadarida teniotis

AVES
GAVIIFORMES

Gavia stellata

Gavia arctica, ssp. artica and
suschkini
Gavia immer immer

Favia adamsii

PODICIPEDIFORMES
Podicipedidae
Podiceps grisegena grisegena

Podiceps auritus

PELECANIFORHES
Phalacrocoracidae
Phalacrocorax nigrogularis
Fhalacrocorax pygmagus
Paelecanidae

Pelecanus cpocrotalus

CICONITIFORMES

Ardeidae

Botaurus stellaris stellaris
Ixocbrychus mipnutus minutus
Ixobrychus sturmii

Ardecla rufiventris

Hestern Palearctic populaticna

Horthwest Eurocpean population

Western Palearctic population

Western Palearctic populationa

Western Palearctic populations

Western Falearctic populations

Western Palearctic populationa
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Scientific Name

Order /Family, Species or app.

Annotation

{where applicable)

Ardeola idae
Egretta vinaceigula
Casmerodius albus albus

Ardea purpurea purpured

Ciconiidae

Hyceteria ibis

Ciconia episcopus microscelis
Threskiornithidae

Geronticus eremita

Threskiornis aethiopicus
agthiopicus

Platalea alba

GRUIFORMES
Rallidae

Porzana porzana

Porzana parva parva
Porzana pusilla intermedia

Fulica atra atra

Aenigmatolimnas marginalis

Sarothrura boehmi

CHARADRIIFORMES
Dromadidae

Dromas ardecla
Laridas

Larus hemprichii
Larus leucophthalmus
Larus ichthyaetus

Larus melanccephalus

Western Palearctic populationa

populations breeding in the Weatern
Palearctic

excluding Malagasy population

populationa breeding in the Western
Palearctic

Mediterranean and Black Sea
populations

West Eurasian and African population
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Ecientific Hame

Opder /Family, Bpecies or app.

Annotation

iwhere applicable)

Larus genei
Larus audouinii
Laruys armenicus

Sterna nilotica nilotica

Sterna caspila

Sterna maxima albidorsalis

Sterna bergii

Sterna bengalensis

Sterna sandvicensis sandvicensis

Sterna hirundo hirundo

Sterna paradisasa

Sterna albifrons
Sterna saundersi
Sterna balaenarum
Sterna repressa

Chlidonias niger niger

chlidonias leucopterus

West Eurasian and African
populationa

West Eurasian and African

populations

African and Southwest Asian
populations

African and Southwesat Aalan
populations

populations breeding in the Western
Palearctic

Atlantic populations

West Eurasian and African population

.||I-|-|l
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ANNEX IV
REPORT OF THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE

Kaircbi, Kenya, & June 1994

Opening remarks by the Chairman

1. The Chairman opened the meeting, pointing out that this brief pre-
conference session was being held to prepare the ground for the meeting of
the Conference of the Parties. All regional members were present, in
addition to the observer from the European Community. The list of
participants appears as the annex. The Chairman outlined for the
participants the brief agenda he had prepared concerning arrangements for
the meeting of the Conference. He pointed out that as the United Eingdom
was at the end of its term of office on the Committee and would not be
standing for re-election, it would be necessary for the Standing Committes
to hold a meeting at the end of the conference to elect a new Chairman.

1. Arrangements for the meeting of the Conference

2. Turning to item 1 on his agenda, the Chairman referred the
participants to documents UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.1 and UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.3. Ha
reminded the meeting that the Bureau of the Conference would be maet Lng
throughout. The two sessional committees would consider issues which would
not be expected to be re-cpened in the plenary, since the committees
themselves more or less constituted a plenary. Concerning the plenary
session scheduled for the afterncon of Friday 10 June, the Chairman said he
was not sure it was necessary to touch again on issues dealing with the
budget and institutional arrangements, since he assumed this would have
been dealt with by the committees. In reply, the Secretariat said the
budget would have to be submitted for final adoption by the plenary and, in
addition, there might be other aspects of the imstituticnal arrangements
that needed to be tidied up.

3. Concerning the time-table of the meeting of the Conference of the
Parties, the Chairman noted that the meeting would open at 9.30 and wou ld
be addressed by the Executive Director of UNEP and the Minister of Tourism
and Wildlife of Kenya. The Secretariat pointed out that it would be
necessary to ensure the timely opening of the meeting, because of the busy
schedule of the Executive Director. The Vice-Chairman suggested that there
beé & short break after item 2 of the conference agenda, to enable the
Executive Director and the Hinister to leave.

Bules of Procedurs

4. Turning to the Rules of Procedure adopted in Buenos Alres in

January 1994 and contained in document UNEP/CMS/Conf.&.4, the Chairman
noted that the rules contained no provision for Vice-Chairman of the two
sessicnal committees of the Conference. He said that changes would have to
be made to allow for that. Concerning rule 14.1, the Chairman believed
that a portion of the text was missing and he asked that this be rectified.
Pule 2.4, he continued, used the wording "State or Party®, which seemed to
contain a redundancy. It was agreed that the words “or Party * in that
sentence would be deleted. Rule 11 also posed problems and had caused
difficulties in the meeting of the Scientific Council. The problems
concerned interpretation of section (1) of the rule governing when the
Presiding Officer could permit discussion of a propcsal for an amendment of
the Convention and its appendices. The Chairman believed that an ambiguity

_||r+FF
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in the phrasing could be interpreted to mean that the Presiding Officer
could permit discussion of almost anything, including late amendments. He
wondered whether it was best to leave the wording as it was and interpret
the rules in & cCommOn-@EnBEe wWay.

5. ‘The Secretariat said the problem was difficult and could entall a long
discuasion in the conference. One could try to make proposals to change
the rule it or leave lt, or tey to reviee the rule bafore the next mesting
of the Conference of the Parties. The Vice-Chairman saw no complication inm
the rule and asked for clarification of the problem. In reply, the
Secretariat explained that the Scientific Council, on the basis of now
aclentific findinge, had recommended at a late stage the inclusion of a
species into an appendix. The rules of the Convention did not allow for
such an inclusion without prior notification. He wondered whether it would
be necessary to change the Rules of Procedure to enable the inclusion of
the species in guestion. The Chairman observed that the Convention stated
that a proposal for amendment had to be circulated 150 days before the
meeting. The rules had to be in line with the Convention and one had to be
careful not to set a precedent.

G, The Representative of Asia [(India), while agreeing with the Chairman
concerning the need for a time period, said that if some new sclentific
development made inclusion of & species advisable it might be neceasary to
conalder such a proposal, even though due to circumstances it could not be
actually decided at that time. The Chalrman believed that the rules did
not need to be changed tomorrow: the S5tanding Committee conaidered that
Fule 11 neoded clarification and the plenary should ask the Committee to
examine it. The inclusion of the specles in guestion raised by the
Scientific Council mhould not be addressed at thie point in order to avoid
an awkward debate. The Vice-Chairman said he was happy to give the subject
furthar consideration, as the Rules of Procedure had to be clarified. He
wasa uneasy about the proposed addition of one species which could be
construed as a change. He felt it unwiss to deal with an issuwe on which
there were no instructions and an early opportunity should be found to
raise the lesue in plenary so that such instructions may be cbtained. The
Chairman agreed, saying it was necessary to flag the issue very early im
the conference.

Te The Representative of the Depositary (Germany) said that he agraed
with the proposal, and that the issue might be dealt with on Thureday. His
delegation took a narrow interpretation of the rule and believed it was
necessary to stick to the period of 150 days. The Chalcrman sald he felt
that the majority would support that view; one should be careful of
setting dangercus precedentes.

B. The Representative of America and the Caribbean (Panama) said that the
1994 meeting of the Conference of the Parties would have implicationa into
the next century. It had te find ite niche. The strong point of tha
conference should be the Strategy and it was necessary for it to send a
vary clear message and not get bogged down in procedural matters.

9, Taking up consideration of "other logistice", the Chairman and thoee
presant at the Committee exchanged ideas on the representation of the
geographical regions as Chairmen and Vice-Chairman of the various
committees of the forthcoming meeting of the Conference of the Farties.

2. Updates since Buenos Alres

16. Introducing item 2 of his agenda, the Chalrman requested any news on
prospective future members of the Convention and emphasized the need to
talk to potential Parties. The representative of Asia said that during his
diecussions on the Siberian crane with the former USSR he had recelved the

f+++
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impression that hia partners in the dialogue were unaware of the
convention. He alsoc believed that China was favorable to joining CMS. The
Co-ordinator of the Secretariat replied that very great efforta had bean
made to foster the Russian Federation‘s awareness of CHS. He balioved the
Russian Federation as many other countries in economic tranaition faced a
problem in joining a convention which might have hard currency
implications. He had received a similar official responee from China.

11. Concerning the approach of the United States of hmerica to CHMS, the
Chairman said that the news was not good and guoted from & letter received
from the Assistant Secretary of the State Department to the effect that the
United States’ position on CMS had not changed. The United States had
concerns about the Convention, was not prepared to join at this stage and
would not be sending an observer to the 1994 mirt Lng .

12. The Secretariat noted that observers from 40 countries would be
attending the conference. At the meeting of the Scientific Council, Chad
had described its initiation of ratification procedures. Perhaps the
mambera of the Standing Committee could request the countries in their
regions to provide written information about how things stood in connection
with their countries’ poesible joining. The Chairman agreed that that
suggestion should be announced in plenary. The Secretariat went on ko
point out that one evening of the conference had been set aside for
regional consultations and that could provide an opportunity to gather more
information. The Chairman added that he was optimistic concerning the
attitude of the host country towards joining CMS.

3. |kay conference papers
(a) Report of Standing Committee

13. The Report of the Standing Committee i8 reproduced as document
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.3. The Chairman stated that this report would need to be
updated to reflect a recent communication from Ms. Eleanor Constable, a
United States Assistant Secretary of State, in regard to the Convention.
It was pointed out that paragraph 11 of the report stated that a copy of
the Washington press release was attached as an annex, whereas this was
attached in error as an annex to another document.

{b) Article IV Guidelines

14. The Article IV Guidelines was a document prepared by a consultant, the
Chairman stated, and should prove extremely useful. He expected a working
group of the Conference to go through the document. It was important that
the final version of the guidelines be available quickly for the
preparation of future Agreemants. The Chairman expressed the thanks of the
committes to the consultant concerned for the detailed work he had

completed.
{e) Budget

15. The budget proposals were mainly contained in document
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.13 and Resolution 4.6. The Secretariat made a brief
presentation and reported that discussions had been held with UNEP officers
with regard to the possible provision of administrative support by UNEP in
the form of an Administrative Officer and a Financial Assistant, subject to
negotiation. The discussion had resulted in the suggestion from UNEP that:

(i} The posts of Administrative Officer and Financial Assistant
should appear in the actual budget so that the full coat of
the Secretariat arrangements was reflected in the budget;
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{iL) At the bottom of the budget, the scurces of funding should
be identified; the source of the Trust Fund should be on
on@ line and, on another, sources not yet ldentiflied or
unknown.

1. The Chairman explained that since proposale had been made subseguent
to the last Standing Committee meeting and since these had come from UNEP
and were significant, they would need to be carefully considered. A
revised document should therefore be prepared in time for the budget
discussicn in the plenary session. The Secretariat responded that thise
would be done.

17. wWith regard to annex 1 of document UMEP/CMS/Conf.4.13, dealing with
contributions by the Parties, the Chairman asked if regquests to the Partlies
for the 1994 contributions had been sent. The Secretariat confirmed that
they had been sent and added that, by the end of May 1994, the total
contributions made was in the range of US § 15,000. That represented much
less than last year's total at the same date, and the situation was
therefore socmewhat worrying.

18:. The Representative of the Depositary stated that Germany had pald 90
per cent of ite contribution for 1994, and so the data given in annex 1
should be updated. The Vice-Chalrman, speaking on behalf of Australia also
expressed concern that his country’'s contributionm had not been listed. The
Secretariat stated that the present list had been prepared at the end of
February, and the table would be updated for presentation to the Confersnce
of the Farties.

19. The observer from the European Community stated that the conditions
the Community attached to its 1991 contribution had not yet been met by
UNEP, and similar conditions would be attached to ite 1994 contribution.

20. The Representative of Eurcpe (United Kingdom) stated that his
Government had not yet received any regquest for payment of the 1994
contribution. He said he would check with the Secretariat on the date the
letter requesting contributions had been sent and would ensure that the
contribution was paid as socon as possible.

21. The Representative of Asia expressed the opinion that Parties that had
not made contributions for a pericd of years should not really be proposed
as office-bearers for Committess.

22. Finally, the Chairman noted that the role of the Standing Committee
needed to be addressed by the committee dealing with the budget. The
S5tanding Committee wae meant to review sxpenditures against budget figures
year by year, but it only received information covering a three-year
pericd, and again expenditures wera not shown compared to budget
provisions. In order to review past budget performance, the Committee
would need to receive information more quickly.

(d} Strategy

23. The Chairman stated that any changes made to thies document should be
immediately incorporated into the document by the Secretariat, and he felt
that the Strategy Working Group should take this into account, so that at
the end of the meeting of the Conference of the Parties, the Standing
Committes would have a complete and final version of the Strategy documant.

24. The Representative of America and the Caribbean asked the Chairman to
clarify: (i) why the United States was slow to ratify Conventions such as
the present one; and (ii) the mention of migratory epecies and corrcidors
in the document. The Chairman replied that, although he was not able to
speak for the United States, he supposed that they had problema with
Federal and State jurisdictions, and alec had other priorities. Details
such ae corridors for migratory species could be added to the document, but
there wase a limitation on the amount of detalil the document could ipnclude.

li‘l-l--i--i-
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The Representative of Asia noted that certain United States agencies had
shown a positive interest in supporting the Siberian crane initiative, so
that perhaps the United States did not have a totally negative approach to
the Convention.

(e) Iriennial reporte

25%. The Chalrman stated that these reports were dealt with by document
UNEP/CHS/Conf.4.7 Annex.l (Rev.l) and would be discussed under item 12 (a)
of the main agenda. The Secretariat reported that less than 20 per cent of
the Parties had sent these reporte; since 1988, only 22 or 23 reports had
been received. The Secretariat felt that ite concern over this poor
reporting record by Parties should be raised at the meeting of the
Conference of the Partiea.

4. W ion to v

of UNEP

26. The Chairman reported that Ms. Dowdeswell had invited the members of
the Standing Cosmittee to a lunch at Gigiri on Wednesday. He expressed his
opinion that this would be a good opportunity for the members of the
Committee to "market” the Convention and explain ite achievements and hopes
for the future, as well a&s its coordination with other conventions, and
cooperation with UNEP to cbtain the accession of new Parties.

5. MNext meeting of the Standing Committes

27. The Chairman noted that, after the final plenary sessicn of the
meeting of the Conference of the Parties, the Standing Committee should
meet to elect new officers. He stated that the United Kingdom and India
had completed their term of membership and would not be members of the
Committee after the meeting of the Parties. The Co-ordinator of the
Secretariat expressed its thanks to the Chairman for the guidance and input
he had provided during his term of office; his cooperation with the
Secretariat could not have bean better.

6. Closure of the Meeting

78. There being no other business, the Chairman thanked the participants
and the Secretariat for their contributions and closed the meeting.
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ANNEX WV
REPORT OF THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

Mairobi, Kenya, 4-5 JUNE 1994

INTRODUCTION

1. The fifth meeting of the Scientific council of the Convention on the
conservation of Migratory Speciea of Wild Animals (CMS) was held at the
United Mations Office in Mairobi on 4 and 5 June 1994.

AGENDA ITEM 1: OPENING REMARKS BY THE CHATRMAN
AND THE SECRETARIAT

2. The Chairman of Scientific Council opened the meeting at 2.30 p.m. on
Saturday, 4 June 1954. He welcomed the participants and expreased
patisfaction with the excellent attendance.

3. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat drew attention to changes in the
memberahip of the Councll since its fourth meeting, held in Bonn in May
1993. He welcomed the new members and conveyed the apologiena of
councillors whe had informed the gacretariat of their inability to bea
presant.

AGENDA ITEM 2: ADOPTION OF THE RGENDA

4. After a number of administrative announcementsa, the Council adopted
without amendment the provisional agenda for the maeting
(UNEP/CMS/5cC.5.1), which is attached am annex 1 to the pressnt report.

AGENDA ITEM 3: REPORTS ON INTERSESSIONAL ACTIVITIES

A. Chairman

5. At the first smession of the meeting, the chairman drew attention to
his report prepared for the Fourth Meeting of the Conference of the Parties
{UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.4}, which highlighted the activities of the Scientific
Council over the course of the triennium. He cancluded his remarks by
announcing that he would reaign as chairman at the end of the present term,
since his professional commitmentas did not allow him to devote sufflcient
time to the Council‘s activities. An election to choose his successor
would be held during the meeting. He informed the meating that two
councillors — Dr. Pierre Devillers (Belglium) and Dr. Roberto Schlatter (the
conference-appointed Councillor from Chile) - had been nominated by thair
peers and had agreed to atand for election. Dr. Michael Ford {United
Kingdom) had also been nominated, but had declined to stand.

6. The Secretariat, in consultation with the Chairman, had proposed that
a post of Vice-Chair be created to assist the Chair with the coordination
of the Council’'s activities. Mes. Karen Weaver {pustralia) had indicated
that, if the Council were to decide at this meeting to establish such a
post, she would be prepared to accept nomination. The Chairman concluded
the discussion by advising Councillors that additional nominations for the
posts of Chair and Vice-Chair would be accepted during the meeting.

Dr. Pfeffer expressed the view that, given the importance of wWest and
Central Africa for many migratory species, consideration should be given to
electing a Councillor from that region.
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B. gSecretariat

7. Also at the first seesion, the Co-ordinator provided a brief
introduction to the report of the Secretariat [UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5:1},
drawing attention to the new Parties to the Convention since the last
meating of the Council and to the work that had been undertaken to further
the development of a number of CHM5S Agreements, notably the draft African-
Eurasian Waterbird Agreement which would be the subject for further
discussion at an intergovernmental meeting to be held from 12 te 14 June,
alee in Nairobi.

C. Councillore

B. Councillors were then given the cpportunity to add their own remarks.
Mr. Dey emphasized the importance of involving the former Republice of the
soviet Union in the Convention, since many were important Range States for
migratory species. He indicated that India and the former Soviet Union had
concluded a bilateral agreement concerning migratory species and that, if
that agreement were to apply also to the newly formed States, the gquestion
of possible linkages with CMS warranted examination. The Co-ordinator
explained that the Strategy for the Future Development of the Convention
(UNEP/CHS fConf.4.11) included suggestions on enhancing the membership of
CcM5 and that considerable efforts had already been made to encourage these
particular countries to join the Conwvention.

AGENDAR ITEM 4: MATTERS TO BE DISCUSSED AT THE FOURTH MEETING
OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

A. Proposals for amepdment of Appendices I and II of the Convention

- At the firset session of the meeting, the Council began ite
consideration of the summary prepared by the Secretariat of the proposals
before the Conference to include four additicnal species in Appendix I and
another %2 species in Appendix Il (UNEP/CHMS/Conf.4.12). The Chairman
proposed that the Council first review each of the Appendix I proposals in
turn, with a view to formulating a recommendation as to whether or not, in
the Councils view, the species concerned met the criteria for listing in
Appendix I.

10. Dr. Ford drew the Counclil's attention to one of the columns in the
summary, in which it appeared a determination had been made of the
congervation status of sach of the species [endangered or unfavourabla)
and, in the case of species proposed for lieting in Appendix II, whether or
not the species would benefit significantly from conservation measures
applied within the framework of an international Agreement. Replying to
Dr. Ford‘s reguest for an explanation as to the baeis for thie apparent
determination, the Secretariat clarifled that the column repressnted the
criteria which, in ite view, the species concerned should fulfil if the
Council were to recommend ite listing in Appendix I or II and, eaventually,
Lf itm inclusion were to be agreed by the Conference of the Parties. Thus,
the column in gquestion did not, in fact, represent a determination of the
conservation status of the species, rather it merely served to indicate the
possible justification for lieting a given species. Dr. Ford expressed
satisfaction with that explanation and recommended that the clarification
aleo be given to the Conference of the Parties at the time the proposals
were to be introduced.

11. Dr. Pfeffer and Dr. Beudels, both members of a working group on
Sahelo-Saharan mammals established at the fourth meeting of the Council,
briefly introduced the first proposal under consideration: teo list Oryx
dammah in Appendix I. Dr. Ford questioned whether the species, which had
been so drastically reduced in number, could still be conasidered
*migratory” in the sense of the Convention and therefore to meet one of the

e
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eriteria for listing. Hotlng that, according to his information, the
digtribution of Oryx dammah appeared to be restricted to Chad - which was
not a Party to the Convention — he pointed cut that the strict obligationa
imposed by an Appendix I listing would not be

binding. Furthermore, he noted that Oryx dammah had not benefited at all
by its inclusion in Appendix II, gince no steps had been taken to develop
an Agreement for the Bpecies.

12. A number of Councillors provided information which indicated that the
Oryx dammah does, in fact, occur cutside of Chad, and that it does exhibit
seasonal migrations. Dr. Bel Hadj Kacem reported that the species had baen
succesafully reintroduced in Tunisia and emphasized the need for surveys to
determine its presence elsewhere in the wild. MHr. Traora reported that
gince the early 19808 there had been no reliable indicators of the presence
of the species in Malli. However, it was posnible, indeed probable, that
individuals were returning to Mali since insecurity in parts of the country
had reduced poaching pressure. Dr. Beudels, referring to the findings of
the working group, reported that the species was in fact migratory and that
although the wild population was probably restricted to Niger and Chad, ita
potential range was much larger and would benefit from a network of
protected areas. Dr. Pleffer considered that the species warranted listing
in Appendix I on account of ita highly endangered statuad, irrespective of
whether or not Chad was a Party to the Convention. Dr. Sylla supporcted
this view, noting that the presence at this meeting of an cbserver from
chad could be interpreted as an expression of its interest and that the
lieting in Appendix I would help to create a greater awareness of the
plight of this species. Dr. Ayeni considered that such a listing could
help to mobilize the reacurces needed to reintroduce and protect the
species. The observer from Chad stated that the procedures within har
country for ratification of CMS had been started and that Chad would
welcome any decisions arising from the meeting, indicating that her
Government would have no objection to the listing of Oryx dammah in
Appendix I.

13. The Chairman summarized the discussion by noting that the meeting had
reached a consensus that Oryx dammah ia highly endangered and migratory,
thus qualifying the species for inclusion in Appendix I. The Council
agreed that this recommendation should be forwarded to the Conference of
the Parties.

14. The Conference-appointed expert on waterbirds, Dr. Moser, introduced
the proposal (Ho. I/3) of the Government of Spain to include Oxyura
leucocephala in Appendix I. He pointed out that the proposal had arisen
from a workshop organized in 1993 to discuss the problem of hybridization
of this species with Oxyura jamaicensis, an introduced species. Dr. Moser
explained that Oxyura leucocephala and Oxyura jamaicensis were two distinot
species which nonetheless eould and did hybridize, and produce fertile
offapring. He expressed the view that the Bonn Convention had a strong
potential to coordinate activities in favour of Oxyura leucocephala, noting
that an Action Plan had already been devaloped for the Eurcpean portion of
its distribution, and that another plan was being elaborated to cover the
remainder of ite range. Mr. Raoc supported the inclusion of the spacies in
Appendix I, noting that in addition to the problem of hybridization, it was
also threatened by illegal hunting and habitat destruction. The Chairman
recalled that the Scientific Council had endorsed the suggestion made at
its fourth meeting, held in Bonn in Hay 1933, that such a proposal be
submitted to the Conference of the Parties; he therafore concluded that
the proposal had the support of the Council.

15. Dr. Bankovics {(Hungary) introduced the Hungarian proposal (Ho. If4) to
add the Middle-Eurcpean population of Otis tarda to Appendix I. The
species had been listed in Appendix II in 1985, but no Agreement had yet
been developed. The population concerned had continued to decline

foae
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dramatically — as a result of habitat changes and agricultural land use —
to the extent that the species had disappeared from most of the European
breeding area. Of a total European population of 14,000, the Middle-
Evropean population was currently estimated at about 1,400 birda. Dr.
Bankovics explained that individuals normally did not migrate from Hungary
and other countries, except in severe winters. The species was, however, a
regular migrant from Russia, where it encountered the greatest threat.

Dr. Ford questioned whether the criteria for listing a species in

Appendix II had been fulfilled, and expressed concern about the lack of
specificity in the annotation attached to the proposal. He expressed
concern that the listing of the species had been of no consequence, and
suggested that Council urge Range States to conclude an Agreement. In
summarizing the discussion, the Chairman noted that there were no
objections in principle to recommending the listing of the population
concerned in Appendix I, but he requested certain Councillors to devise an
improved annctation in order to reflect better the Range States that would
be covered by the listing.

16. Dr. Ford introduced the rationale behind the United Eingdom proposal
(No.I1/1) to include Tadarida teniotis in Appendix II. The species was the
only one occurring in Europe not covered by the European Bats AGREEMENT,
and ite lieting in Appendix II would facilitate ite eventual inclusion.

Dr. Ford pointed out that the proposal was not limited geographically to
the range of the existing AGREEMENT eince, in the United Kingdom's view,
the species merited protection throughout ite range. The Councll decided
to recommend that the species be listed in Appendix II accordingly.

17. Dr. Howak and Dr. Moser introduced the proposals (Nos. II/f14 to
I1/105) to list 92 waterbirde in Appendix II. The propcoesals had been
prepared by the International Waterfowl and Wetlands Research Bureau and
had been sponeored by the Government of Germany as a service to the
Convention. All the species, subspecies and populationa reflected in the
proposales were intended to be covered by the proposed African-Euraslan
Migratory Waterbird Agreement [AEWA)}. If the AEWA were to have the statua
of an Article IV (3) AGREEMENT, it would be necessary to add the 92
wiaterbirdes to those already listed in Appendix II in order to arrive at the
full complement of 212 waterbirds to which the Agreement was intended to
apply. The omission of any of the taxa proposed for inclusion would alter
the character of the AEWA to that of an Article IV (4) agreement.

18. The Co-ordinator referred to the basiec eriteria for listing species in
Appendix II which, he pointed out, was reserved for species with an
unfavourable conservation status or which would benefit significantly from
internaticnal cooperation. It was pointed out that while some of the
waterbirds in the proposal did not have an unfavourable conservation
atatus, the draft Agreement embraced the so-called "precautionary
principle®, which toock account of the potential for the conservation status
of a given species to move from favourable to unfavourable in a relatively
short time. He said that the exclusion from Appendix IT of the 42
waterbirds with a favourable conservation status would preclude the
poseibility of management and control measures within the framework of CMS
for abundant species, such as some of the cormorants that were the object
of a draft recommendation proposed by Denmark. Furthermore, he said that a
poesible discrepancy might arise between the CMS Appendices and the species
covered by AEWA should the negotiators of that draft Agreement decide that
the Agreement should cover all of the species in question.

19. The Chairman invited Councillors to review the migratory status and
the conservation status of the various taxa proposed for inclusion.
Thereafter, consideration would be given to a proposal by Australia to
amend the geographic coverage cof one of the proposals. The Council would
then take up a draft recommendation submitted by Denmark on the
conservation and management of cormorants.

20. Although the Council reached a consensus that all of the taxa
concerned were migratory within the meaning of the Conventlon, there was a

i
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wide divergence of views concerning the merits of including all of the
species, subspecies or populations in Appendix II. The following points
were among those raised by individual Councillors during the course of the
discussion. Scme had reservations about certain annotations that had been
made to narrow the coverage of the listings to particular populations. Dr.
Ford pointed out that some of the taxa warranted inclusion for their entire
range, not only for the area covered by the AREWA. He expressed concern
that the propoeals were being made to amend the Convention to suit an
Agreement that had yet to be formally negotiated, let alone concluded. If
all 92 proposals were accepted, only to have some of the 212 waterbirds
axcluded from the AEWA during subsegquent negotbiations, A ndix II would
include inappropriate listings and would be out of step with the Agreement.
Several Councillore indicated that the proposed inclusion of species known
to be abundant — to the point of being coneidered pest specles in need of
culling — would make it difficult for the set of proposals to be accepted
in its entirety. Some expressed concern about the precedent that might set
for future listinge and the implications it might have for the image of the
Conventicn. ODr. Edelstam suggested that taxa to be covered by the
Agreement be listed in a stepwise manner, beginning with those for which
Action Plana had already been prepared (e.g., the Anatidae) and then
proceading to other groupa.

21. As no consensus could be reached at the first session of the meeting
on how to treat the 42 waterbirds liested as having a favourable
conpervation status, the Council agreed that a working group should be
formed (consisting of Dr. Beudels, Dr. Edelstam, Dr. Moser, Dr. NHowak and
Ma. Weaver, the Chairman and the Secretariat) to formulate a recommendation
for the Council's conaideration the following day.

22. At the second session of the meeting, held on 5 June 1994, the
Chairman reported on the results of the ad hoc working group that had met
the previous evening to review the proposals to list 52 species, subspecles
or populations of waterbirds in Appendix II, and invited any comments. The
working group recommended that the Scientific Council support the inclusion
in Appendix II of 50 species identified as having an unfavourable
conservation status, and that the remaining 42 species - considered to have
a favourable conservation status but subject to sport or subsistence
hunting or management action — be put forward for consideration by the next
meeting of the Conference of the Parties. The working group considered
that Parties should be invited to provide further information in relation
to the remaining 41 speciesn.

23. Mr. Dey noted the importance of ensuring that the species concerned
were indeed migratory, and not merely oscillating across national borders;
of determining ranges of population estimates; and examining commercial
threate to species. Dr. Moser confirmed that at least the first two points
had already been carefully reviewed, and that the 42 species recommended
for consideration at the next meeting of the Conference of the Parties
should be subject to regular monitoring in order to identify any potential
threats.

24. Dr. Moser drew attentlon to one species, Crex crex, which had not been
included in the original 92 proposals, as there was some question as to
whether it is considered to be wetland-dependent. The species, which is a
long-distant migrant, has been declining very rapidly throughout its range.
Several Range States had suggested that it be proposed for listing in
Appendix II with a view to including it in the African-Eurasian Waterbird
Agreement. The question that needed to be addressed was whether or not the
Conference of the Parties would be in a position to consider a proposal
that had not been previously circulated in accordance with the provisions
of the Convention.

25, Tha Co-ordinator clarified that, while the text of the Convention took
precedence, rule 11 of the rules of procedure of the Conference of the
Parties could be invoked by the presiding officer with the agreement of all
of the Parties, to allow for the consideration of this proposal. Several
Councillors considered that such special conmideration was warranted on
scientific grounda.
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26. The Chairman summarized the diecuselon concerning Crex crex noting
that the species was clearly migratory and had a very unfavourable
conservation status, and that the Council supported ite inclusion in

Appendix II.

27. The Chairman then sought the Council’s endorsement of the
recommendation of the ad hoc working group concerning the treatment of the
other 92 waterbird proposala. Dr. Ford reliterated his concern that certain
annotationa to the list of species should be deleted so as not to limit
geographically the applicability of the listing in Appendix II. The
Chairman expressed sympathy with the intervention that had been made, but
concluded that, in view of the limited amount of time and Lnformaticn
available, it would not be feasible to undertake the necessary reviéw.

28, The Chairman then turned to a proposal by Australia to amend the
geographic coverage of one of the species proposed by Germany. Australia
proposed that the geographic coverage of Sterna albifrons albifrons and
5. &. guineas should be expanded to incorporate populations of the
subspecies 5. 4. sinensis which occcure in Australia and throughout the
Asian-Australasian region.

29. Me. Weaver recalled that the German proposal had been compiled in an
effort to have all species subject to the proposed African-Eurasian
Waterbird Agreement [AEWA) listed in Appendix II. However, no geographical
limitation had been proposed for the subspecies of 5. albifrons and
therefore it would be appropriate to expand the proposal to include the
third subspeciesa, 5. a. sinensis. Dr. Ford suggested that the problem of
whether or not to expand the proposal could be overcome sBimply by listing
the whole specles 5. albifrons in Appendix II. The mesting agreed with
that suggestion.

30. The Council then decided to recommend to the Conference of the Parties
thats:

(a}) The 50 species, subspecies or populations of waterbirds ldentified
as having an unfavourable conservation etatus (see annex 2 to the presant

report) be included in Appendix II;

(b} The remaining 42 species considered to have a favourable
conservatlion status but to be subjeck to sport or subsistence hunting or
management action (eee annex 3 to the present report) be put forward for
conaideration by the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties; and

[{c) All Parties should be invited to provide further information in
realation to those 42 species.

B. PReview reports on selected Appendix 1 species

31. At the second sessicon of the meeting, on % June, the Sscretarlat
roported that it had received review reports on Chlamydotis wndulata from
only a small number of Range S5tates. It had not been possible for the
Secretariat to pursue the activity further due to ite limited rescurces,
but it undertook to try to obtain additional reporte after the meeting and
to circulate them to the members of & working group that had been
eatablished at the fourth meeting of the Council to deal with this species.
In response to a guery from Dr. Rac as to the status of an Agreement on the
Houbara bustard, the Secretariat reported that the latest information it
had received from Saudli Arabla on the matter was contained in Conference
documant UNEP/CHS5/Conf.4.8.

d2. Dr. Howak reported that a ressarch and managemént project concerning
Numenius tenuircstris had been conducted over the past three years, tha

resultes of which would be published by the end of 1994. Among other
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things, new findings had been made on the migration route of the species in
Ukraine, the Balkan States, and north Africa. A biotope protection project
had been started in Greece and Italy. Illegal hunting gtill appeared to be
an important factor in the reduction of the species in recent years. It
was estimated that only 100-300 individuals still existed. The UNEPR/CHS
Secretariat had developed a Memorandum of Understanding for the protection
of tha species, a draft of which had been sent to national authorities of
the 27 Range States. S5ix States (Algeria, Austria, Hungary, Italy, Tunisia
and Ukraine) had responded positively. The intention wae to request the
Range States concerned to adopt the memorandum during the fourth meeting of
the Conference of the Parties. On a separate matter, Dr. Mowak reported
that no further information was available on Dendroica kirtlandii.

33. Dr. Edelstam reported that there had been scme unexpected sightings
recently of Bos sauveli, which was thought to gpurvive in Cambodia in wvery
small groups. He hoped that more information would made available once an
American specialist carrying out survey work in the region summarized his
most recent findings. Dr. Pfeffer added that a French misslion undertaken
in Cambodia had not observed any kouprey in the course of aerial surveys,
but that there were reports of up to 200 individuals atill in existence.

34. Dr. Colin Limpus, a marine turtle expert from Australia, was then
invited by the Chairman to summarize the information available on Indo-
Pacific marine turtles.

35, Dr. Limpus informed the meeting that major changes in marine turtle
research had taken place in the past five years. The development and
application of genetic techniques for stock identification had allowed
gcientists to conclude that populations of turtle within a single spacies
need to be treated, in management terms, A8 if they were separate species.
Data obtained from long-term tagging studies showed that the life-history
strategy of turtles includes delayed sexual maturity, with reproductive age
not being reached until they were approximately 30-50 years of age. Both
tagging and genetic studies had revealed that the migration of turtles
occurred over vast distances and was greater than eriglnally anticipated.
Dr. Limpus indicated that there was even evidence of trans-Pacific
migration of Loggerhead turtles (Dermochelys coriacea).

36, Dr. Limpus noted that turtle was a staple source of food for most
indigencus people throughout the Indo-Pacific region and often the only
gource of red meat available. Successful management of those species would
require taking into consideration the various cultural values placed on
turtles throughout the regicn. He emphasized that given the life-history
strategy of those species, any harvest of adults must necessarily be small,
and management must be approached from a sustainable utilization point of
view.

37. Dr. Limpus reported that moat marine turtle populations were in
decline in the Indo-Pacific region. In some cases, the decline ovar the
pravicus 50 years apprcached 50-90 per cent of the estimated population.

He suggested that a major education campaign was needed to overcoma A
perious problem in the conservation and management of turtles - pamely, the
failure to communicate to local managers and users of the rescurce
information on the decline in turtle numbers as well as conearvation
measures that could easily be put in place.

38. Having referred to the work of the gouth Paclific Regional Environment
Programme (SPREP) which had developed and implemented a Regional Harine
Turtle Conservation Programme for the South Pacific region, Dr. Limpus also
indicated that several countries in the region had recently enacted
legislation to protect turtles from trade. 1In Decembar 1993, a meeting of
the countries of the Association of South-East Asian Haticns (ASEAM} had
taken place in the Philippines with the primary ocbjective of examining
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turtle conservation. Dr Limpus considered that there was a need to unify
co-operative efforte throughout the range of the warious species and that
CHS could provide such an umbrella.

39, Hr. Dey noted the difficulty in identifying those indigencus pecple
who were utilizing turtles and in allocating to them rights for collecting
or harvesting. He aleo drew attention to the mandatory uee of turtle-
exclusion devicea [(TEDS) by vessels approaching known rookeries in India,
but noted that enforcement of such regulations was difficult.

40. Dr. Limpus reported that there had been many attempts over a long
period of time to successfully ranch turtles, but that no venture had yet
been commercially viable because of the large costs involved in rearing
turtles. An additional difficulty associated with turtle ranching was the
current impossibility of distinguishing between ranched and wild caught
turtles.

41. Mr. Bangoura (Guinea) informed the Council that Guinea had an
abundance of marine turtlea but suffered the same sorts of population
declines that described by Dr. Limpus. Guinea had created a programme to
raise public awareness and to protect eggs and hatchlings. With limited
means available, Lt had not been able to pricritize conservation measures
with respect to indigencus use. Dr. Limpus explained that in Australia
such prioritization was very difficult to achieve mainly because it was not
only Mustralia's indigencus pecple who were utilizing turtles breeding in
Australia: up to 90 per cent of the turtles harvested in Papua New Guinea
originated in Australia.

42. Dr. Limpus drew attention to the fact that the results of management
decisions taken now would not be known for at leaet 30-50 years. He
coneidered that the best solution to the problem of conserving marine
turtles would be to seek collaborative, international managemant of that
shared resource.

43. The Chairman summarized discussion by noting that the problema facing
this group were indeed significant. Ms. Weaver confirmed that Australia
would continue to work on the conservation of thie taxon group and stated
that marine turtles would remain as a priority species in the next
triennium.

44. Sahelo-Saharan ungulates. The meating considered document
UNEP/CM5/5cC. S5/CRP.1, concerning a draft action plan for Saharo-Sahelian
ungulates, together with review reporte for several of these species
(UNEP/CM5/5cC.5/CRP.2), which had been prepared by a working group
established by the Council at its fourth maeting (see annexes 4 and 5).
The Chairman concluded that there was general agreement among Scientific
Councillors on these documents, and that minor revisions to take into
account comments received could be made at a later date.

45. Dr. Beudels subsequently returned briefly to the draft Concerted
Action Plan for Appendix I species under Resoclution 3.2, paragraph 4,
concerning the Saharo-Sahelian ungulates (UMEP/CMS/ScC.S5/CRP.1) She sought
clarification on the status of the document as there were some errors in
the text which required correction. The Chairman concluded that a number
of correctlons were indeed necessary in the text of the document but that
there was no objection by the meeting to its principal recommendations.
Therefore, it was considered that the Action Plan should still be put
before the Conference of the Parties as a recommandation from Sclentific
Council, and the drafters should undertake to make the necessarcy
correctiona.
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C. Draft resglutions/recommendaticons on other matters

46. At the second session of the meeting, on S June, the cbeerver from
Denmark introduced a draft recommendation on the conservation and
management of cormorants in the African-Eurasian reglon (UNEP/CMSfRec.4:1)-
Commenting on the previous debate, he said that it was important,
notwithetanding the recommendation which had been preparad, to include the
Great cormorant (Phalacrocorox carbo sinensis) in Appendix II1, as there was
heavy pressure in Denmark to control and regulate that subapecies because
of its rapid increase in numbers. He considered that an Appendix 1l
listing would allow for the necessary internaticnal cooperation inm that
regard. A number of Councillors questioned why such cooperation could not
still be continued in the absence of a formal listing of the subspecies in
Appendix II. Dr. Ford drew attention to Article VII, paragraph 5 (e), of
the Convention which allowed the Conference of the Parties to “"make
recommendations to the Parties for improving the conservation status of
migratory species ...". He interpreted that provision as applying to
migratory species in general, and not being restricted to those listed in
the CM5 Appendices. The Chairman concurred with the view that the
recommendation on cormorants could be considered within the framework of
CH5 and, in the abeence of any further comment, concluded that the Council
agreed that the draft recommendation be forwarded unamended to the
conference of the Parties, with the endorsement of the Council.

47. The Council then turned its attention to a series of recommendations
on conservation measures for various species or groups of specles.

468. Research on small cetaceans. Dr. Perrin, the conference-appointed
expert on small cetaceans, introduced the draft recommendation, explaining
that it was directed at addressing the extreme paucity of data on this
group througheut the Southeast-Asia/Indo-Halay region. The Council
endorsed the draft recommendation for forwarding to the Conference of the
Parties after making one minor amendment to paragraph 2 in order to
indicate the correct number of small cetacean species or populations
currently listed in Appendix II (i.e., 27). The draft as endorsad by the
Council ie attached ae annex & to the preseant report.

49. Conservation meagupes for Appendix I species. A draft working paper
prepared by Mr. Dey was circulated for the Council’s consideration. In it,
he described a number of specific actions that Parties should be urged to
take with respect to species listed in Appendix I. Dr. Ford drew the
attention of the Council to the fact that some of the measures outlined in
the paper were already contained within the text of the Conventicon and that
others had been expanded upon in varicus resclutions adopted at meatings of
the Conference of Parties. He indicated that while he agreed conceptually
with the direction of Mr. Dey’'s working paper, more work would need to be
done on the wording of the document.

0. The Chairman suggested that the redrafted version be combined with the
recommendations made by the Scientific Council at its fourth meeting (see
annex 7 of the report of that meeting). The Council agreed to accept the
principles contained within the paper, noting that the text would need to
be revieed before it was considered by the Conference of the Parties as a
draft resolution. The working paper as submitted by Mr. Dey and in the
original language is attached to the present report as annex 7.

S1. Inmetitutional arrangements. The Council considered the paper on
institutional arrangements (UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.14), which raised three issues
of importance to the functioning of the Scientific Council: (i) the
frequency of meetings of the Council; (li) the possibility for Parties to
appoint an alternate Scientific Counciller; and (iii) the establishment of
a position of Vice-Chair.
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52. The Council acknowledged that ite fourth meeting (Bonn, May, 199%3),
which had baen held between sessions of the Conference of the Parties, had
been highly successful both with respect to the number of participanta
attending and in the renewed focus given to the programme of activities of
the individual Councillors. The Council therefore supported the proposal
that intersessional meetinges of the Council should be held in order to
enhance its effectiveness.

53. There followed a lengthy discussien on the appointment of alternate
Scientific Councillors. Dr. Ayeni pointed out that there would naed to ba
considerable liaison between the appointed Scientific Councillor and his or
her alternate. This would be particularly important if, for example, the
appointed Councillor were from a government body and the alternate wera
from an academic institution. Dr. Sylla suggested that such lialison would
be an internal matter to be decided on by each Party if it choee to appoint
an alternate Scientific Councillor. The Chairman concluded the discussion
nocing the support of the Council for the recommendations made in documant
UNEP/CHS fConf.4.14.

S4. Arrangements for the Scientific Council. The last issue to be agreed
in principle was the establishmant of a post of Vice-Chair. The
Secretariat presented a number of argumenta in favour of the creation of
auch a poslition, and several Councillore agreed on the importance of having
a Vice-Chalr to asaist with the coordination of the Council's growling
activities and to serve as an alternate as the need arcaa. A number of
Councillors conaidered that additional ressurces needed to be made
available for the Vice-Chair to carry ocut the necessary functions. The
Secretarliat pointed out that Conference Resoclution 3.4 (Geneva, 1991},
concerning funding arrangements for the Council, did provide for financial
aspistance for developing countries in relacion to attendance at meetings,
and that this would continue to apply in case & candidate from a developing
country were to be eslected. A number of Councillors, alluding to a
comparable precedent that had been established in other organizations,
expressed the wview that if the Chair were to be a representative of a
developad country, the post of Vice-Chair should be filled by a candlidate
from a developing country.

55. The Chairman noted the consensus that had been reached on the need for
the creation of the poat of Vice-Chair, and invited nominations for both
the Chalr and Vice-Chair. He suggested that the Secretariat be asked to
prepare rules of procedure for the Scientific Council before the next
meating,; which would address the other issues that had been raised during
the course of the discussion. ©On behalf of a number of Counclllors who had
already held consultations on the post of Vice-Chalr, Dr. Sylla nominated
Dr. Hgog for the position, a nomination later confirmed in writing. In
accepting the nominatlon, Dr. Ngog expressed his view that additional
financial support would be necessary for the Vice-Chair to perform
affectively.

56. The Chalrman then invited comments on draft resclution 4.5 concernlng
arrangemente for the Sclentific Council. Dr. Ford suggested that the
praamble could be ahortened, and pointed ocut an apparent inconalstency in
cthat the Scientific Council had not asked the Conference of Partiee to take
note of the creation of the position of Chair of the Council and yet wae
asking it to note the decision to create a position of Vice-Chair.

§7. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat explained that 1f any declelon
taken by the Scientific Council were to have potential financial
implicationa for the Convention budget, provision for additional
expaenditures would have to be endorsed by the Conference of Parties. The
appointment of a Vice-Chair could, in fact, result in the need for
additional resources.

rl‘l-‘l-
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S8. The Chairman alsec pointed out that Resolution 1.4 (Bonn, 1985) made it
clear that the Scientific Council was to meet in conjunction with the
Conference of Parties. The recommendation of the Scientific Council to
meat at least once intersessionally would necessitate a reconsideration of
pepolution 1.4, and would require the approval of the Conference of
Parties.

55. There was lengthy discussion about the wording of the penultimate
paragraph of the draft resolution concerning the appointment of alternate
Scientific Councillors. Dr. Pfeffer sought clarification as to whether the
intent of this paragraph was to appoint a permanent alternate or whether a
different alternate could be provided for each meeting depanding on the
major topice of discussion. The Chairman reminded the meeting that the
Scientific Council had agreed at its fourth meeting that the alternate
Secientific Councillor should be a permanent appointee in order to ensure
continuity in the coverage of the issues discussed at ite meatingad.

0. Mr. Rac suggested that the paragraph in guestion be altered so as to
reflect the intent of the fourth meeting of the Scientific Counclil, wiz
that the alternate Scientific Councillor ba a permanent appointment. After
further discussion the meeting agreed on the following wording of the
second last paragraph: “Invites the Partlies to nominate a permaneant
alternate Scientific Councillor authorized to participate in meetings of
the Scientific Council if the regular Scientific Councillor cannot attend.”

&1. The text of the draft resolution, as amended by the Council, is
attached as annex 8 to the present report.

D. Reperts by Parties

62. The Secretariat introduced item 4 (d) by pointing out that the currant
record of receipt of Party reports was disappointing, with only 12 out of
42 Parties having submitted a report prier to the meeting. Updating the
information contained in document UNEP/CHMS/Conf.4.7, Annex 1 (Rev.l), the
Secretariat informed the meeting that more reports had been raceived from
India, Israel, Worway, Sri Lanka, and Sweden. The Secretariat strassed
that such a small number of reports made it difficult to make a meaningful
analysis of the implementation of the Convention.

§3. As document UNEP,/CMS/Conf.4.7 was not yet available, the Secretariat
drew attention to the assessment of the implementation of the Convention
contained in Chapter 2 of the Strategy for the Future Development of the
Convention (UNEP/CMS/Conf. 4.11). Table & of that document gave the
conservation status of species listed in Appendix I, based on information
received from Parties. Information was available for only a small number
of species, such as cetaceans, marine turtles and the White-tailed eagle
(Haliaeetus albicilla). Table 7 examined the direct acticns taken by
Parties for the benefit of Appendix I species. The analysis revealed the
availability of a limited amount of information for the same taxonomic
groups as well as for Monachus monachus. Table B listed the activities to
conserve migratory species some of which were not necessarily listed in
Appendix II. The Secretariat noted that the amount of information
available from Parties in this regard was encouraging. Aleso very
impressive was the information provided in Party reports on surveys,
rnlnirnh and monitoring activities undertaken with respect to migratory
species.

64. Dr. Schlatter observed that of the reports submitted for the fourth
meeting of the Conference of Parties, none was from a developing country.
He included hism own country in this cbservation. Dr. Schlatter guest ioned
whether this meant that developing countries had not been successful in the
implementation of the Convention and suggested that the Secretariat play a
more active role in urging all Parties to implement the Conventicn. Mr.
Dey remarked that absence of a report did not necessarily mean that the
Convention had not been implemented in a particular country. The cbeerver
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from Tunisia considered that a reminder from the Secretariat to all Parties
would help to increase the number of Party reports lodged. The Secretariat
pointed ocut that two reminders had been sent in the course of preparations
for the fourth meeting of the Conference of Parties.

65. The Secretariat reminded the Council that a format for the submisaion
of country reports had been adopted on a trial basis by the third meeating
of the Conference of the Parties and suggested that the Conference consider
whather or not this format was adegquate or required some revieion. It was
explained that Party reports should be channelled through the CMS Focal
Point of each Party, thereby giving them officlial status. The Chairman
stated that the varlous comments made on the subject would be incorporated
ints the report of the meeting.

66. The Chairman asked for the Council's views as to the areas of
expertise which Council would need to have in order to deal with its
programme in the forthcoming triennium. It was agreed that the Council
would continue to require expert advice in the following fielde: migratory
waterbirds, small cetaceans, nec-tropical fauna, and Sahelo-Saharan
mammals. Each of the Councillors appointed by the Conference of the
Parties (i.e. Dr Moser, Dr Perrin, Dr. Schlatter, and Dr. Pfeffer)
indicated their willingness to continue to serve on the Council, if so
reguasted.

£7. The Council further agreed that expertise was needed In the area of
marine turtle conservation, and there was a unanimous support for
recommanding to the Conference of the Parties that Dr. Colin Limpus
{Australia) be nominated to fill that role.

MAGENDA ITEM 5: HMATTERS ARISING FROM THE FOURTH HMEETING
OF THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

A. Report on artificial barriers to migration

§8. The Chairman draw attention to document UNEF/CM5/5cC.5.3, entitled
“The significance of artificial barriers to migration acroes international
borders”. He suggested that, in view of the number of items still to be
discusped, comments on the paper be directed to him in writing.

B. B _m i ars on ot

69. Albatrogsgs. Ms. Weaver provided an overview of the progress made on
conservation measures for the albatross. She reported that while Rustralia
had intended to propose the listing in either Appendix I or II of all
species of albatross, there had not been adequate consultation both with
other Range States and within Rustralia for that to be possible at the
fourth meeting of the Conference. She pointed out that the necessacy
background documentation had nonetheless been prepared for the proposal and
had been sent to Sclentific Councillore for thelr information. In
addition, Me. Weaver referred to a forthcoming international conference on
the conservation of albatrosa to be held in Tasmania, Australia, in August
1995, The CMS working group on albatross hoped to take advantage of thie
meeting to hold discussions on progress towards an Agreement on the
conaervation of this taxon.

70. Dr. Vaz-Ferreira provided detalls of research conducted in Uruguay
which showed that it wae possible significantly to reduce albatroes
mortality assoclated with long-line tuna fishing by using such methoda as
setting the long-lines at night, using welghted hooks to allow the balt to
sink more quickly out of reach of the birds, and casting the discarded bait
away from the side of the boat on which the lines were hauled in. In
Uruguay, observers had been placed on vessels conducting long-line tuna

F -
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fishing. Mortality was reduced from approximately 150 albatrosa per day to
batween 1 and 10 albatross per day by instituting and enforcing the above
mE@aaures.

71. The Chairman concluded that work on albatross was progreseing well and
that the working group should aim to have the text of an Agraement &8 wall
as the proposals to list the species ready for the fifth mesting of the
conference of Partiea.

92. Dr. Schlatter summarized the activities undertaken on Chloephaga
rubidiceps (Ruddy-headed goose), noting that the work on that endangered
BpEcies wAS ENCOUrAgLing.

73. Spall cetaceans. A background paper {UHEP/CHM5/5cC.5.4) on “5Small
marine cetaceans of the Scutheast Asia/Indo-Malay region®. had been
prepared by Dr. Perrin, the Conferance-appointed expert on small cetaceans.
Dr. Perrin spoke on the paper, informing the Councll that it was clear from
the limited amount of information available that there were many problems
facing emall cetaceans in the region. The Chairman appointed a emall
working group to examine more closely the regional actione recommanded by
Dr. Perrin in his background paper. Members of the working group are
Australia and the United Eingdom, and a request will be made to include
representation from the Philippines and Portugal.

74. JUCH categories of threat. At its fourth meeting, the Scientific
council had discussed whether it was appropriate for CM5 to continue be
linked through Conference Resclution 2.2 (Geneva, 1988} to a definition of
~endangered” for those species listed in Appendix I, developed by the World
Conservation Union (IUCN). Subseguently, Dr. Ford prepared a paper
{UNEP/CMS/5cC.5.5) outlining cptions for the Scientiflc Council to consider
with a view te providing guidelines to the Conference of Parties on the
application of the term.

75. Dr. Ayeni noted that the categories of threat used by IUCN wara aleo
used by other conventicns related to environmental or gpecies conmervation
and management. He noted that an anomalous situation could arise whereby a
species might be listed as endangered by one convention but not by another.
Mr. Dey pointed out that the IUCH Categories of Threat were actually being
prepared under a consultancy contract with the Convention on International
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES).

76. Dr. Ngog suggested that, as with other conventicns such as CITES,
there would be a need for CHS to quantify the extent to which a species is
endangered and that advantage should be taken of the opportunity presented
by research currently underway to quantify the Categories af Threat.

Mr. Rac considered that it would be premature to act on any of the active
options suggested in Dr. Ford's paper until IUCH had finally decided on its
own definitions. Ms. Weaver supported these statements, noting that the
CMS strategy paper (UNEP/CMS/Conf.d4.11.) indicated that CMS would need to
lisise more actively with other conventions of a similar nature and that
the existence of a different definition of the term endangered could be
detrimental to collaborative initiatives. Dr. Ford pointed out, howaver,
that there was a possibility of IUCN reaching a decision on definitions of
its Categories of Threat baefore the Scientific Councll had had a chance to
meet to discuss them. Therefore, CMS would be linked to a definition
without the benefit of advice from its Scientific Council.

77. In summarizing the discussion, the Chairman suggested that thera was
o need to take further action until the IUCHN Categories of Threat had been
determined and that discussion on this matter should continue at a future
meeting of the Scientific Council.
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AGENDA ITEM 6: MATTERS CONCERNING DRAFT AGREEMENTS
CURREMTLY UNDER DEVELOPMENT

h. African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement (AEWA)

78. The Co-ordinator of the Secretariat provided a historical perepective
to the development of the AEWA, noting that the Secretariat had made a
condiderable input to the developmant of the Agreement. He drew attention
to the first informal intergovernmental meeting to discuss the Agresment,
which was scheduled to take place immediately following the fourth meeting
of the Conference of Parties. He hoped that a revision of the draft
Agreement could be produced and circulated by the end of 1994 and that a
formal negotiating meeting of the Range States concerned could take place
in the second or third guarter of 1995, The Chairman congratulated all
concerned with the progress on the developmeant on what would be the moat
ambitious Agreemant under CHS.

B. Asjan-Pacific Migratory Waterbird Agreement

19. The representative of the Secretariat summarized the status of thias
Agreement and referred the Council to document UNEPR/CHS/Conf.4.8 for the
historical development of the Agreement. The Secretariat had net
undertaken further work on the Agreemént over the past year due to
insufficient rescurces and other priorities. There was a need to revise
the draft Agreement in order to harmonize it with the AEWA before arranging
further discussions among the Range States concerned.

C.

BO. The representative of the Secretariat informed the Scientific Council
of the progress that had been made on the Mediterranean/Black Sea Small
Cetaceans Agreement [ASCOMABS), which had been discussed informally in a
meeting of several of the Range States in October 19%3. Work on reviesing
the text had been delayed to other commitments; however, there might be
another opportunity for Range States to discuss a new drafe lacer in 1994.

D. glender-billed curlew memorandum of understanding

8l. Dr. Howak introduced the draft memorandum of understanding which had
been clirculated in ite original language for incorporation inte the report
of the meeting (see annex 9 thereto).

82. According to the latest scientific reporta, only 100-300 individuals
are atill in existence. The breeding, wintering and migrating range of
this species covers 27 States in south-west Asia, southern Europe and
northern Africa. The Secretariat emphasized that in order to make the most
concerted efforte possible to protect this species from extinction, it
would be necessary to coordinate efforts internaticnally. The Secretariat
had prepared an Action Plan for all of the 27 Range States and had
integrated this plan in the Memorandum of Understanding to be submitted to
the relevant national authorities for signature.

B3. The Scientific Councll urged all Range States to accept the Memorandum
of Understanding and to carry-out all necessary steps to save the species
from extinction.

E. Siberian crane memorandum of understanding

B4. The representative of the Secretariat introduced item 4 (&) by
summarizing the perilous status of the weatern and central ARsian
populations Siberlan craneé. The situation had become even more critical im
19594 in view of the fact that none of the birds of the central population
was ocbeserved in thelr traditional wintering ground in India.

foos
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85, A draft memorandum of understanding on conservation measures to be
taken by the Range States concerned was developed at the fourth meeting of
the Council. Further discussion and reviaion of the document had taken
place at the meeting of the Conference of Parties to the Ramsar Convention
{Kushiro, June 1993). The Memorandum of Understanding had been signed at
the FKushiro meeting by two Range States, Pakistan and the Russian
Federation, of which Pakistan is alesoc a Party to the CHS. The Governmant
of the Islamic Republic of Iran had subsequently signed the Agreement in
November 1993. The Government of India was still considering the
implications of the revisions to the document incorporated during the
¥ughiro discussicns and had not yet signed. Hr. Dey indicated that it was
likely that the Indian Government would be in a position to sign the
Memorandum of Understanding in August 1994, subject to a some resarvations.

86. Under the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding, the Rusaian
Federation was to develop a comprehensive conservation plan by July 1994.
The immediate priority for further work was to have the plan developed in
detail and implemented after consultaticn among the Range States concerned.
Mr. Dey reported that the experiment for re-introduction of the Siberian
crane in India had been undertaken since 1992, in collaboration with the
International Crane Foundation (USA), Russian Federation, and the Japan
Wild Bird Society. In 1993, two captive-bred birds had been introduced in
India which failed to mix with visiting wild Siberian cranes that came for
wintering in India. In 1994, four Siberian crane chicks, tws from USA and
two from Russis were brought and released in the wild, along with two other
birds brought last year. But, as no wild Siberian crane visited India in
1994, the experiment could not show resulta. Two birds brought in 1993
wore allowed to remain in the wild and were living happily. Four other
birds brought in 1994 had been removed to a zoo for their safety. The
experiment would be repeated in 1995, and those four hand-reared Siberian
crane chicks would alec be released in the wild to mix with the wild
species if they were to come, otherwise those may form a resident
population.

87. The representative of the Secretariat pointed out that the CHS
Standing Committee had supported the idea of holding a maeting of Range
States in India in early 1994, however this was not possible. He sought
clarification from Mr. Dey regarding the possibility of India offering to
host such a meeting, posaibly in January 1995 to coinclde with the arrival
of the cranes on their annual migration. Mr. Dey reported that his
Government would consider hosting such a meeting at that time.

AGENDA ITEM 7:¢ PREPARATIONS FOR THE SYMPOSIUM ON ANIHAL
MIGRATION, INCLUDING EXHIBITION (6 JUNE 1994)

88. Under item 7, a revised timetable for the Symposium on Animal
Migration was distributed, indicating a new commencement time of 9.15 a.m.
on Monday, & June 1994.

AGENDA ITEM B: ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR

§9. At the second session of the meeting, on § June 1994, the Chalirman
reminded Councillors of the election scheduled to take place before the
close of the meeting. He also informed the Council that Dr. Schlatter had
withdrawn his candidacy for the post of Chair.

90. During the afterncon session on 5 June 1594, elections were held for
the positions of Chair and Vice-Chair of the Scientific Council.

Dr. Devillers was elected, unopposed, to the position of Chair. A ballot
was taken between the two nominees for the position of Vice-Chair, Dr. Ngog
Nje (Cameroon) and Me. Weaver {Australia); and Dr. Ngog was alected to the

poBL.
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AGENDA ITEM 9: DATE AND VENUE OF THE SIXTH MEETING
OF THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

91. The Chairman indicated that the Scientific Council would ba advised of

the date and venue of the next meeting after deliberations between the new
Chair, Vice=-Chair and the Secretarlat.

AGENDA ITEM 10: OTHER BUSIMESS
92. There was no other business.
CLOSE OF THE MEETING

93. At the end of the firet session, on 5 June, the Co-ordinator warmly
thanked the outgoing Chairman, Prof. Wim Wolff, for his work towarde the
Scientific Council's activities during the triennium and expressed regret
that Prof. Wolff's professional commitments had compelled him to step down
from him position. Prof. Wolff expressed his pleasure at having had the
opportunity to work with the Council over the past three years, and
indicated that he would continue to serve as the cepresentative of the
Hetherlands.

94, After the usual courtesles, the Chairman thanked the Councillors and
the Secretariat for their input and closed the fifth meeting of the
Bcientifiec Council.
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Annex 1
ACENDA FOR THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE CMS5 SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

4=5 June 1994, Halrcocbi, Kenya
1. Opening remarke by the Chairman and the Secretariat.
2. MAdoption of the agenda.
3. HReports on intersessional activities:
{a}) Chaleman;
(b} Secretariat;
{c} Councillors.

4. Matters to be discussed at the fourth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties:

{a) Proposals for amendments to Appendix I and II to the Convention
(L piscussion and evaluation of proposals;

[LL} conclusione and recommendations for the Conference of the
Partieaj

(b} Review reports on selected Appendix 1 speciea (Addax
nasomaculatus, Gazella dorcas, Gazella leptocercs, Chlanydotis undulata,
Numenius tenuirostris, Dendroica Kirtlandii, Bos sauveli, and Indo-Pacific
populations of marine turtles);

{c} Draft resclutions/recommendations on other matters;

{d} Reportes by Parties;

{e) Conference appointess of the Scientifie Counclil.

5. Matters arising from the fourth meeting of the Scientific Council:

{a) Report on artificial barriers to migration;

(b} Progress made by working groups/Councillors on other matters
{background papers on selected taxa, assessments of migratory
status/threats).

6. Matters concerning Agreements currently under development or already
concluded:

{a) African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbird Agreement (AEWA) }

b} Asia-Pacific Migratory Waterbird Agreement {APWR) &

{c) Mediterranean/Black Sea Small Cetaceans Rgreement [ASCOMABS);
{d}) Slender-billed curlew Memorandum of Understanding (SBC-Hol);
{e) Siberian crane Memorandum of Understanding (SC-MoU).

7. Preparations for the Symposium on Animal Migration, including
exhibition (6 June 1994).

B. Election of Chair and Vice-Chair.
9. Date and venue of the sixth meeting of the Scientific Council

10. ©Other business
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Annex 2
50 SPECIES CONSIDERED TO HAVE AN UNFAVOURABLE CONSERVATION STATUS
Scientific Name
Order/Family, Species or spp-
AVES
GAVIIFORHMES
Gavia stellaca
Favia arctica, ssp. arctica and suschkini
Gavia immer immer
Gavia adamsii
PFODICIPEDIFORMES
Podicipedidas

Podiceps grisegena grisegens
Podiceps auritus

PELECANT FORMES
Fhalacrocoracidas
Phalacrocorax nigrogularis
Phalacrocorax pygmaeus
Pelecanidae

Pelecanus opnocrocalus

CICONIIFORMES

Ardelidae

Boraurus stellaris stellaris
Ixobrychus minutus minutus
Ixobrychus sturmii

Ardecla rufiventris

Ardecla idae

Egretta vinaceiguls
Casmerodiue albus albus

Ardea

pUrpurea purpurea

Ciconiidae

Mycteria ibis

Ciconia episcopus microscelis
Threskiornithidas

Geronticus eremita

Threskiornis aethiopicus asthiopicus
Plactalea alba

GRUIFORMES

Rallidae

Porzana porzana

Parrana parva parva
Porzana pusilla intermedis
Fulica atra atra
Aenigmatolimnas marginalis
Sarothrura boehmi

CHARADRITFORMES
Dromadidags
Dromas ardeola
Laridae

Larus
Larus
Larus
Larus
Larus
Larus

hemprichii
leucophthalmus
ichthyaetusa
melanocephalus
genel
audouinii
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Larus armenicus

Sterna nilotica nilotica

Sterna caspia

Sterna maxima albidorsalis
sterna bergii

Sterna bengalensis

Sterna sandvicensis sandvicensis
sSterna hirunde hirundo

Sterna paradisaea

Sterna albifrons, ssp. albifrons and guineas
Sterna gsaundersi

Eterna balaenarum

Sterna repressa

chlidonias niger niger
chlidonias leucopterus
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Annex 3

42 SPECIES CONSIDERED TO HAVE A FAVOURABLE CONSERVATION STATUS BUT TO BE
SUBJECT TO SPORT OR SUBSISTANCE HUNTING OR MAHAGEMENT

AVES

PODICIPEDIFORMES

Podicipedidas

Tachybaptus ruficollis ruficollis
Podiceps criscatus cristatus
Podiceps nigricollis nigricollis
Phalacrocorax carbe

PELECANIFORMES
Pelecanidae
Pelecanus rufescens

CICONIIFORMES

Ardeidae

Nycticorax nycticorax nyctlcorax
Ardeola ralloides

Bubulcus ibis ibis

Egretta garzetta garzetta

Ardea cinerea cinerea

Ardea melanocephala

Nesophoyx intermedia brachyrhyncha
Ciconiidae

Anastomus lamelligerus lamelligerus
Ciconia abdimii

Leptoptilos crumeniferus

GRUIFORMES

Rallidas

Rallus aguaticus, Bpp. aguaticus and korejewi
Rallus caerulescens

Amaurarnis flavircatra

Gallinula chloropus chloropus

Gallinula angulata

Porphyrio alleni

Fulica eristata

Crecopeis egregla

CHARADRIIFORMES

Haematopodidae

Haematopus ostralegus, spp. ostralegus and longipes
Burhinidas

Burhinus sensgalensis

Glareolidam=

Pluvianus aegyptius aegyptius

Glareola nuchalis

Glareola occularis

Glareocola cinerea cinerea

Laridas

Larus minutus

Larus ridibundus

Larus cirrocephalus poiocephalus

Larugs canus, spp. canus and heinei

Larus fuscus, spp. fuscus and graellsii

Larus argentacus, Bpp. argentatus and argenteus

s
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Larus cachinnans, spp. michahellis, cachinnans, omissus, heuglini,
and taimyrensis

Larus glavcoides

Larus hyperboreus hyperboreus

Larus marinus

Xema sabini

chlidonias hybridus, spp. hybridus and sclaceri

Rynchopidas

Rynchops flavirostris
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Annex 4

DRAFT CONCERTED RCTION PLAN FOR APPENMDIX I SPECIES
UNDER RESOLUTION 3.2, PARAGRAPH 4

Saharo-Sahelian ungulates

Concerns eix species, of which five,

Oryx dammah,
Addax nasomaculatus,
Gazgella leptoceros,

Gazella cuvieri,

are gravely threatened,
and one,

Gagella dorcas,
is In pevere decline,
characteristic of the region of the Palasarctic zone with the worst

record of higher vertebrate {(large mammale and birde) diversity loss
in historical time.
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1. Legislative measures

Reviee hunting legislation of all Range States 6o as to ensure a
complete ban on hunting for the five most threatened species,
@stablish rigorcus regulation of cpen seasons for Garzella dorcas in
areas where the populations can sustain harvesting, and suppress any
excaptions in favour of any form of hunting from vehicles. Concerted
action can concentrate on arranging technical assistance and
cooperation in the preparation of drafts of revised legislation.

2. Awarensss campaigns

To be undertaken both in the Range States and in countries that
provide cooperants or visitors. They should address:

- the local populations, to increase conscicusness and
appreciation of heritage;

- the tour operatore to limit irresponsible hunting, killing
or harassment;

- the cooperants via the diplomatic services they report o
and the companies that employ them, to curb poaching and
other disturbances in which connecticn they are possibly the
group presenting the greatest threat.

Concerted action is possible, in particular in bringing assistance to
on-the-spot campaigns and particularly, in locating and informing
corporations that are in a position to exert the most effective
pressure on their employees to bring an end to abuses.

3., Protected areas

Support and consolidate the National Park systams within the ranga
Bcates (in particular Higer, chad, Mali, Mauritania, Horocco,
Tunleia, Algeria).

Identify the zones most appropriate to the construction of a coherent
network of protected areas covering both the residual and former
rangea, including:

- renewed surveys to provide precise and complete knowledge of
residual presence;

- identification of favourable zones in former regions of
presence to prepare reintroduction;

- complementary information on precise ecoclogical needs
including amplitude of movement, when this gathering is
atill possible.

Establish a network, including feasibility study, analysis of
conetraintes, concréte programme of administrative measures,
management plan.

First emphasis could be on the northern Saharan and sub-Saharan
areas, where a restoration effort is urgent and feasible.

4. Population reinforcement and reintroduction
It is clear, in view of the current status of Saharan and Saharo-

Sahelian ungulates, that actions of this type will be needed for at
least the five most threatened species. Within-range efforts, at
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least at the last pre-introduction stages, must be given absolute
preference. In this respect, the Tunislian programmes Appear
particularly attractive; eimilar projects could be initiated, in
collaboration with Tunieia, in areas with similar conditions, in
particular in Moroccco, Egypt and Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.
Foesibilities for projects aleo appear to exist in Chad and could be
the basisa for a southern chain of effortse.

Draft preparad by

Roseline C. Beudels, Councillor for Belgium

Harcine Bigan, Councillor for France

Pierre Devillers, Councillor for the Europesan Unlon
Pierre Pfeffer, Councillor appointed by the Conference
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Annex 5

{Available only in Frenchj

RAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D'UNE ESPECE

l. Taxonomie

1.1. Taxonomie spécifique : Addax nasomaculatus (Blainville, 1816}

1.2. Hom commun : FR: Addax
ANG: Addax

2. Donnédes biologigques

2.1. PRépartition:

Autrefois A travers tout le Sahara, du Sénégal et du Rio del
Oro A4 1l'cuest, au Soudan et & 1'Egypte A l'est. Actuellement
seules de petites populations subsistent dans le Djouf, entre
la Mauritanie et le Mali, et dans le désert du Ténéré, au
HLq;r, et son prolongement au Tchad jusqu'ld la frontidre du
Soudan.

2.2. Habltat:

Spécialiste des régions désertiques sablonneuses.

2.3. Estimation et évolution des populations:

Les populations ont connu un déclin spectaculaire suite 4 la
militarisation du désert. Dieparu de la plus grande partie de
gon alre de répartition. L'Addax est aujourd’hui une espéce
gravement menacée: l'estimation de population la plue récente,
au début des années 1990, est de moins de 1000 individus pour
l'ensemble de l'aire de distribution, dont 200 pour le Ténéré.

2.4. Caractéristiques migratoires:

Importants déplacemente saisonniers de plusieurs cantaines de
kilométres d'amplitude (300 - 500 km selon les années),
orientés vers le nord en saison des pluies, vers le sud (en
Sahel) en saison odéche.
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3. Etat de conservation, par partie

Algérie: probablement #&ceint

Tunisie: en vole de réintroduction

Egypte: probablement &teint

Tchad: en danger ou au bord de 1l'extinction
Higer: en danger

Mauritanie: au bord de l'extinction

HMali: au bord de l‘extinction

Soudan: probablement &teint
4. Menaces effectives et éventuelless

4.1. Dégradation et régression dea habitate :

Sécheresses catastrophiguea des annéea 1569-1970 et des années
1980, gui ont accentud la pression de chasse.

4.2. Exploitation directe:
Butrefois (jusgu’aux années 60), par la chasse au filet;
actuellement encore chasse A courre A l'aide de chiens, de

chevaux ot deo dromadaires; chasse & l'alde d'armes A& feu au
départ de véhicules tous terrains.

5. Dispositions réglementaires

5.1. Internaticonalas:

Convantion de Bonn, Annexe I, Résoclution 3.2, para. 4.
Convention de Washington (CITES): Annexe I

5.2. Hatlonales:
Espéce totalement protégée en Algérie, Tunisie, Mali,
partiellement au Socudan, protégée pour une période rencuvelabls
au Niger.
&. Mesures de conservation, par Partie
6.1, Interdiction du prélévement:
Higer: protégée pour une périocde rencuvelable
Mali: protégie
6.2. Consecvation de l°'habitat:
Higer: l'espéce est présente dans le Réserve nationale intégrale de

1"Air-Ténéré, et la population est estimée A 30-50 individus
{Bousguet, 1992).
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Tchad: l'espéce serait encore présente dans la réserve du Ouadi
Rimé- Ouadi Achim, mais le statut de l'espice y est
incertain depuis plus de guinze ans; aucun animal n'a été
cbservé lors de prospections aériennes récentes ( Pfeffer,
FAD, 1991, 1992).

Tunisie: Le parc de Sidi Toui en cours d'aménagement est notamment
destiné A la réintroduction de l‘espdce.

6.3, Atténuation des cbetacles aux migrateurs:
sana objet.
6.4. Réglementation concernant d'autres facteurs préjudiciables:
insuffisante
6.5. Rutrea mesures:
Tuniole: Programme de réintroduction avec reproduction et
multiplication dans l'aire naturelle & Sidi Toui.

7. Activités de recherche

7.1. Pouvolr publics 1
Tunieie: études lifes au programme de réintroduction.

7.2. O.N.G. :
8. Besoins et mesures recommandés
8.1. Protection totale de l'espdce sur toute son alre de
distribution.
Réviaion des réglementations de chasae.

g.2. Hesures de conservation:

Mise en place d'un réseau de zones protégées sur l*ensemble de
l'aire de distributicn restante et potentielle.

Assistance A la création d'une cu de plusieurs zones protégées
tranafrontalidres aux confins sahariens du Mali, de la
Mauritanie et de l*Algérie.

Assistance au programme Tunisien de réintroduction.

8.3. Localisation et sulvi des populations résiduelles, et précision
de leurs exigences spatiales et écologigques.

8.4, Autres mesures: multiplication de centres délevage en semi-
captivité dans les pays de l’aire de répartition (sur le moddle
du programme Tunisien); renforcements de populations et
réintroductiona dans l'aire potentlelle.
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RAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D'UNE ESPECE

1. Taxonocmie
1.1. Taxonomie spécifique : Oryx dammah (Cretzschmar, 1B26)

1.2, Hom commun i FR: OCyx algazelle (ou algazel)
ANG: Scimitar-horned oryx, Scimitar oryx

2. Données biologiques

2.1. Répartition:

L'aire de répartition comprenait autrefois 1l'ensemble des
régions semi-désertiques au nord et au sud du Sahara. L'Oryx=
algazelle était présent au Maroc jusqu’au versant sud de
1*Atlas, en Algérie, en Tunisie, &n Lybie et en Egypte, dans
1‘cuest du Soudan, au Tchad, au Miger, au Mali et en
Mauritanie.

2#2- H.bitltl

L'Oryx algazelle est 1ié aux zones pubdépertigues. IL ¥
fréguente les formaticns graminéennes et buissonnantes, les
boisements clairs d’acacias; il pénétre ausai, peut-étre de
plue en plus, dans les rones désertiques, notamment A la faveur
de piturages EEempOraires .

2.3. Estimation et évolution des populations:

Exterminée dans la plus grande partie de son alre de
répartition, l'espéca fut restreinte, dés les années 1970, & la
bande sahélienne au sud du gahara et au nord du 15" paralléle,
sntre la Mauritanie et le Soudan. Depuis le milieu des années
1980, l'Oryx algazelle ne semble plus subsister gque Bur une
pande allant du sud-est de L'Air (Miger) jusgu’d 1'Ennedi
{Tchad). Cependant, des prospections aériennes effectufes en
1991 et 1992 n‘ont donné aucun résultat (Pfeffer, FRO, 1991,
1992). Les effectifs seralent de moina de 30 individus pour la
Réperve de l°Air-Ténéré.

2.4, Caractéristigues migratoires:

vivant normalement en petits troupeaux da 10 & 20 tétes, ces
antilopes se rassemblalent périodiquement en hardes et
entreprenaient dea migrations paisonnidres de plusieurs
centaines de kilomédtres d’amplitude, ocrientées sensiblement du
sud-cuest au nord-est A partir de juin {début des pluies) et en
gens inverse A partir d'octobre (saison sdche). Actuellement,
pour survivre, 1°0ryx algazelle est devenu de plus en plua
nomade, et effectue la plupart de ses déplacements de nult.
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3. Etat de conservation, par partie
Niger: en danger, au bord de l'extinction.
Tchad: en danger, au bord de l'extinction.
HMauritanie, Mali, Soudan: récemment &teint.
Tunisie: en cours de réintroduction.

Maroc, Algérie, Egypte: éteint depuls les années 1930.
4. Menaces effectives et dventuelles

4.1. Dégradation et régression des habitatse :

sécheresses catastrophigques des années 1960-1970 et dee années
1980.

dégradation des gagnages par le surpiturage et 1‘abattage des
ligneusx.

4.2. Exploitation directe:
Autrefois chasse A4 cheval et 4 la lance, actuellement chasse &
l*aide d*armea A feu et de véhicules tous terrains.

4.3. Autres menaces:
Extenaion des cheptels ovins et caprins, multiplication des
puits, et envahissement des habitats disponibles.

4. Dispogitions réglementaires

5:1: Internationales:

Convention de Bonn: Annexe I, résolution 3.2, para. 4.
Convention de Washington (CITES): Annexe I

5.2. Nationales:
Protégé totalement au Niger, en Mauritanie, au Mali, en
Algérie, en Tunisie, partiellement au Soudan.

&é. Mesures de conservation, par Partie

6.1. Interdiction du prélévement:

Higer : protdgé

6.2. Conservation de l'habitat:
Niger: 1*'espéce est encore présente dans la Réserve nationale

intégrale de 1'Rir-Ténéré, bien que représentée par des
effectifs trés restreints (moins de 30 individua).

.r'i--i--.-
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Tchad: l'espéce seralt encore présente dans la Réserve de Cuadi
Rimé—-Ouadi Achim. Cette zone &tait encore trés riche en oryx
dans les années 1970, mais aucun animal ne fut cbeservé lors
des prospections aériennes de 1%%1 et 19%2.

Tunisie: restauration de l*habitat potentiel dane le cadre de
l'extension du Parc National de Bou Hedma.

&.3. Atténuation des obstacles aux migrateurs: sane cbjet.

6.4. Réglementation concernant d'asutres facteurs préjudiciables:

insuffisante

6.5. Autres mesuresa:

Tunisie: Programme de réintroduction jusgu’d préesent couronné de
succés dana le Farc de Bou Hedma, situé dans la zone
historique de présence.

Hora aire de distribution: Elevages en semi-captivité notammont
aux Etats-Unie et en Israil.

7. Activitds de recherche

T.1. Pouvoir publica

Tunisie: suivi de la réintroducticn &4 Bou Hedma.

T.2. 0.N.G. :

8. Pesoins et mesures recommandés

B.1. Protection totale de l‘espédce
Révision des réglementations de chasse
B.2. Mesures de conservation:

migse @n place d'un réseau de zones protégées sur
l'ensemble de l"aire de répartition restante et potentielle.

8.3. Localisation et suivi des populations résiduelles, et
précision de leurs exigences &cologigues.

8.4, Renforcement de populations et réintroduction dane ltaire
potencielle.
hesistance au programmeé tunisien de réintroduction.
9.
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RAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D'UME ESPECE

l. Taxonomie

1.1. Taxonomie spcifique : Gazella dama (Pallas, 1768&)

1.2. Hom commun : FR: Gazelle dama, Biche-Robert, Mohrre
AMNG: Addra gazelle

2. Donndes biologigues
2.1. Répartition:

putrefois l'ensemble des zones désertiques et subdésertigues du
Sahara méridional et occidental, atteignant au nord le Maroc et
le sud de l*Algérie. Eteinte ou proche de l'extinction au
Maroe, en Mauritanie, au Mall et au Soudan. La zone de
distribution principale semble #tro actusllement centrée aur
1*Air, le sud des ergs du Ténéré et de Bilma, le nord-est du
lac Tchad dans le Kaneau, le Djocurab et 1l°Ennedi [(Niger et
Tchad) .

2.2. Habitat:

Formations buissonnantes du Sahel; steppes sahéliennes semi-
désertiques; bole claire d*acacias aussi orges ot maasifa
rocheux.

2.3, Eptimacion et &volution des populatione:

Lea populations ont connu un déclin catastrophigque
8'accompagnant d'extinction de populations locales, y compris
probablement de scus-espéces nommées (Gazella dama mohrr,
Gazella dama laranoi}). Lestimation de population la plus
récente, relative aux années 1980 - 1990, eat de moine de 1.500
individus pour l‘ensemble de l‘aire de distribution, dont 400
au Wiger. Les indicaticns fragmentalires dont on dispose pour la
décade actuelle suggérent dea chiffres encore plus faiblas.

2.4. Caractéristiques migratoclraon:
Des déplacements de moyenne amplitude sont entreprise en
fonction de la disponibillicé dee gagnages. Des populationa

pauvent &tre fixées, au moine temporairement, dana des zones
particuliérement favorables.

J. Etat de conservation, par partie

Higer : an danger

Tchad : an danger

Mali : an danger ou dteinte
Sénégal : probablemant &ételinte
Haroec : su bord de l'extinction.

Ficsin
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4. Menaces effectives et dventuelles
4.1. Dégradation et régressicon des habitats :

dégradation des gagnages par le surpiturage et l'abattage des
ligneusx.

gécheresses catastrophigues des années 1960 - 1970 et dea
anndea 1980.

4.2. Exploitation directe:
Chasse et braconnage semi=-industriels, 4 courre avec chevaux et
dromadaires, & l'aide de lévriers, chasse aux pidges, poursuite
A l'aide de véhicules tous terraine, armes & feu.

4.3. Autres menaces:
Exteneion rapide des cheptels ovins et caprins at envahlissement
des habitate disponibles.

5. bispogitions réglementaires

§5.1. Internationales:

Convention de Bonn: Annexe I, résolution 3.2, para. 4.
Convent ion dé Washington (CITES): Annexe I

L£.2. Haticnales:
Complétement protégle au Hall, asu Sénégal, au Maroc, ainai

gqu'en Algérie, Tunisie et partiellemant au Soudan; complétemant
protégée pour une période rencuvelable au Niger.

4. Mesures de conservation, par partie
6.1. Interdiction du prélévement:

Niger: protégée pour une période rencuvelable

Hali: protégéea

S&ndgal: protégie

Maroc: protégée

6.2. Conservation de 1l'habitat:

Higer : l'espéce est présente dana une zone protégée, la
réserve naticonale intégrale de 1 Alr-Ténécé, dans
laquelle la mise en oeuvre de mesures de
conservation se heurtent toutefois 4 des problémes
pratigues ERormes.

Tchad : 1*espéce eat présente dans une zone protégée, la
réserve du Ouadi-Rimé-Ouadi-Achim; cette réserve
eat cependant fortement envahie par les troupeaux
domast iques depuis le début de la guerre civile
{1978).

6.3. Atténuation des cbetacles aux migrateurs: sans objet.
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6.4. Réglementation concernant d'autres facteurs préjudiciables:
insuffisante
6.5. Autres masures:

Elavages en semi-captivitd, notamment en Tunisie.

7. Activicés de recherche

T.l. Pouvoir publica

g, Besoins ot mesures recommandés

B.l. Protection totale de l‘eapéce
Révision des réglementations de chasse

B.2. HMise en place d'un réseau de rzones protégies sur l'ensemble de
l'aire de distribution restante et potentielle.

B.3. Localisation et suivi des populations résiduelles: précision de
leurs exigences &cologiques.

8.4. Renforcemeant de populationa
Réintroduction dane l'aire potentielle
L
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RAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D'UME ESPECE

A A D I O T

1. Taxonomie
1.1. Taxonomie spécifique : Gazells leptoceros (Cuvier, 1B42)
1.2, Hom commun : FR: Gazelle leptocére, Rhim

ANG: Loder's gazelle, S5lender-horned gazelle, Sand
gazelle, Rhim

2. Donndes biologigues

2:.1. Ripartition:
Centre ot est de l°'ARlgérie, sud de la Tunisie, Lybie
{Tripolitaine et eat de la Cyrénaligque), nord-cuest du Soudan,
et nord-cuest de 1l'Egypte. Elle fait de trds rares apparitiona
dans le nord du Tchad et le nord-est du Niger.

2.2. Habitat:
Zones dépertiques, ol elle semble limitée aux erge.

2.3. Estimation et évolution des populationa:
La Gazelle leptocére doit #tre considérée comme partiellement
exterminée: elle a &té totalement &liminée dans la plus grande
partie de son aire de distribution et, 134 ofl elle existe
encore, elle est devenue trés rare. Les principales populations
survivantes se trouvent dans le sud de la Tunisie et dans le
centre et l'eat de l*Algérie, au sud de Ll'Atlas Saharien.

2.4. Caractéristigues migratoires:
Espéce trés nomade, on raison de la guéte permanente de
nouveaux gagnages. Déplacements salsonniers assez importanta,
provogqués par la recherche de piturages dissémindés dans les
massifs montagneux.

3. Etat de conservation, par Partie

Algérie: en danger

Tunisie: en danger

Egypte: éen danger, au bord de l'extinction.

Tchad : an danger

Higer: an danger

Ssudan: @n danger, au bord de l'extinction.

4. Menaces effectives at éventuvelles
4.1. Dégradation et régression des habitate

sécheressas des annéea 1960- 1970 et des année 1980.
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4.2, Exploitation directe:
Par la chasse traditionnelle & l'aide de lévriers, & la lance,
aux pidges et purtout, depuis lea années 50, destruction A
l'aide d*armes A& feu et de wvéhicules tous tecrains.

4.3. Autres menacen:

5. Dispogitions réglementaires
5.1. Internationales:

Convention de Bonn: Annexe I, résolution 3.2, para. 4.
Convention de Washington [CITES): Annaxe III (Tunisie).

5.2. Natlonales:

Totalement protégée en Algérie, Tunisie, Egypte

§. Mesures de conservation, par Partie

6.1. Interdiction du prélévement:

Algérie: protégée
Tunisie: protégéa
Egypte: protégée

6.2. Conservation de 1"habitat:
Tunisie: Projet de création d'un parc national au sud du Chott El
Jerid, zone protégée dont 1l'objectif principal serait la protection

de la Gazelle leptocére (sud de Douz, dans le secteur Es Sabria-Jbil)
{fide Dragesco-Joffé).

6.3, Atténuation des obetacles aux migrateurs: sans ocbjet.

6.4. Réglementation concernant d'autres facteurs préjudiciables:
non évalude

6.5. Autres megsucest
Des animaux captife ou semi-captife gqui pourraient permettre

des tentatives de réintroduction existent en Egypte &t en
Iaragl.

7. Activicés de recherche

~d

«1. Pouvoir publics i

4

2. O.H.G.

8. Besoinsg et mesures recommandées

8.1. Protection totale de l'espdce dans tous les pays de l'aire de
répartition.

Révision des réglementations de chasse.
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8.2. Mesures de conservation:

Hise en place d'un réseau de zones protégées sur l'ensemble de
l'aire de distribution restante ot potentiellea. Localisation
et suivi des populations résiduelles, précision de leurs
exigences écologlgques. Assistance au programme tunisien de
conaervation de l‘espéce.

6.4. Autres mesures: Réintroduction et renforcement de populations,
passant par la création de centres d'&levage en semi-captivité
dana les payas mémas de l'aire de répartition.
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ARAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D°UME ESPECE

1. Taxonomie

1.1. Taxonomie spécifique : Garzella cuvieri

1.2, Hom commun : FR: Gazelle de Cuvier
RNHG: Edmi gazelle

£. Données biologigques

2.1. Répartition:

Les régions montagneuses du Maroc, de l'Algérie et de la
Tunleie

2.2. Habitat:

Fordéts claires de Pinus halepensis; fourrés de Quercus ilex;
matorral & Juniperus phoenicea; steppes 4 Stipa tenacissima.

2.3. Estimation et &volution des populaticns
Toutes les populations sont en diminution. Les estimations les
plus récentes donnent 2%0 - 500 individus pour l°Algérle
{Kowalski et Rzebik-Kowalska, 1982) et environ 200 individus
pour la Tunisie (Bousgquet, 1991).
Les effectifs Marccaina sont faibles.

2.4, Caractéristcigues migratoires:
Déplacements réglonaux, incluant des déplacemanta
transfrontaliers.

3. Etat de conservation, par FPartie
Maroc : an danger
Algérie : aen danger
Tunisie : reate an danger du fait de la faiblesse des

effectifs malgrd une amélioration récente.

4. Nenaces effeccives et dventuelles

4.1. Déforestation, coupea de bois
Surpdturage

4.2. Braconnage, par piéges et armes & feu

4.3. Autres menaces: non

5. Dispositions réglementaires
5.1. Internationales:

Convention de Bonm: Annexe I, résolution 3.2, para. 4.
Conventlon de Washington (CITES): Annexe III (Tunisie).
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5.2. Hationalea:
Complétement protégée en Algérie et en Tunisie; prélévement des
gazellas régulé au Marcc

6. Negures de congervation, par Partie

6.1. Interdiction du prélévemant:

Algérie: protégé

Tunisie: protégd

Haroc 1 protégl

6.2. Consarvation de l°'habitat:

Tunisie : l‘eapéce est présente danse le Parc Hational du
Djebal-Chambi, dont la réglementation sat trée
etricte et la protection effective, et gui apparalt
comme le principal refuge de l'espéce (Bousguet,
1991). L'espdce y est &n sugmentation.

Algérie & 1*eapéce sat présente en petit nombre dana le Parc
Hational de Belezma.

Maroc : l'eopdce est présentas en petit nombre dans la
région du Parc Hatlional du Haut-Atlas oriental.

B.3. Atténuation des obstacles aux migrateurs: sans objet.

6.4, Réglementation concernant dautres facteurs préjudiciablea:
non évalude

6.5. Autres mesures:

7. Activictés de recherche

T+1l:. Pouvoir publice:

7.2. 0O.N.G.

§. Besoins et mesures recommandés

B.1. Protection totale de l'espéce
Révision des réglementations de chasae

B.2. Hise en place d'un réseau de zones protégées sur 1l ensemble de
lraire de dietribution restante et potentielle.

B.3. Frécision dee exigences écologiques.
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RAPPORT SUR LA SITUATION D°UNE ESPECE

I,

p 5 IR
1.2.

Taxonomie

Taxonomia spécifigque : Gazella dorcas (Linnaeus, 17%8).

Hom commun : FR: Gazelle dorcas, Dorcade
ANG: Dorcas gazelle

4. Données biologiques

- J

2.2.

Répartition:

Au 1%e siécle, la Gazelle dorcas était largement répandue dans
tout le Nord de l°Afrique, depuis 1'Atlantique jusqu’d la mer
Rouge, et au-deld, jusgu'd la péninsule Arabe, la Syrie et
l*Irag.

Habitat:

Régicna désertiques, ergs, hamadas pierreuses; régions
subdésertiques, steppes sahéliennes.

2.3. Estimation et évolution des populations:

2.4,

Autrefois trds commune dans toute son aire de répartition,
l'espéce a été totalement détruite dane la plupart dee régions
et tréa réduite en effectifs dans celles ol elle s'est
maintenue.

Caractéristiques migratolres:

Dea déplacements saisonniers trés réduite et se limitant & des
changements de plturage, parfois transfrontaliers mais dana la
méme région géographique (par exemple A 1°intérieur du Maesif
du Termit, au Niger, ou de 1'Ennedi, au Tchad).

J. Etat de conservation, par Partie

Niger: non manacée

Tchad: non menacde

Mali: non menacée

Maroc: triés réduite

Algérie: trés rédulte

Tunisie: trédes réduite

Egypte: au bord de l'extinction

4. Menaces effectives et dventuelles

4.1.

Dégradation et régression des habitate :

sécheresses catastrophiques dee années 1960-1970 et des années
1980.
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dégradation des gagnages par le surplturage et l-abattage des
ligneux.

4.2. Exploitation directe:
Chasse b courre & 1l'alde de lévriers, & la lance, aux pléges,
et surtout, destruction par les armes & feu et les véhicules
tous=-terraline.

4.3. Autres menaces:

5. Dispositicns réglementaires
§5.1. Internationales:

Convention de Bonn: Annexe I, Résolution 3.2, para.d.
Convention de Washington (CITES): Annexe III (Tunisia}.

£.2. Naticnales:
Complétemant protégée en Algérie, Tunisie, Egypte, Burkina
Faso, Mali, Ethiopie, NHigéria, Somalie, partiellement au Soudan
et au Haroc.

&, Mesures de conservation, par Partie

6.1. Interdiction du prélévement:

Halis protégés

Algérie: protégée

Tunisie: protégée, prises exceptionnelles autocrisées eous
licence.

Egypte: protégée

Maroc: priome régulée

6.2, Conservation de l'habitat:

Higer : l'espéce est présente dans la réserve nationale de
l"Afr-Ténéré, ol elle est bien représentée. Une
poetite population #e trouve &galement dana la
Réperve de faune de Gadabedji.

Tchad : l'espéce est présente dana la réserve du Ouadi
Rimé-Cuadi-Achim.

Mauritanie: 1‘'espéce est encore présente danse le Parc Hational
du Banc d'Arguin, mais elle y est pratiquement
dteinte (moine de 10 individus).

Haroc: l‘eapéce est présente dane au moine deux zones

protégées.

Malisz l'espice eat présente en petits nombres dans les
Réparves de Ansongo-Henaka et Elephant Resesrcve.

Algérie: 1'sapdco @ot présente dans le Parc National du
Tagelli=-N"Ajjer et aussi dana le Parc National du

Hoggar.
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Isratil: dans le Hegev, en accrolseement depuis les annde &0
(effectifs passés de 200 & plus de 1.000 selon
East, 19561).
6.3. Attédnuation des obstacles aux migrateurs: sans objet.

6.4. Réglementation concernant d'autres facteurs préjudiciables:
non é@valufe

6.5, hutres mesures:

Elevages @n aemi-captivité, notamment aux Etats-Unis,en
Espagne et en Israél.

7. Accivicde de recherche
7+1. Pouvolr publice :

T.2. 0.H.G.

§. Besoins et mesures recommandés

8.1. Législatives: protection partielle de l'espdéce dans tous les
pays de l'aire de répartition, avec &établiessement de saisons de

chasse.
B.2. Hesures de conservation:
Résesu de zones protégées
B8.3. Recherches et surveillance: prompecticons et Lnventaires

complémantaires dane la zone sud-saharienne et dane la partie
agiatigue de l'aire de cépartition.
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Annex &
RESEARCH ON MIGRATION IN SMALL CETACEANS

Draft recosmendation prepaced by the Scientific Council

The Conference of the Farties to the Convention of Nigratory Species of
Wild Animals,

Noting, ae resslved by the Conference of the Parties at ite Third Meeting
(Res. 3.3, 1991), that the Bonn Convention and certain existing and
contemplated regional international Agreements under ite auspices now
include small cetaceans,

Recalling that 27 epecies of small cetaceans are included in Appendix II of
the Convention, and

Recognizing that the migratory behavicur of most small cetaceans in most
regiona le scientifically wvery poorly known, making the nature and scope of
international conservation problems difficult to determine, and making
regional and international co-operation difficult to achieve,

Recommands that:

{a) the Parties to the Bonn Convention carry out
scientific studies to investigate and describe the
migrations of emall cetaceans in thelr waters,
giving priority to species and populations of
threatened or uncertain status;

(B} those Parties having the technical expertise and
regources necessary for such studies advise and
assist other Parties and other Range States
(through appropriate mechanisma such as memoranda
of understanding) to plan and carry ocut needed
etudies for including, for example, sighting
surveys conducted over seasons and yeare, tagging,
use of natural marks, conventional radio-tracking
or satellite-based radio-tracking and genetic
studies of stock identity; and

fe) the Partles concerned report to the next meating of
the Conference of the Parties on measures taken in
responge to this recommandation.
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Annex T
CONSERVATION MEARSURES FOR APPENDIX I SPECIES OF CMS
Working paper submitted by
Hr. 5.C. Dey, Scientific Counciller for India
1, All Range countries should immediately develop a data base for the

listed spoecies and evolve proper monitoring and evaluation measures
for the status of the species.

The major threat toc the decline of the species should be identified
and a national action plan devaloped to improve the conservation
status.

The Range States should earmark adequate funding for the conservation
of the species and prepare projects for drawing financial assistance
from International Aid Agencles.

There should be constant dislogue and exchange of information between
the Range States, wintering area countries and countries falling in
the migration route or staging areas to evolve a comprehensive
regional action plan for the listed apecies.

MOU*s or suitable agreements may be developed bilaterally or
multilaterally within the auspices of the Bonn Convention or aven
outeide it if non-Parties of the Convention are involwed.

All Range States must develop proper legislation to ensure complete
protection of the species including ite habitat and erect a esuitable
machanism for the implementation of such legal provision.
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Annex B
ARRANGEHENTS FOR THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL

Draft resolution

The Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Coaservation of
Nigratory Species of Wild Animals,

Taking inte consideration that Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention
invites any Party to appoint a gqualified expert as a member of the
Bolentific Council;

Recognizing that Sclentific Councillors, for whatever reascn, may not be
able to to attend meetinges of the Council and that sech absences may reduce
the scientific capacity of the Council to carry cut ite assigned taskas;

Recalling that Resolution 1.4, paragraph 5 (b) requires that the Scientific
Council should normally meet only in connection with the meetings of the
Conference of the Parties;

Recognizing that the growing global coverage of the Convention and the
increasing taske of the Council necessltate more frequent meetings;

Datermines that, additionally to the provisions of Resolution 1.4, the
Scientific Council should meet at least once intersessionally;

Invites the Parties to nominate & permanent alternative Scientific
Councillor authorized to participate in meetings of the Scientific Council
if the regular Sclentific Councillor cannot attend.

Takes note of the fifth meeting of the Scientific Council to create a post
of Vice-Chair to assist the Chair in ite duties.

.F-|++
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Annex 9

Draft

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING CONCERNING CONSERVATION MEASURES FOR THE
SLENDER-BILLED CURLEW, Numenius tenuirostris

betwean

The Committee of Environmental Preservation and Protection, Ministry of Health
and Environment of the Republic of Albania [Albania)

The Hinistry of Hydraulics and Forests of the People’'s Democratic Republic of
Rlgeria [Algeria)

The Federal Ministry of Environment, Youth and Families of the Republic of
Austria [Austria)

The Minietry of Environment of the Republic of Bulgaria (Bulgaria)

The Minietry for the Protection of the Environment of the Republic of Croatia
iCroatia)

The Ministry of Agriculture and Natural Resources of the Republic of Cyprus
(Cyprum)

The Department of ZIcos and the Egyptian Wildlife Service, Ministry of
Agriculture of the Arab Republic of Egypt (EGYPT)

The Commission of the EUROPERN ECONOMIC COMMUNITIES

The Hinietry of Environment, Physical Planning and Public Worka of the
Hellenic Republie [Greece)

The Ministry of Environment and Regicnal Policy of the Republic of Hungary
{HUNGARY )

The Department of the Environment, Public and International Affairs of Islamic
Republic of Iran (Iran)

The Environment Protection and Improvement Council of the Republic of Irag
{Iraq)

The Ministry of Environment of the Italian Republic (ITALY)

The Ministry of Ecology and Biological Resources of the Republic of Kazakhstan
(Eazakhstan)

The Minietry of Environment of the Republic of Malta (Malta)
Department of Water and Forests of the Kingdom of Morocco [MOROCCO)

The Ministry of Regional Municipalities’ Affairs and Environment of the
Sultanate of Oman [Oman)

The Ministry of Water, Forests and Environmental Protection of Romania

The Minietry of Environment Protection and Matural Rescurces of the Russian
Federation
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The Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheriea and Nutrition of the EKingdom of Spain
[SPAIN)

The Hinistry of Environment and Regional Development of the Republic of
Tunisia [TUNISIA)

The Ministry of Environment of the Republic of Turkey ([Turkey)

The Hinistry of HNature Respurces Management and HNature Conservation of
Turkmenistan

The State Committee for Hature Conservation of the Republic of Uzbekistan
(Uzbekiestan)

The Ministry of Environment Protection of Ukraine
The Environment Protection Eﬂuntil,"ﬂﬂﬂl‘uitti. of Republic of Yemen ([Yemen)

The Ministry of Environment Protection of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
{Yugoslawvia)

Mote: Countries thet are capitalired are Parties to the Convention on the
Conservation of Nigratory Species of Wild Animals.

The undersigned, acting on behalf of the respective authorities named above,

Awarg that the whole population of the Slender-billed curlew (Numenius
tenuirostris) has been reduced to the brink of extinction;

that the population of this bird species is etill inhabiting &
emall breeding area and, on ite way to the wintering areas, is migrating on
a ramified route croseing the territories of numerous Range States;

that the hunting or taking of this bird species and lose of ite
habitate, especlally wetlands on ite migratory routes and in ite wintering
areas, are thought to contribute to the continuing decline in the numbacs of

the Slender-billed curlew;

In view of the insufficient knowledge about thie bird species which urgently
neads to be increased;

that immediate action must be taken to prevent the ongoing threat
of extinction;

shared responeibility ae to the protection of biodiveraity of
the palearctic avifaunaj

Following Resclution Ho. 7 of the XX World Conference of the International
Council for Bird Preservation in Hamilton, Mew Zealand (WNovember 1990), and
the Declaration of the Slender-billed curlew Workshop in Aroceio, Italy
{Harch 1992});

Appealing to all Range 5tates of the Species that not yet have done o to join
or, where appropriate, to confirm and to implement the Bonn Convention, the
Rampar Convention and any regional Conventions and agreements which have,
inter alia, the cbject to conserve the Slender-billed curlew,

AGREE to work cloeely together to lmprove the conservation status of the
Slender-billed curlew throughout its breeding, migrating and wintering range.

-
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To that end they shall, in a spirit of mutual understanding and co-ocperation,

1. Provide strict protection for the Slender-billed curlew and identify and
conaerve the wetlande and other habitate essential for ite survival, in
accordance with Article IIT, paragraphs 4 and 5 of the Bonn Convention as well
ap with Appendix I;

2. Implemant in their respective countries the provislions of the Action
Flan annexed to this Memorandum as a basis for the conservation of the whole
population of the species. Implementation of the Hemorandum, including the
Actlion Plan, shall be assessed by correspondence or perasconal contacts with the
Secretariat and the Scientific Council of the Bonnm Convention;

3. Facilitate the sxpediticus exchange of scientific, technical and legal
information needed to co-ordinate conservation measures and co-operate with
recognized scientists of international organizations and other Range States
in order to facilitate their work conducted im relation to the Action Plan;

4. Designate a competent authority or an authorized scientist to serve as
a contact person for the other Parties and communicate without delay the name
of this person to the Secretariat of the Bonn Conwvention;

-1 Provide to the Secretariat of the Bonn Convention, at least annually
after the signing of this Hemorandum of Understanding, a report on lts
implementation. The Secretariat shall tranemit to each of the Range States
all of the reportes received, together with an overview report which it shall
compile on the basis of information at ite disposal;

6. Davelop, within one year after the date of entry into force of thie
Hemorandum of Understanding, a longer-term Coneervation or Action Plan for
possible inclusion in the African-Eurasian Waterbird Agresment baing developed
under the auaspices of the Bonn Convention. It shall include, inter alia:

&, actions to find the breading places in the marshes of the taiga or
forest steppes of southwestern Siberiaj

b. provieione for the better identification of migratory routes and
resting habitate, sopecially key sites on the migratory routes and
in the wintering areas;

c. appropriate legal regulations to protect the birdes from any kind of
disturbance or killing through hunting or other activitles;

d. actionse to protect all identified breeding areas as well as key
migration and wintering sites;

e. proposala for the precision and effective improvement of thoasa
protection measures and research activities suggested in the
subseguent Action Plan;

Apart from financing, on & national basis, the different measurssa taken by the
individual Parties, effortes should aleo be made to gain financial support for
kay pointe of the Action Plan from other sources.

After entry into force of the African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreesent, which ie
currently under development, all those functions listed in this Memorandum
concerning the co-crdination, the recelpt and further distribution of reporte
as wall as the development of further actione may be traneferred to the
secretariat of the Agreement.

The text of this Memorandum of Understanding will alsoc be forwarded to the

responaible authorities of countries which possibly share the annual life
cycle of the Slender-billed curlew [up until now it has been imposaible to

f+++
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prove a consistent occurrence of the species); in case of new sclentific
evidence, these countries are aleo invited to join the Memorandum: Armenia,
Azerbaijan, France, Georgia, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyvan Arab
Jamahiriya, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, the Republic of
Moldova, Saudi Arabia, Slovenia, Syria and the United Arab Emirates.

Basic principles

1. Thies Memorandum of Understanding shall be considered to be an Agreement
under Article IV, paragraph 4, of the Bonn Convention. It shall take affect
immediately after the Range States have signed it and shall remain in effect
for an initial periocd of three years from that date. It shall remain open for
signature indefinitely and shall take effect for all other signatory States
on the first day of the first month following the date on which they sign.
The Memorandum of Understanding shall be renewed automatically every three
years subject to the right of any Party to terminate its participation by
providing a one year's written notice to each of the other Parties.

2. The Hemorandum of Understanding, including the Action Plan, may be
amended by a consensus of the majority of the signatory States. However, any
amandment of the Action Plan for any Range State requires the consent of the
responsible Minieter of the country concerned.

3. The working language for all matters related to this Memorandum of
Understanding shall be English.

On behalf of the respective guthorities named above:

Repressntative of Albania:

Representative of Algeria:

Representative of Rustria:

Representative of Bulgaria:

Representative of Croatia:

Representative of Cyprus:

Representative of EGYPT:

Representative of the Commisasion of the
EUROPEAN ECOMOMIC COMMUNITIES:

Repressntative of FRANCE:

Representative of Greece:

Representative of HUNGARY:

Represantative of Iran:

Repressntative of Irag:

Representative of ITALY:

Representative of Kazakhstan:

Representative of MHalta:

Joua
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Representative
Representative
Representative
Fepresantative
Represantative
Represantative
Represantative
Represantative
Represantative
Representative
Representative

Representative

Signatures of representatives of the co-cperating organizations
pamed in the Action Plan

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
aof

MOROCCO:

Oman :

Romania:

the Rusaian Federation:

SPRIN:

TUHISIA:

Turkay:

Turkmenistan:

Usbekistan:

Ukraing:

Yemen:

Yugoslavia:

UNEF/CHMS (Bonn Convention) Secretariat:

Dong AL .scsessae

L IC I N I B BN B O R I N

LI I

----------

_r:+++
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ACTION PLAN FOR THE CONSERVATION OF THE SLENDER-BILLED CURLEW Numenius
tenuircstris (December 1993)

Ll act =1 a H

1. Enact, where it does not already exist, or improve respectively,
legislation to protect the Slender-billed curlew and the wetlands that
are critical to its survival and take such measures as may be necessary
to enforce such legislation. The most urgent measure would ba to
completely ban the shooting, other taking and any kind of disturbance
of this species.

2. Impose a ban on the hunting of any similar-loocking wader species,
especially belonging to the genera Numenius and Limosa, in Bome
countries aleoc Limnodromus. Punish offences with severe penalties.

3. Initiate sducational programmes for hunters in order to enable them to
distinguish between different species of waders, and illustrate the
importance of protecting tha Slender-billed curlew species which is
threatened with extinctlion.

4. Close key sites which are regularly freguented by the Slender-billed
curlew (wintering sites, resting sites on its migratory route or
breeding areas) to hunters during the appropriate phenological period.
Eatablish adequate regulations for tourists and other visitors.

5. Intenaify research on the Slender-billed curlew, especially where there
is a lack of data concerning ite breeding sites, migratory routes or
wintering sites; it is most important to gain more detailed knowledge
about the causes for the decrease of the population.

Subject to availability of resources, the following actions shall be carried
out by the individual Range States and organizations lisced below subject to
any amendments made at the ¢time of sSignature of the HNemorandum of
Understanding, which shall be communicated to all of the Range States by the
Secretariat of the Bonn Convention:

Albanis

1. Develop and implement new nature protection legislation that meets the
requlrements of the Bern Convention.

2. Develop and implement neéw hunting controles which, ifnter alia, contain
the following elementa:

a. ecologically justified closed-hunting seasons, Lf necessacy bag
limitas for waterbirds;

b. ban on hunting birds with the use of nete;

€. identification and establishment of non-hunting zones in wetlanda
where there is & high concentration of migratory waders;

d. control of waterbicrd hunting by foreign hunters, and imposition of
rigorous penalties in case of offences;

#. obligatory examinations for local hunters before they are granted a
hunting licence which shall regquire, inter alia, detailed knowledge
concerning the differentiation of waterbird species.

3. Conserve the remaining significant wetlande in the plaine of the
country.
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4. Carry out ornithological investigations in order to identify the sites
where the Slender-billed curlew tendsa to rest.

Eilgnature
Algeria
1. Ban tha hunting of migratory birde with the use of nete and establish
measures to implement the ban (#.g9., monitoring, penaltiem).
2. Deavelop a network of protected wetlands in northern Algeria, inter

alia, Chotts Constantinois, with a view to ensuring that key sites for
waterbirdes will not be damaged.

3. Carry out ornithological surveys of the waterbirds wintering in the
wetlands of northeast Algeria where it is presumed that there are
important resting and wintering sites of the Slender-billed curlew.

Signature
Austria
1. Extend the existing network of protected wetlands.
2. Carry out ornithological survays with a view to ascertaining whether

the Slender-billed curlew migrates regularly through Austria.

Signature

Besnia and Herzegovina

It is not possible to develop an Action Plan before the situation in the
country has normallzed.

Bulgaris

1. Extend the existing network of protected wetlands, especially in the
coastal areas on the Black Sea (Lake Atanasove), along the Danube River
and in the plains.

2. Limit hunting practicem with respect to waterbirds, if necessary
through the introduction of legal restrictions, in particular by
banning hunting in wetlands where a high concentration of migratory
waders has been detected; severely restrict activities of foreign
hunters.

3. Provide more detailed surveys with regard to the migration of waders
with a wview to identifying the resting sites of the Slender-billed
curlew along the coasts of the Black Sea as well as of the migratory
routes it takes when crossing the country.

Signature

[ FE
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Croatia

1. Emphasize, when setting up a new framework of nature protection
legislation, the conservation of wetlands, including identification and
establishment of protected areas; give special attention to the
wetlands of Donji-Miholjac as well as the fishponds of Jelas Folje
where tha Slender-billed curlew has been recorded.

2. Provide for an effective protection of endangered species, inter alia,
of migratory species, including the Slender-billed curlew and look-
alike wader species, when introducing new legal regulations for apecies

conservation.

3. Rigorously control the activities of foreign hunters.

4. Monitor migratory waterbirds in order to identify other important
resting sites where the Slender-billed curlew stops on its migratery
route.

Signature

Cyprus

1. Protect the Slender-billed curlew and lock-alike wader species.

2. Protact wetlands that show a high concentration of migratory
waterbirda.

3. Instruct hunters about the specific features of the species and the

extent to which the Slender-billed curlew is actually endangered and
monitor whether the existing ban on hunting is being implemented.

4. Rigorously control the activities of foreign hunters.

Signature
Eavpt
1. Ban the hunting of migratory birde with the use of nets and take

accompanying measuree to facilitate the application of the existing ban
on hunting protected bird species, including the Slender-billed curlew;
rigorously control the activities of foreign huntera.

2. Protect areas where the Slender-billed curlew has been recorded and
develop a network of protected wetlands, especially along the Hile
civer.

3. carry ocut ornithological surveys of migratory waterbirds that rest in

the Nile Delta and along the coast of the Red Sea in order to ildentify
the most important resting and wintering sites.

Signature

Ta
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European Community

1. Extend the network of protected wetlands in the southern member states
of the EC and lmprove their management potential by

fa) identifying and establishing further Special Protection Areas
under Directive 7%/409; where necessacy, introduce total bane on
hunting within and around those areas;

ib) providing for sufficient wardens in wetlande where the 5lender=-
billed curlew rests;

() promoting information centres in selected sites.

2. Amend Appendix IIf2 of the EC directive on bird protection by
#liminating the genera Numenius and Limosa in the column for Italy.

3. Ensure that the use of the EC Development Fund concerning farming and
other commercial activities does not adversely affect those wetlands
that are important to Numenius tenuirostris.

4. Continue the projects initiated by the Commission in favour of Numenios
tenuirostris. Use the data gathered in the course of those projects to
evaluate the network of Special Protection Areas. Promote the
monitoring of the species in southern EC member states.

Signature

Greece (cf. also EC)

1. Extend the network of protected wetlands, and if necessary, imposs and
aendoree bans on hunting.

2. Give full confirmation of the site boundaries and improve the guality
of protection of the following Ramsar sites: Evros delta, Porto Lagos
and the Axios delta. Such sites should be controlled by full time
wardens, especially in non-hunting zones, and consideration should be
given to transforming them into national parka.

3. Honitor migratory waterbirde, with emphasis on Lake Tigaki and EKoa
Island, with a view to identifying further resting sites and migratory
routes of the Slender=-billed curlew.

4. Establish an information centre in the Ramsar site of the Evros delta.
Signature

Hungary

1. Ensure that the current standard of protection is maintained in thooe

areas that are acknowledged to be key sites of the Slender-billed
curlew (Hortobdgy, Kardoskut) and extend the network of protected
watlande (cf. iltem 2).

2. Honitor the hunting situation with regard to large waders.

Joae
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3. Monitor waterbirds, especially in those locations where fish ponds are
situated, with a view to identifying further important resting sites.

Signature

irag

Carry out studies to examine potential resting and wintering sites of the
slender-billed curlew, especially the marshes of Mescpotamia, in order to
identify and establish protected areas; institute adequate protection
regulations and hunting restrictions.

Signatura

Iran

carry out studies to examine potential resting and wintering sites of the
slander-billed curlew (inter alia, Caspian coast, Persian Gulf) in order to
identify and establish protected areas; institute adeguate protection
regulations.

Signature

Italv (cf. also EC)

1. Impose stronger controls on hunting activities, with a view to impeding
illegal shooting of protected species. Protect big waders, eapacially
as far ae all species of Numenius and Limosa are concerned.

2. Identify and establish further protected areas for migratory waterbirds
and if necessary impose bans on hunting.

3. Tranaform the Viareggio wetlands into a Ramsar site.

4. continue to monitor the Slender-billed curlew in order to identify

further key sites of these birde (i.a. Ravenna coast, Circeo National
Park, Po Delta, Orbetello lagoon, Padule Diaccia Botroma).

Signature

Eazakhstan

, Enforce adequate protection regulations and hunting bans and provide
guidelines for hunters (inter alia, promotlion of the Red Data Book of
Endangered Species).

- Identify, on the basis of Slender-billed curlew records, and establish
a network of protected wetlands (i.e. Lake Kushuryn, Lake Tengis and
the flood plain of Nura, parts of the Turgaj Valley), and gradually
extend this network on the basis of new available data of the apecies
{cf. 1 and 1j.
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3. Establish & system of protected areas of internaticnal importance.

d. Carry out ornithological surveys in the east of the country area around
Semipalatinek, especislly Ust-Eamenogorsk, in order to determine
whether these are aleoc breeding sites.

Signature

Malta

1. Protect the Slendeéer-billed curlew and lock-alike wader lp'l'l:ill+

2. Protect wetlands that show a high concentration of migratory
waterbirda.

3. Inform hunters about the specific features of the species and the
axtont to which the Slender-billed curlew is actually endangerad and
monlter whether the ban on hunting is being fulfilled.

4. Rigorously control the activities of foreign hunters.

Signature

Horocco

L5 Protect both Limosa species and fully enforce the protection of
Numepnius species.

2. Maintain and strengthen the level of protection afforded to the Herja
ferga Ramsar site which has been a wintering site for the Slender-
billed curlew in recent years, ban hunting in Merja Hellah and increass
anti-poaching patrols. If necessary; hire wardens to protect the
Slender-billed curlew to ensure it is not disturbed by bird-watchersa.

3. Increase monitoring of wintering waterbirde in the coastal areas of the
country with & view to identifying further wintering sites of Slender-
billed curlew and putting these under protection.

L Examine agricultural practices in areas surrounding the Slender-billed
curlew’'s wintering sites in order to establish whether practices such
as grazing levels and application of pesticides have any kind of
negativa influence on the populations. Rigorously control the
activities of foreign huntersa.

Signature

Oman

Carry out studies in potential resting and wintering sites of the Slender-
billed curlew in order to identify and establish protected areas; instictute

adegquate protection regulations and hunting restrictions.

Signature
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Romania
1. Protect all waders that could easily be confused with the Slender-
billed curlew.
2. Expand protection of the ecological character of the Danubian delta

(and if necessary, establish a national park) where only sustainable
use is allowed, impose severe restrictions on hunting.

3. Rigorously control the activitlies of hunters,; including foreign hunter-
tourists.

4. Identify and establish a network of protected wetlands of international
importance, eapecially along the Danube and the Black Sea coastal
Areas.

Signature

Bussian Federation

1. Strictly control hunting restrictione, especlally of blg waders, and
promote the Red Data Book of Endangered Species.

2 Rigorously control the activitieas of foreign hunters.

I Carry ocut surveys and intensive research in order to find the breeding

sites of the Slender-billed curlew in south-western Siberia with a view
to placing these under protection and

. investigate the breeding biology of this bird species,

b. clarify the factors which are responeible for the decline of the
bresding population and

¢. enforce the necessary protection of breeding habitat.
4. Survey the species with & wiew to identifying the most important

resting sites on the migratory routes and establish relevant protected
argas (partly with a Ramsar status).

Signature

gpain (cf. also EC)

1. Reinforce controls on hunting activities with a view to impeding
illegal shooting of protected species, wespecially all waders in
southern Spain.

d. Widely conserve the ecological structures of the wetlande In Coto
Douvana and establish protected areas in wetlands that waterbirds
frequently visit during their migration and for wintering which may be
potential resting sites of the Slender-billed curlew.

3. Increass monitoring of migratory waterbirde in southern Spain with a
view to establishing further protected sites where the Slender-billed
curlew passes on itse migratory route.

Signature

.|‘I+|--|-
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Tunipia

1. Regulate more stringently the hunting of waterbirds; rigorously control
the activities of foreign hunters.

2. Extend the network of protected wetlands (inter alia as Ramsar sites).

3. Carry out an ecological study of the Kairouan wetlands with a view to

alaborating coneervation proposals.

4. Increase monitoring of wintering waterbirds in coastal regions and in
watlands in the eastern parte of the country with a view to identifying
further important key sites of the Slender-billed curlew.

L Identify anthropogenic factors which may influence the decline of
waders wintering in Tunimia.

Signature
Tuckey
1. Regulate and endorse more stringently the hunting of waterbirds;
rigorously control the activities of foreign hunters.
2. Eatablish a system of protected wetlands of international importance.
A, Honitor waterbirde that migrate and winter along the coasts and in the

watlande of central Turkey with & view to establishing protected areas in the
moat important resting sites of the Slender-billed curlew.

Signature
Iurkmenistan
1. Regulate more stringently the hunting of waterbirds; rigorously control
the activities of foreign hunters.
2 Establish a system of protected wetlands of international importance.
3. Carry out ornithological monitoring in potential resting sites of the

Slender-billed curlew on the Caspian coast, especially the bay of Kara-
Bogaz-Gol, with a view to identifying and establishing protected areas.

Signature
Uzbekistan
Carry out studies to examine potential resting and wintering sitea of the

Slender-billed curlew in order to identify and establish protected areas;
institute adequate protection regulations and hunting restrictions.

Signature

fovs
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Ukcaing
1. Regulate more stringently the hunting of waterbirds; rigorously control
the activities of foreign hunters; impose a ban on hunting in protected
wetlands.
2. Promote the Red Data Book of Endangered Species.
3. Continue to monitor migratory waterbirds with a view to establishing

protected areas in the most important resting aites of the Slender-
billed curlew (Limans of the Azov Sea, Sivash Bay, Black Sea coastal
areas, Danube Delta) and protect big waders that could easily be
confused with the Slender-billed curlew.

4. Investigate those anthropogenic factors which might have an effect on
the decline of migratory populaticns of the Slender-billed curlew, such
as hunting or harasement, grazing, use of pesticides, human settlement
in coastal areas.

5. Expand the network of protected wetlands, especially in the south of
tha country.

Signature

Yemen

carry out studies to examine potential resting and wintering sites of the
slender-blilled curlew in order to identify and establish protected areas;
establish adequate protection regulations and hunting restrictions.

Signature

Xugoplavia

1. Exercise stronger control over hunting activities, especially those of
foreign hunters, with a view to impeding illegal shooting of protected
wat@rbird speciaes.

2. Extend the network and improve the conservation statun of protected
wetlands, especially in Voivodina.

Signature

UMEP/CMS Secretarist (Bonn Convention)

1. Make representations to the Range States concerned by the present
Hemorandum of Understanding with a view to cbtaining the signatures and
cooperation of those Range States which have not signed.

2 Facilitate the exchange of information among all of the Range States
cancarned.
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Facilitate the future development of the Agreement on the Conservation
of Migratory Waterbirde of the African-Eurasian Reglion which shall
provide for the inclusion of conservation measures for the Slender-
billed curlew.

Encourage NGOs in their actions in favour of the Slender-billed curlew,
in particular:

{a) BirdLife International

inditl continual updating of the Slender-billed curlew data base,
an

(b} CIC and FACE

in thelr efforts to educate huntere about threatened migratory
species of waterbirds, including the present status and threata to
the Slender-billed curlew, and toc support protection measures and
surveys for the Slender-billed curlew.

Signature
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Annex 10

LIST OF PARTICIFANTS AT THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE SCIENTIFIC COUNCIL
Hairobl, Kenya, 4=5 June 1994

SCIENTIFIC COUNCILLORS
ARGENTINA

Mr. Pablo Cancvan
Humcdales para las Américas
Monroe 2142

1428 Bucnos Aircs

tel: (+34 1) TBI 6115
fax: {+54 1) TB1 6115
e-mail; cunevarfranmani orgar

ALUSTRALIA

Mu. Karen Weaver

Coordinator, Migratory Species Programme
Australian Mature Conservalion Agency
G.P.0O. Box 636

Canberra ACT 2601

tel: {+61 &) 2300 352

fax: (+&1 6) 2500 314

lx: aa 62971

e-mail: kwesvenilanca. erm. gov.au

BELGIUM

Dr. Roscline C. Jamar de Baolsce-Boudels
Institul Royal des Sciences Maturelles

29, rue Yaulier

B- 1040 Bruxelles 4

fel: (+32 2) 627 4354
fax: (+32 2) 640 4825

CAMERDON

Dr. Jean Ngog Mje
Directeur

Ecole de faune de Garoua
B.P. 2T

Garoua

tel: (+237) 27 11 285 /2731 38
fax: (+23T) 27 12327273135/ 273024

* {hserver ia ploce of regular Councillor

CZECH REPUBLIC

Mr. Jirl Flousck
Krkonose Maticnal Park Adminsiration
Wrechlabi - sdmck
543 11 Virchlab{

tel: (442 438) 21011
fax: (+42 438) 23095

DENMARK

Dir. Sten Ashark *

Ministry of Environmesl

The Matienal Foresi and Mature Agency
Haraldsgade 53

DE-2100 Copenhagen 0

tel: (+45) 39 47 28 05
fam: (+45)39 27 98 %

EGYPT

Dir. Mohamed Habashy Aly

Undersceretary of Sale for Loos
and Egyptian Wildlife Service

Giza Loological Garden

Gira

fel: (+202) T2623377261 14
fax: (+202) 7276 12
tlx: 20040 gira wn

GERMANY

Dr. Eugeniusy Nowak
Bundcsamt (Gr Nalurschuir
Mallwitzsir 1-3

D-33177 Bonn

bel; {+49 228) 9543 417 / 501
fax: (+49 22E) 9543 300
tlx: EES 556 bin d
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GHANA
Mr. B Y. Ofon-Frampong *
pl of Game and Wikdlife
P.O. Box M 139
Accra
tel: [+233 21) 664 654
fax: (+233 21) 666 476
GUINEA

Mr. Abdel Kader Bangoira

Ministére des Ressources Matorelles,
des Engeries et de I"Environnement
Direction Nationale de I'Environsement

Divisaon Prolection de la Mature
i de se Ressources

B.P. 4655 (M

Baoulcvard des P.T.T.

Conakry

el: (4224) 44 38 68 [/ 44 37 42 7 44 24 40

fax: (+224) 44 24 B5 (UNDP)

tlx: 22 315 pecel ge / 22 350 mine goo ge

HUMNGARY
Drr. Attila Bankovics

Hungarian MNatural Hustory Muscum

Baross u, 13
H-1088 Budapest

tel: (+36 1) 113 D0AS
Tax: (+36 1) 113 8820
INDIA

Mr. Subhash Chandra Diey
Addl. Inspecior General of Forests

Ministry of Environment and Forests
Paryavaran Vaban, OG0 Complex, Rm. 126

Lods Road
Mew Dethi 110002

tel: {491 11) 436 I785
fax: (+91 11) 436 0678
tlx: w-S6185 doe i

ISRAEL

Dr. Eliczer Frankenberg

Director, Science and Management Division
Nslure Reserves Authority

T8 Yirmeyahu 51

Jerusalem 94467

tel: (=972 2) 38 74 71 / 18 85 06
fax: (+972 2) 36 34 05

MALI

Mr. Mamory Traond

Direction natsonale des caux et fondis
B.F. 275

Bamako

el (+223) 2259 73
lax: {+223) 22 41 99
tx: 2615 mj

MOROCCO

Mr. Abdellah El Mastour
Ministére de I"Agricullure ot de la
Misc en vabour Agricole
Direction de Eaux ct Foréts ef de la
Conservation des Sols

Rabai, Chellah

tel: (+2I27) T6 26 B4 / T6 25 63
fax: (+212 T) 76 44 46
tlx: Bl 686

NETHERLAMNDS

Frof. Dr. Wim J. Walil

DLO Institute for Forestry and Mature Rescarch
F.O. Box 13

NL-6T00 A Wageningen

tel: (+31 34348) 5 52 50/ 51
fax: (+31 3434) 5 52 8%



HIGERIA

Dr. 1.5.0. Ayen

Mational Inatitute for Freslwater
Fusherscs Research

P.MLUB, 6006

Mew Bussa, Niger Sialc

fel: [+234 31) 670 444
Bax: (-+234 9) 523 3373 [ 2536

NORWAY

Me. Gunn M. Paulsen

Sendor Executive Oflicer
Direciosaie for Malure Management
Tungasletis 2

M-7005 Trondheim

tel: (+47 73) 58 05 00
fax: (+47 73) 91 54 33

PAKISTAN

Mr. Abidul Latil Ran

IUCH - The Work] Comservation LUnion
Pakistan Ofiice

23 Bazar Road, G674

Islamabad

iel: {-H:ll 51] 21 32747 2] 68 T4
fax: (+92 51) 21 69 09

PANAMA

Dy, Armando B, Mariner Valdds
Pressdenie

Fundacidn Interocéanica Tropscal
Apartado Postal 1353

Balboa, Ancin

Panzmi

il {+507) 64 4475 § 4466 1 23 2271
fax: (4+507) 64 8370 4133

SEMEGAL

Dr. Seyidina lsza Sylla
Directeur

Direction des parcs natsonaux
B.P. 51235

Drakar-Fann

tel: (+221) 24 42 21
Fax: (+221) 39 92 45
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SOUTH AFRICA

D, Michael Cohen
Cape Mature Conservalion (Eastern Cape)
Privale Bag X1126
Port Elirabeth G000

tel: (+27 41) 390 2179
fax: (+27 41) 33 74 68

SWEDEN

Dr, Carl Edelstam

Swedish Museum of Matieral History
P.0. Box 50007

5-10405 Saockbolm

el [ +46 B) 660 SE00
fax: [+d6 B) GbH 4212

TUMISIA

Mr. Shheddine Bel ]'ll.llJ Kacem
Ministdre de I"Agricullure
Direction GéEndérale des Forlis
30 Rue Alain Savary

Tunis

tel: (+216 1) 282 681
fax: (#2016 1) 287 487

UNITED KINGDOM

Br. Michael J. Ford

Jminl Nalure Conservalion Commillec
Maonkstone House

City Road

Peterborough PEI 1IY

el (84 T33) BG 68 17/ 6 26 26
fax: (+44 T13) 55 50 48 [ 89 19 7]

URUGUAY

Prof, Lic. Radl Vaz-Ferreim
Universidad del Uruguay

Facullsd de Cicachas

Diegpanamenio de Zoalogia Verchrados
Calle Tristin Marvaja Mo, 1674

11200 Mositevidea

tel: (4598 2) 79 58 03 {res)
(+398 ) 41 20 BT [ B8 (oflce)
Fax; (+598 2) 48 73 88 [ 4059 73
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COMFERENCE-APPOINTED
SCIENTIFIC COUNCILLORS

Dr. Michael Edward Moser
Intcrnational Waterfowl and Wetlands

Research Burcau {(IWRE)
Shmbrdge, Gloucester GL2 TAX
UMITED KINGDOM

tel: (444 453) 890 624 [ 634
fax: (+44 453) 890 657

Dr. William F. Perrin

Mational Marine Fislerics Scrice
Sauthwest Fisheries Scicnee Center
2604 La Jolla Shores Dirve

P.O. Box 271

La Jolla, ©A 93038

URITED STATES

tel: {+619) 546 096
fax: (+619) 546 7003

Dr. Pierre Plelfer
CHRS Muséuem de Paris
55, rue du Bullon
F-15005 Paris
FRAMCE

tel: (433 1) 40 79 30 69
fax: (+33 1) 40 79 30 43

Dr. Roberto P. Schlaller Vollmann
Institite de Tookojis

Universidad Austral de Chile
Casilla Postal 567

Waldmvia

CHILE

tel: (56 635 20 39 11/ 22 1408 f 21 50 26

fax: (+56 63) 21 29 53

OTHER OBSERVERS

Mr. Charles Perera Allanayake
Depuiy Direcor

Depariment of Wildlife Conscrvation
82 Rajamalwaiic Road

Hatiaramulls

SRI LANKA

ik (+94 1) B6T0 85 | B4
fax: {+94 1) 86T 8%

Ms, Saglar Dpcrang

Dirccinn dis pares nationanx ol rdserves de faune
Minmtere de 'agrculiure ¢l de Venvironnement
B.P. 205

N'Djamena

CHAD

wek: [4+23%) 51 23 05
Mx: (+235) 31 22 6l

D, lam Kulcra

Minisiry of Environment
Nature Proicction Diepanment
Velovickd 65

100 10 Praha 10

CZECH REPUBLIC

tel: (442 ) 6T12 1000 F 6731 1529
fam: {442 2) 6731 008 / 673] 0BT

D, Colin Limgus

clo Australan Natare Conscrvation Apgeney
G PO, Box 636

Canbwrra ACT 2edi

AUSTRALLA
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ANNEX VI

LIST OF DOCUMENTS BEFORE THE FOURTH MEETING OF THE

UMEP/CHS/Conf.4.1 (Rev.1)

UREP/CH5 /Conf.4.2
{Annex 1, Rev.2)

UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.3 (Rev.1)
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.4 (Rev.1)
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.1
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.2
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.3
UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.5.4

UHEF /CHMS fConf . 4.7
fand Corr.1)

UNEP/CMS/Conf.4.8

UNEP/CMS /Conf.4.9
UHEP}EHSIEDH!.&.IL

UNEP/CMS /Conf.4.12

UHEP/CHS /Conf.4.13
UHEP/fCHS fconf.4.14
UHEP/CHS fConf.4.15

Information papecs

UNEP/CMS/Inf. 4.1

UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.2

UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.3 (Rev.1)
UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.4 (Rev.1)

UNEPS/CMS/Inf.4.5
{and Corr.l)

UNEP/CHS/Inf.4.6 (Rav.l)

UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.7
UNEP/CHS/Inf.4.8
UNEP/CMS/Inf.4.9

CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

Provisional Agenda

List of Documenta

Provisional Timetable

Proviasional Rules of Procedure

Report of the Secrecariat

Report of the Depoaitary

feport of the Standing Committes

Report of the Scientific Couneil

overview of Parcty Reports

Review of Article IV Ahgreements Concluded

or under Development

Guidalines on the Harmonization of Future Agreements
Btrategy for the Future Development of the Convention

Proposales for Amendments to Appendices I and II of
the Convention

Financial Support for the Convention (and Add.1l})
Institutional Arrangements

Date, Venue and Funding of the Hext Heeting of the
Conference of the Partica

Liast of CHS Parties am at 1 May 1994

List of Range S5tates of Migratory Species included
in the CHS Appendices

List of National Focal Points for CMS
List of CMS Scientific Councillora

Report of the Fifth Meetlng of the Sclentlfle
Council (Nalrobli, June 19%94)

Summary Report of the Eleventh HMeeting of the
Standing Committea (Mairobi, June 1994}

Taxt of the Convention
hppendices I and II of the Convention

CHE MAgreement Summary Sheets
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In addition, the texts of various draft resclutions and recommendations were
circulated for discussion and eventual adoption (see annexes I and II of these
proceedinga) .

Reports on implementation of the Conventlon received from the following
parties (21 in all) also were circulated: Australia, Belglum, Benin, Burkina
Faso, Denmark, Eurcpean Community, France, Germany, Guinea, India, Israel,
Netherlands, Niger, Norway, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Sri Lanka,
sweden, United KEingdom and Uruguay. All of these Party reports (plus that of
Luxembourg, which was received after the conference) are contalned in tha
addendum to the present procesdings.

Further communications (i.e., reports andfor opening statementa) from the
following Party and non-Party States, and non-governmental organizations were
circulated during the conference: Belarus, Georgla, Hyanmar, Pakistan,
Slovakia, Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom, Birdlife Internaticnal, and
Fédération des Assoclations des Chasseurs de la C.E.E. (FACE) / Conseil
International de la Chasse ([CIC). These national reporta and opening
gtatements are also reproduced in the addendum to the present proceedings.

Jess
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ANNEX VII

FOURTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES
HAIROBI, KENYR, 7=11 JUHE 1994

LIST OF PRARTICIPANTS

PARTIES
Argenling

Liz. Paldo Cancvari, Hend of delegarion
Humedales Parn Las Amfricas

Monme 2142

1428 Capital Federal Buenns Aires

tel: {34 1) TRI GLES
fax: (454 1) TRl 6115
c-mall: canevariffwamani org.ar

Austmlin

Dr. Peter Bridgewater, Head of delegarion
Chiel Exceutive Dilicer

Australisn Mature Comserestion Apency
G.P.0. Box 636

Canberra ACT 2601

el {461 & 2500 222
fax: (46l 6) 2500 238

ila:  an 6207

e-mail: phridgesdianca eri gov.au

Mas. Karen Weaver, Allernnle
Coondinalor, Migratory Specics Program
Australisn Moture Conscrealion Apcncy
G.P.0. Box 636

Canberra ACT 2601

tel: {61 6 2 352

fnx: (+61 6) 230D 314

Ux: an 62971

c-matl: kweavenifanca crin.gov.ai

Mr. Demnis B Mislon, Adviter

Chicl Exccutive Officer

Deparment of Enviromment
apd Malural Resources

G.P.O. Box 1047

144 King William Street

Adelide SA 5001

el (61 &) 2264 026
fax: {61 &) 2264 324

Beelgriom

Mr. Jean Renaubl, Mead of delegarion
Mindsiére de agricublure

Adminisiration de la recherche agronomique
21, avenve du Bowlevard, 7& éage

B-1210 Bruxclles

el (+32 2) 211 TAZ3
fax: (432 2) 201 7216
ilx: 23033 agrila

D, Boscline C, Jamar de Bolsce-Bewlels, Adviser
Institinl Royal des Sciences Maturelles

28, moe Vaulicr

B- 1040 Bruxelles 4

tel: {432 7) 627 4354
fax: (432 2) 640 4825

Ms. Brigite Vandenawwecle, Qbuerver
Ambassade de Belgique

Mairobi

KENYA

Benin

Mr. Anstide F, Adpademe, Head of delegation
Directcur- Adjoint

Direction des Foréls ol des Ressources Natupelles
B.P. 393

Coloiw

lel:  (+219) 33 06 62
fax: (+229333209273304 21

Burkina Faso

Me. Lamine Schopa, Nead af delegation
Mimistire de environnement o du lourisane
H.P. 7044

Ouagadougou 03

el (F226) 3324 T
fam: (+226) 30 67 67
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Cameroon

Dr. Jean Mpog Mje, Head of delegation
Drirecleur

Ecole di faunc de Garoaa

B.P. 271

Garmsim

tel: (+=237) 27112572731 35
fax: (+23T 2712327273135/ 2730233

Chile

Mr. Gonzslo Gonedlez Rivera, Mead of delegaiion
lefe de la Seccidn Fauna de la
Comporacion Macional Forestal (CONAF)
Av, Bilnes 259
07604 Santisgo

fel:  (+36 1) 606 6677
fax: (456 2) 671 5881

Mr. Frank Simclair, Alernate
Embajads de Chile

Mairabi

KEMYA

ek (+254 2) 3313 20
fax: (+254 2) 2] 56 48

Dr. Rabeno P, Schisiter-Vollmann, Adviser
Instiuile de Zoologia

Universidad Ausim] de Clile

Canilla 567

Valdivia

tcl: (+5663) 215026/ 213910 /22 14 08
fax: (356 63) 21 20 53

Crech Repubilic

Dir. Jan Kubora, Head of deleparion
Ministey of ihe Environment
Mature Profection Department
Vrdovickd 65

100 10 Praha 10

el (+42 pETI2 1100 7 673 1529
fax: (+42 2) 6731 0308 / 6731 02T

Mr. Jirl Flousck, Alreruare

Krkonosc Mational Park Adminkstralion
Wrchlabi - zdmck

543 11 Vrehlabi

fel: (+42 438) 21011
fax: {442 438) 23005

Denmark

br. Soren Em, Head of delegation
Ministry of Environmenl

The Malional Forcst and Nalure Agency
Haraldsgade 33

DE-2100 Copenlagen O

tel: (445 39 47 23 03
fax: {+45) 39 27 58 99

Dir. Sien Ashirk, Alerrate

Ministry ol Environmenl

The Matbonal Foresi and Najure Agency
Haraldsgades 33

DE-2100 Copenbagen O

tel:  (+45) 30 47 28 05
fax; [+45) 39 17 98 99

Egypd

Dr. Esam Ahmed Elbadey, Nead of delegation
Egypian Environment Affaine Agency
riment of Prolecloraie Projects
23-A lsinagil Mohamed Sir,
Famalck
Caira

tel: (20 2) 340 6TTT I 3963
fax: (420 2j 340 5962

Eurepcan Camsmanily

Mr. Clans Stullmann, flead of delegation
Commission of the European Comrminilics
G X1 B2

00, Hue de s 1.og

B- 10408 Brussscls

el #32 2) 296 9506
fax: (432 2) 296 9554
tln: 21877 comeu b

Mr. Bachard Geiser, Alrernare
Commission of the Enropean Commumnilics
DG Xi

200, Buie de 1 Lo

B-1049 Brusscls

Il (432 2) 296 BYI2

fax: #32 3) 296 556
x: 21877 comeu b

Ji'ri



Finland

Mr. Esko Jaakkols, Heod of delegaiion
Ministry of Envirommcnl

P.O. Box 399

SF-00121 Helamka

tel: (4358 0) 160 3962
fax: [+358 0} 160 5540

Mr. Jukka B, Bisi, Afermme
Minisiry of Agricublure and Forestry
P.O0. Box 232

Liissnkaiu &

SF-000T] Helsinki

tel:  (+358 0) B0 16 01
fax: (4358 0} |60 4285

France

Ms. Martine Bigan, Head of delegaiton
Minisitee de 'environmement

‘W, svenue de Sépur

F-75302 Paris 07 5P

tel: (433 1) 4219 2021 7 1870/ 1971
fax: (433 1542191977

Germany

Mr. Gerhard Adams, Head of delegarion
Ministry of Environment

Referat N ] 3

Kenncdyallee 5

[D-53175 Bonn

tel: (049 228) 305 63D
fax: (49 22R) 305 2694 / 2695

Dr. Eugeniusz Mowak, Alrernare
Bumlezami [ir Maturschur
Mallwitzsirasse 1-3

[-53177 Bonn

tel:  (+49 228) 9543 417 / 501
fax: (449 228) 9543 500

Me, Asinid Thyssen, ddviser
Minmtry of Environment
Relferat N 1 3

Kennedyallee 5

53175 Bonn

tel: (449 228) 305 2634
fax: (449 220) 305 2604 [ 2605
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Germany

Ms. Roya Azadi, interpreter
Mimisiry of Environment
Referst Z | 2 (Sprachendiensi)
Petershergweg 63

53227 Bonn

fel: (49 228) 305 2275
fax: (+d4%9 230) 305 2693

Mr. Armin Kemn, inferpreter
Ministry of Environment
Relerat & | 2 (Sprachendicnst)
Petersherpwep 63

D-53227 Bonn

fel: (49 228) 308 224
fax: (449 220) 305 2693

Mr. Eckhard Radermacher, Obaerver
Embassy of Gemany

Dm:pu:rul:r. 10w

- 1062 Berlin

tel:  (+49 30) 323 5519

Glana

Mr. Nicholas Kwako Ankudcy, Flead of delegpanion
Depuy Chiel Gamee and Wildlife Oificer
Depanment of Game snd Wildlife

P.0. Box M 138

Aecra

tel: (4233 21) 664 654 [ 666 476
fax: {4233 21) 666 476

Guinea

Mr. Abdel Kader Bangoura, Head of delegation
Ministire des Ressources Naturclics,

des Energics d do I'Environnemen
Direction Nationale de I'Environncment
Diwision Protection de la Matwre

el de ses Ressourecs
B.P. 4665 (P)
Cinakry

fel:  (H224) 44 3T 42 1 44 38 68 1 44 24 20
fax: (+224) 44 24 B3 (' poud)
ilx: 22 315 pecel ge /22 350 mine geo ge
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Hungary

Mr. Caaba Fileky, MWead of delegarion
Ministry of Environment

Mational Autharity for Mature Conservation
Kalko u, 21

H-1121 Budapest X1

el (436 1) 156 2133 7 175 6458
fax: (436 1) 175 T457 / 175 6458

Dir. Sdmdor Cainyi, Advirer

Research Sciemisl, Head of Station

University of Agricullural Sciences

Educalionsl and Rescarch Instilule
for Game Biolopgy

Piter Kdroly vics, |

H-2100 Godalkd

Dir. Gyula Fibiin, Advizer
Ministry of Agricubiuns

Depariment of Agro-Envirenmenial Managomen

and Plapl Proteclion

Indix

Mr. Sublash Chandra Dy, Head of delegation
AddL. Inspector General of Forests

Ministry of Environment and Forests
Paryavaran Yaban, CG0 Complex, Rm. 126
Laodi Road

New Delld 110003

tel: (491 11) 436 2785
fax: (+91 117 436 0678
il w-B6185 doe

Israel

Dr, Elicrer Frankenbery, Nead of deleganion
Director

Scicnce and Management Drivision

Muture Heserves Authonty

T8 Yiemcyahu 5.

Jenmalem 98467

tel;  (+9T2 2) 38 74 71 / 3B BS 06
fax: (+9722) 38 34 05

Luzembourg
Represented by

Mr. Jesn Reosull, Head of delegation
Ministére de Pagrcultures

Administration de ln recherche agronomigue
21, avenue du Boabovard, & dage

B-1210 Bruxclles

iel: (432 2) 211 1323
fax: (#322) 211 7206
lx:  2M003 agnla

Mali

Mr. Masnwary Traord, Mead of delegation
Dircction nelinale des caux o fordls
BPE 275

Bamako

ik  [4+333) 22597
fax: [+323) X2 41 532
tx: 2615 my

Barscco

M. Abdcllah El Mastour, Head of deleganien
Mlinistiére ke ' Agricualiore ol i la
Mise en vabeur Agricole
Direction de Eaux et Fordls ol de I
Conscrvation des Sols
Halai, Clllah

tel: (#2127 T6 2694 7 Ta 25 aS
fam: (+2127) 76 44 46
ix: B 656

Maherlands

Br. Gerard T, Bocre, Head of delegation
Senjor Olkcer Indernstional Allairs
Minisiry ol Agricublune

Mature Manapement and Fislenes

F.O. Box 20401

ML-2500 EK ‘The Hapgue

tgls (31 70§ 379 3591 F 3007
fax: (#2321 70) 379 3751

s, Jan-Willem Suwcp, A Nermnie
Minisiry of Agricullung

Drivisien of Flora and Fauna
Spaargarensir. 4P

NL-2341 JX Ocpalgeest

k(431 70) 379 3258
fax: (431 70) 347 8228



HMetherlnds

Mr. Timo 5. Koser, ddviver
Permanenl Represenialive o UNEP
Royal Hetherlamile Binbazsy

P Box 41537

HMairobi

KENYA

bel: (4254 2) 27111

Prof. Dr. Wim 1. Wolll, Adviter

DLD Institude for Poresiry and Natore Rescarch
PO, Box 13

NL-6T00 AN Wapcningen

tel: (#3101 3434) 5 32 50 / 51
Fux: (&3] 3434) 5 52 88

Niger
Mr. Frangois Codjo Sessou, Nead of delegation

Division Faune - Péche ol Pocicuhure {DFFP)
B.P. 721, Minmcy

kel  (+22T) 73339
fx: (+37) 7327 84

Miperia

Mr. Shiiwus Apeakighir Manw, Head of delegation

The Presidency

Federn] Environmental Prolection Agency
FMB, 0176

Garki-Abuja

tel:  (+23 9) 523 4237
fax: {6234 9) 5233373

MNorway

Mr. Olal Nord-Yarhaug, Nead of delegarion
Directorate for Mature Managensen
Tungasletts 2

H-T005 Trondheim

tel:  (+47 T3) 58 05 OO
fax: (47 T3) 9] 54 33

M=, Gunn M. Paulsen, Alermmne
Senior Executive Officer
Dircctormte for Mabire Mansgemeil
Tungasiciin 2

M-T005 Trondhcin

el {447 73) 58 05 00
fam: (447 73] 91 54 72
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Pakistan

Mr. Abced Ullah Jan, Hewd of delegaiion
Inapeetor General Forests

Ministry of Food, Aprculivre & Livesiock
Block "B” Pak.

Sccrclarinl Room Mo, 322

Islarmabad

fel:  (+92 51) BIS 2E9 (w) 413 578 (res)
Fax: (92 51) 221 246 (isd)
fix:  5B44 minfa pk

Pansma

Mr. Roberio Arango, Nead of delegarion
Instilulo Mackonal de Recursos

Naturales Renovables (INRENARE)
Apariado 2016
Paraizo, Ancdn
Panamnd 3

tel:  (+301) 32 43 52
fx:  {+501) 32 40 87

D, Armando B. Martiner Valdes, Alernale
Presidenic

Fumbsckin Infercdanica Tropical

Aparisdo Posial 1353

Balbon, Ancin

tcl:  (+507) 64 1909 / 1936
fax: (+507) 64 1864

Fhilippines

Me. Marlynn M. Memlora, Head of delegation
Prolecled Arcas and Wildlife Burcau

Cuezon Avenue

Queron City 110]

tel: (63T 924 6001 te 35
fax: (+631) 24 0109

Saudi Arabia

Mr. Hany M. A. Tatwany, Head of delegation

Matbonal Commuission for Wildlife
Conservatbon and Development (NCWED)

P.O. Box 61681

Riyadh 11575

ek (+966 1) 441 8700
fax:  (+966 1) 44) 0797
Ux: 405930 snewed nj

,"‘ni-i-



UMEP fCHS /Conf.4.16
Page 1B2

Sawodi Aralsia

Dr. Hassan M. Folemban, Alteroare

Mational Commission for Wikdlife
Conservation and Developmenl (NCWCD)

P.O. Box 9028

Faculty of Scicnee

Jeddahk 21413

el (+966 2) &40 1703
fax: (+966 3) &40 1703
the:  &01141 kuunmi 5)

M. Muhammad Zuhair Hassanais, Adviser

Mational Commission for Wildble
Conservation and Development (MCWCD)

P.0. Box 61681

Riyadh 11575

el (966 1) 441 000
fax: (#9566 1) 441 OT07

Sc.rhng.ll

Dir. Scydina lssa Sylla, Meod of delegaiion
Dircctour

Direction des parcs palionais

B.P. 5135

Dakar-Fann

kel (4221324 4221
fax: (+220) 3292 46

Sauth Alrica

Dr. Picter Botha, Mead of deleginion
Deputy Dirceior: Species Copervalion
Depariment of Environnsenl Affairs
Pretorius Sircct 315

Privale Bax X447

Pectaria 0401

ik {47 12} 310 3575
fax: (3T J2) 322 6287

K. Johann Lombard, Alreraare
Direcior General

Depariment of Environmsen Afisirs
Pretorimstraal 315

Priveatsaak X447

Poctioria (000

iel:  {4+2712) 310 3578
fax: (4+2712) 332 2682

South Alrica

Dr. Miclocl Colben, ddviver

Capse Mature Comscrvation (Eastern Cape)
Privale Bag X1126

Pari Elizabicih G000

wel: (27 41) 350 2179
fax: (+2741) 33 74 &8

Dr. Rod M. Randall, Adviser
Matioenal Parks Board
Soulhern Parks

P.O. Box 176

Sedpefichd 6573

il #27 4455) 31302 7 31366
fax: (27 4455) 32331

Prof, Lies Underhill, daiier
University of Capetiosn
Deparimsent of Slatistcal Sounccs
Randclsosch T00

wel: (27 201) 650 3337
fax: (427 13) 850 3918

Mr. €. D. Coleman, baerver
South African High Commission
PO, Box 42441

Mairuli

KEMYA

tel: (4254 2) 215 616718
fax: (4254 2) 223 687

5n Lanka

Mr. Charles Perera Altanayuke, Mead of delegarion
Depuiy Dhineclor

Depanment of Wildlile Conservation

B2 Rajanaslwatic Road

Batlaramulla

el {494 1) 8670 85 [ B4
fax: {494 1) 8670 B8R

Swden
K. Svanie Losbpmist, Hewd of delegation
Ministry of Environment and Matural Resourecs

5103 33 Stocklwlm

tclk  #46 B) T3 2064 1 TEY 1000
fax: (+468)219170



Sweden

Mr. Ambers Bjftrvall, Alermme
Swedish Envirommenial Proteetion Apency
5-171 85 Solna

tel:  (+46 8) 799 1366
fax: (+46 8) 790 1402

Timésin

Mr, Abdelhamid Karem, Flead of delegarion
Direction Gencrle des Forlls

A0, Alsin Savary

1042 Tunis

kel (#2164 1) 282 64]
fax: (#2016 1) 2RT 487

United Kingdran

Mr. Roberi Hepaorh, Flead of delegation
Hiead of Global Wildlife Divition
Depariment of the Environment

Tollgate Howse, Room 813-A

Houbon Sirect

Bristol BS2 0]

tel: (444 2T2) BTR 277
[mx; (44 272) 878 GRE [ 317
il 449321 wlgie g

Dr. Michacl ). Ford, Alleraane

Joint Nature Conscrvalion Commilce
Monksione House

Culy Road

Peierbomugh PE1 117

fel: (4 dAd TV BROGGR 177 6 2626
fax: {-+44 7235 55 50 48 7 89 30 7]

Mr. Robin kdin Groombridge, Afermaie
Department of the Envirommenl
European Wildlife [Nvisson

Tollgate House, Boom 904

Houllon Strect

Bristol BS2 90

el (444 271) 878 X%
fax: (444 272) 878 182

Mr. Richard Hephum, Altermnie
Bepariment of the Environment
Tallgate Howuse, Rsoss 92
Brstol BS2 203

tel: (444 272) 878 292
fax; (444 273 878 317
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Mr. Mark R. Monon, Alermme
Enviromiment, Scicnce & Encrpy Depariment
Foreign and Commonweahh Office

King Charles Sircet

London SWIA 2AH

fel:  (+44 T1) 210 0436
Bax: (44 T0) 210 0247

Mr. Gerry MeCrudden, Advizer
British High Commission

PO, Bax 30465

Mairobi, KENY A

Dr. Michaco! E. Moscr, Adviver
Internstinnal Waterfowl and Wellands

Rescarch Barean {IWRE)
Shimbridge, Gloscester GL2 TEX
UNITED KINGDROM

fel: (444 433) B0 624 [ 634
fax: (+44 453) 890 657

Sir K. Prendergast, Advizer
British High Commizsion
P.0. Box 30465

Mairobi, KENYA

tel: (254 2) 33 59 24

Ms. Jane Kabaki, Obaerver
Britich High Commizson
0. Hox 30465

Mairabi, KENYA

el:  (+254 2) 33 59 44
fax:  (+254 2) 23 3] %6

Unuguay

Dr. Jorge L. Cravina Casiro, Head of delepation
Diareetor de la Diviasin Fausa

Ministenio de Gansderin, Agricaltura y Pesca
Cerrito 318

11000 Moptevideo

tel: (5398 2) 95 84 34 [ 05 67 41
fax: (598 2) 95 &4 26

]|I+++
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OBSERVERS | NON-PARTY STATES

Anmcnia

Prof. Bduard Yavrouyan ®
Yorovan University
Mraviama 1

Yerevan 375045

tel:  (+7 BBS2) 55 47 TR/ 63 31 B4
fax: (+7B852) 1514 52715 10 69

Austiria

Dr. Heima Melz
Burgenlindisches Landcsmuscum
Museumgasse 1-5

A-T000 Eiscnsiacd

el {+43 2687) 626 52
fam: {43 2682) 636 753 000

Harbados

M. Vemnesc lnniss

Minstry of Environment, Housing and Lands
Frank Walcoti Building, 4ih Floor
Caollymore Rock

51 Michael

el: (1 B09) 431 Tes2
fax: (+1 BO9) 437 BRSO

Belarus

KMr. Your Vyarovich

Inatitute of Foology Academy of Scicnces
Siate Commitice ol Ecology

Skorina Str., 27

T200T2 Minsk

tel: (+T0072) 39 51 92 / 63 70 64
fax: {47 0172) 20 55 43

Central Alfrican Republic

Mr. Micaise Mgoupande ®

Directeur de la Faune

Ministere deas Eaux Foréls of de |'Envirennemsnt
B.P. B30

Bangui

fax: (+236) 6] 66 20/ 61 01 63 / 61 10 BS

Chad

Ms. Saglar Djerang

Dircetion des parcs nalionsux of réserves do fmunc
Minisitre de Magriculiure et de environnement
B.P. 905, N'Djzmena

tel  {+235) 5123 08
fax: (+235) 51 22 61

China

Mr. Meng Sha

Chiel of Wildlife Conservation Divisien
Ministry of Forestry

Hugingli

100714 Beijing

el (+86 1) 427 1643
fax: (86 1) 421 4180 1 431 9149

Ciie d'lvoire

Mir. N °Cho N'Gueessan

Ministére de I'Environsement ol du Tounsme
B.F. WV 184

Abisdjan

fel:  (+235) 22 66 25
Bx: (+225) 229322

Dusminican Hipullie

hs. Cecilia Herndnder

Buhdireciors de Vida Silvesire

Secrctaria de Esiado de Agraculinra
Sulsceretaria de Estsdo de Recursos Maturales
Departumcoto de Vids Silvestre

Centro de Jos Hémes

Sanlo Dominga

el (1 B0 533 049
fax: (41 B09) 533 D045
{1 B9y 533 3397 (Depl. of Exlormr)

Estoni

Me. Tidt Ramdla *
Ministry of Environment
24 Toompuicsice
EE-0100 Tallinn

tel: (#2372 ) 4505 24
fex: (+23722)4531 10
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Georgia Lebanon
Mr, Grigori Abramia Mr. Axsnd A, Scrkal *
Head of Infernational Affair Deparimen Socicty for Protection of Nature in Lebanon (SPHL)
Minsstry of Envirmnment P.0. Box |1-5665
6i&a Kostava Str Eeeirut
IROD] S Thilisi

fel: (%60 1) 342 T F 343 T40 7 244 B14
lel: (7 BEIT) 23 06 64/ 36 15 &9/ 9B R] BD fax: (4961 1) 603 208
fax: (7 BE3Z) 98 34 25 il 21D be sari

e AR dewmi

L.itlinnia
Chwimen: Rissan
Mr. Eupenijus Drobelis

Mr. Guilhenne Da Costa * Baviropmental Proloclion Departmeont
Mimistére du Dévcboppeneem Rumle Juoeapaviciau 9
ol de PAgriculture (MDRA) 2600 ki
Ancien Camp Militnire Sia, Luzia
B.P i tel: {42370 2) 152 B0

fax: (+3702) 358 020
tel:  (+245) 22 17 B0 1 2] 43 65 (res)
fam: #245) 20 10 68 (ILCMN) £ 22 10 19 (FFADY

Malaad
Kenya Mr, lohn Mihapangam B. Mphande ®
Department of Mational Parks and Wildhife
Mr. Tom Kabii Box 30131
Kenya Wildlife Scrvice Lilongwe 3
P.O. Box 40341
Mairohi tel:  (+265) 723 566 / T23 676

fax: (+265) 723 D=9
tel: (4254 3) 501 0R1/2
fax: (4254 3 505 Bo6

Morambrigus
Dr. Mathan Gichiuki Mr, Bartolomeu Solo ®
Mational Museums of Kenya D.N.F.F.B. - Wildlife Depariment
PO Box A06G5E C.P 1406
Mairals Mapuin
el (254 2) T4 21 62 x 243 ek (+258 1) 46 00 36
fax: (425425 T4 14 24 fax: (258 1) 46 0D 60
ilz: 22892
Myanmar
Me. Cegilia M. Gichuki
Matinnal Muscums of Kenys br. Thein Lwin
F.O. Box 40658 Mational Project Dircclor
Mairohj Matkonal Parks and Protected Arcas
Mapagement Project, Forest Department
tel: (254 2) T4 20 624 1 T4 20 324 Weal Gyogon
Fax: (#3254 2)74 1424 Inscin, Yangon

iy IR

fax:  (+95 1) 64457 1 92739 (UNDF
tx: (495 1) 64336
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Papus Mew Guinca

Mr. Samucl Antiko

Depanment of Enviroamenl and Conservalion
P.0. Box 6601

Boroko

el {+675) 25 48 83
fux: (-+575) 25 91 52

Peru

Mg, lrma Irmids Bricefo Sdnchez
Institute Macional de Recursos Malurales
Calle Diccisicle M* 355

Urb. El Palomar

San lidro

Lima

tel: (451 14) 410 425
fax: (+51 14) 414 606

Poland

Mr. Zygmuni Kreeminski ®

Ministry of Environmenial Proleciion,
Matural Resmirecs and Forestry

Wawelika 52/54

PL-00 922 Warszawa

wel: (k4B 23y 256 204
fax:  (-+48 22y 254 TOS

Republic of Moldava

Mr. lon Bejenar

Depariment of Environmentsl Prolection
T3, bd Sicfan cel Mare

Chissnau 2T

wl: (#3732 16
fx: (#2373 2) 22 38 06

Rusazan Federation

Fral. Yiadimir E. Flinl *
Ministry of Ecolagy
Lomonosovaki Prospoct 14-493
FIT20G Miscmw

el (+7 095) 938 D656

Slovalkes

Mr. Jaroslav Swog ®

Ministry af Environment

Depariment of Moture and Lambcape Protection
Hibaks 2

B12 35 Bratislava

tel:  (+43T) 492 D029 [ 492 451-9
fax: (+427) 211 368

Shwvenia

Mr, Robori Bolpesic ®

Instilule for Conscrvalbon of
Matural and Cubsiral Hemtage

Plecnikay irg. 2

PO, Box 176

& Ol 1 jubsljama

bel: (386 615 213 0027 213 083 ¢ 1261 321
fax: (+38661) 213 120

Swalzerland

Mr. Haymend Prerme Lebean

Ofhee Bdéal de Penvisonnament, des
fordis el du paysape (OFEFF)

Dhivision principale Projection Jde la
nalupe ol dJii paysage

Hallwylsirassa 4

CH-3003 Horne

el (+401 30) 312 8064 7 322 93E9
fax: (441 301) 322 9981

The former Yugoslay Republic of Macedonia

Prof. Branko Miceveki

Bird Study and Proteciion Society of Macedonia
Zonligical Deparinicnt, Facully of Sckence
Skogge 91000

tel: {389 91) 161 T9E / 261 330
fax: {-+385% 90) 228 141

Tingan

Br, Abidi Kdeim Mo
Dapestenr dus Parcs Malminanux,

des Hiserves Je Famne ol de Chassc
H.P, 3155
Lomaé

el [+2X28) 21 40 29
fax: {+228) 21 40 29



Tugkey

Dy, Ferda Gilrkan *

Autlenrigy For the Prolection of Spocial Arcas
Korn Sok Mo, 33, GO P

6T Ankars

fel:  (#90 312) 438 140
fam: {490 317} 440 B553

Uganda

M. Mowcs J, Okun

Ministry of Tourism & Wildlife
Game Depariment

P.0. Box 4

Fitehhbe

fel:  (H256 42) 2007 20597 (rea)

Ukraine

M. Vassili Pridatko

Ministry for Environmental Prolection
Monitoring Depariment

5 Ehreshatik Str,

252001 Kiev

tcl: {7 044y 222 6389
fax: [+7 044) 230 8050

United Bepublic of Taneania

Mr. Emanuel L. M. Scverre *

Ministry of Touriem, Nalural Resources
ancl Enviromnesnt

Department of Wildlife

PO, Box [994

Dar es Salaam

el [+255 51) 33330/ 212410 5 132
fax: [(+255 51) 23230
tlx: 41725 pareio 2

fambia

Mr. Livimila .|"||.ll'l'l'F|1h .
Planming Oifcer

Ministry of Environseenl and Matural Resourees

P.0. Box 34001
Lisuakn

Rel: 260 1) 2537 01/ 25 30406
fax: (+260 1) 253952 /233 23
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Limbhahwe

Mr, Joseph Chizoner *
Departinent of Matural Besonirces
PO, Box C4 385, Camscway
Harare

el (4263 4) 70 56 71
fax: (4203 4) 79 3] 23

" Pan-time

Fies
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UNITED NATIONS

United Mutions Environment Frogramms

Ms. Mona Bybrklund

Sensor Programme Officer

Wildlife and Protected Arcas Lnat,
Environmental Mansgement

P.O. Box 30552

Muirohi, KENYA

icl: (4254 2} 623240

Mr. Pekka Juuscla

Fund Programme Management Branch
P.O. Box 30532

Mairobi, KEMYA

el (#2254 3) 623 63172
fax: (4254 2) 227 057

Convenlion on International Trade in
Endanpgened Speches Wild Fauna and Flors

Mr, Jagues 5. Bemey
CITES Seentanad

Case postale 456

15, Chemin des Andmoncs
CH-1219 Chbtelaine (GE)
SWITZERLAND

tel: (441 22) T2 9139
fax: [+41 22) 797 3417

Convention on Uhe Conservation of
Migratory Species of Wild Aninals (CMS)

Mr. Amull Miiller-Helmbireckn
Co-ordimatar

UNEMNCKMS Seerclarial
Mallwilgstrasse 1-3

[-53177 Bonn

GERMANY

el (254 2) 9542 501
fax: (#254 2) 9543 500

Mr. Douglas Hyklz
Programme Dificer
UMNEP/CMSE Sceretarial
Mallwizstrasse 1-3
053177 Bonn
GERMAMNY

gl (4254 ) 9542 501
fux: {4254 ) 9543 500

NTERGOYE e

Copventsmn on Wellsmls of lidermational
Imporance Especially ax Waterfow] Habitat
{Ramsar, 1971)

Mr. Anderson Koyo
Ramsar Convenlion Biircai
Ruc Mauverncy 28

CH-1 196 Gland
SWITEERLAND

el (41 22993 0170
fam:  {-+41 22 999 0169

x40 624
NON.GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Alrican Centre for Technalogy Swudics (ACTS)

Crr. AMscrt Bwsiaig

Alrican Centre for Technology Stdics (ACTS)
0. Box 45917

Mairobi

KENYA

weh: (254 7) 56 51 73

BindLife Inlcrnalional

Mr. John O Sullivan

BindLife Inlermational

ol RSPH

The Loalpe

Sandy, Bedfondsline 3G9 2.
UMNITED KINGDROM

wh:  [+dd T6T) 680 551
fax: {44 T6T) 692 65
tle:  B2469 rsph

Mr. David E. Prilchard
RirdLific Inicenational

efo R5PB

Thee Laosidige

Sandy, Bediondshire SG19 2DL
UNITED KINGDOMM

tel: (k44 TET) 6EO 551
fax; (#44 T67) 692 365
the:  EB2460 rupbyg



East African Wildlife Sociely

Mr. John K. Keter

Bast African Wikllife Socicly
P.Q. Box 20110

Mairchi

KEMYA

tel: {4254 2) T4 Bl T0/1723

Mr. Mwamba Shelc

Enst African Wildlife Socicty
P.0. Box 20110

Mabrhi

EEMYA

el {254 2) T4 B1 TOV11243
fax: (#3254 7) 74 68 GA

ECCHTERRA

Frofl, Julisp Baucr
Postlach 100

D-34314 Espenan 2
GERMANY

el (49 5673) 4003
fax: (+49 5671 4002
tlx: 965574 natur o

e-mnil:wildnet@obn, rer

Ms, Gladys Jepkasgey B
PO Box 30105

Mnirohi

KEMNYA

el (254 2) 562 512
frx: (4254 2) 562 512
comuil wildiac

Fédfration des Assocmtis de
Chassers de I'Unicn Evropéenne (F.A.C.E.)

Dir. ¥ves Lecogy
Secrfiaine Géndral

Fédéraiion des Avsocinlions de
Chasseurs de |'Unson BEvropéenme (FA C.E.)
Rue F. Pelletier 82
B-1040 Brusscls
BELGILM

iel:  (#32 2) T2 6900
Bx: (432 7) T2 7072
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IUCH - The Warkd Conservatbon Union

Prof. Sieven Mjuguna

Coardinator, Biodiversity Conservalin Programane
Easiern Alrican Begional Technical Oifice

IUCN - The World Conservation Unson

PO, Box GR200

Mairohi, KENYA

fel: (4254 2) 50 26 50
fmx: (#2354 2) 60 B0 26
x: 25190 mcn i)

Mr., Paul Gnnri-up

Malire Conservation Burean Lid.

A6 Kinghsher Court, Hambridpe Road
Mewhury Berkabire RGI4 58)
UNITED KINGDOM

tel:  (+dd 635) 55 03 80
fam: (44 GI5) 5502 30

lalernational Comncil for Hunling
amal Gamse Conservataemn [C10)

Dir. Herhy Kalehrewler

CIC - Migraiory Bird Commission

cfo Buropean 'Wikdlife Rescarch Insiiiuie (EWT)
[-T9RAR Bonmdorl-Glashiine

GERMANY

lel:  (+49 T6E1) 1891
fax: {449 T653) 9260

OSIEMALA

Mr. Dmondi Joab Olicno
OSIENALA

PO, Box 4580

Kbmimu, KENYA

tel: (#2154 35) 42266

CONFERENCE-APPOINTED SCIENTIFIC
COUNCILLOR

Dr. Wilkam F. Perrin

Mational Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA
Sombwesl Fisherics Cenler

BG04 La Jolla Shores Drive

La Jolla, CA 92038

UNITED STATES

el (41 619) 546 TAG6
fax: (+1 619) 546 7003






