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Proposal 41: Proposal to include Hypancistrus zebra (zebra pleco) in Appendix I: 

 

Dr Matthew Bond, Scientific and Technical Adviser, Ornamental Aquatic Trade 

Association UK 

 

Thank you Chair for allowing me the floor, I am also speaking on behalf of the Ornamental 

Fish International (OFI), the European Pet Organization (EPO), the Sustainable Users 

Network (SUN) and many other pet trade and keeping organisations, together representing 

thousands of pet businesses and millions of pet carers worldwide and supporting the 

livelihoods of hundreds of thousands of people around the world. 

 

We would like to align ourselves with the analysis of this proposal undertaken by the UN 

FAO panel of independent experts. As stated in the panel’s report, this species does not meet 

the biological or trade criteria for listing. The listing proposal and subsequent information 

document 86 do not provide any data on population size or decline and has been revealed to 

make some erroneous claims about illegal removal. The expert panel interviewed the most 

quoted source who revealed that the figure of 10,000 individuals removed a month was the 

result of an unsubstantiated claim from an illegal trafficker not recorded seizures. This 

figure is further debunked by the CITES trade database showing that legal trade is supplied 

entirely by captive breeding which more than adequately meets global demand for this 

species. As explained by Israel in relation to proposal 40, when trade is not the reason for a 

decline in species, it is not appropriate for listing on Appendix I. 

 

We would also question the alternative solution that has been suggested that the species 

should be listed in Appendix II with zero quota from the wild. The fundamental principle of 

the convention states that Appendix II should contain ‘all species which although not 

necessarily now threatened with extinction may become so unless trade in specimens of 

such species is subject to strict regulation in order to avoid utilization incompatible with 

their survival’. Given that this species has been banned from export by the Brazilian 

authorities since 2004, the species is already under the strictest regulation. Listing on 

Appendix II would not achieve any additional conservation benefit for wild populations and 

would impact conservation efforts in the species’ native range. Captive breeders actively 

reduce demand for wild individuals and fund conservation efforts of this species in its 

native range. Listing on either of the appendices will negatively impact these conservation 

benefits for populations and discourage captive breeding. Given that captive breeding for 

export is not permitted in Brazil, any fish being exported from South America is likely to be 

illegal. As such, a more effective conservation measure would be improved enforcement of 

the existing ban by the range state and neighbouring authorities rather than listing on CITES 

appendices. 

 

Thank you Chair. 

https://www.fao.org/3/cc1931en/cc1931en.pdf
https://cites.org/sites/default/files/documents/E-CoP19-Inf-86.pdf

