
AMENDMENTS TO APPENDICES I AND II OF THE CONVENTION

Other Proposals

A. PROPOSAL

Inclusion of Ciconia ciconia in Appendix II.

B. PROPONENT

The Federal Republic of Germany.

C. SUPPORTING STATEMENT

1. ~om

11. Class: Ayes

12. Order: Ciconiiformes

13. Family: Ciconiidae

14. Species: Ciconia ciconia, Llnneaus, 1958.

15. Common Names: English: white stork
French: cigogne blanche
Spanish: CigUeffa
Afrikaans: Prinkaanvoel
Arabian: Hadschi—Laklak
Czech: Cap buy
Danish: Hvid Stork
German: Weissstorch
Hungarian: Feher golya
Italian: Ciconia bianca
Polish: Bocian bilay
Portuguese: Cegonha branca
Roumanian: Barza alba
Russian: Bielyj aist
Turkish: Leylek
Yugoslavian: Roda bijela

16. Code Numbers:

2. Biological Data

21. Distribution: The distribution range of the white stork includes
breeding, migrating and wintering areas. It extends from Europe
to the whole of Africa as well as through Arabia and Asia Minor
to India, Sri Lanka and West China. The subspecies Clconia C.

asiatica is confined to Asia and has to be seen separatly from
the nominate form Ciconia c. ciconia (Berndt & Meise, 1959;
Creutz, 1985).

C. c. ciconia breeds mainly in Europe (including Asia Minor) and
North Africa. Smaller populations breed in Syria, Israel and
Iraq (Creutz, 1985; Anon., 1988a). Moreover some small isolated
breeding areas exist in South Africa since some decades
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(Broekhuysen, 1965; Siegfried et al., 1976). The winter quarters
of C. c. ciconia are mainly located in the tropical savannas
between North and South Africa (SchUz, 1971).

The Asian subspecies breeds in the U.S.S.R. (Central Asia) and is
wintering in West China, Pakistan, India, Bangladesh and Burma as
well as sometimes in Sri Lanka (SchUz, 1963; Meyer de Schauensee,
1984; Creutz, 1985) (see Distribution Maps, Annex 1).

22. Population: At present the whole stock of C. a. ciconia is
estimated at about 137,000 breeding pairs. The greatest
population (120,000 pairs) occur in continental Europe (including
Turkey). Other populations exist in North Africa (16,350 pairs),
Iran (2,350 pairs), Israel (50 pairs) and South Africa (5—15
pairs). Small stocks probably breed in Syria and Iraq (no recent
information is available from these countries) (Anon., l988a).

The white stork has become extinct in Belgium (1895), Switzerland
(1950) and Sweden (1954). At present the populations of France
and the Netherlands are reported to be extinct (Anon., l988a).

Since 1900 the population in the Federal Republic of Germany have
decreased about 80 — 90% (Heckenroth, 1986), and the stocks of
the German Democratic Republic (Dornbusch, 1987), Hungary (Jakob,
1987), Romania, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Portugal and Spain about
50% and more (Rheinwald, in press). This drastical decline
differs from former fluctuations by the unusual long period of
continuous reduction, the perpetual regional extension as well as
the poor prospect of natural recovery (Anon., l988a). In
Switzerland (Bloesch, 1980), Belgium, the Netherlands (Anon.,
l988a), France (Schierer, 1986) and the Federal Republic of
Germany (Anon., l988a) small (mostly non migratory) populations
could be established by reintroduction.

So far the number of white storks in Austria, Poland (Rheinwald,
in press) and in the Czechoslovakia (Rejman & Stollman, 1986)
remain stable. An important expansion (since 1900 about 17,000
pairs) is registrated in the U.S.S.R. (Veroman, 1987; Anon.,
l988a). However, the populations of Greece, Turkey, Iran and
Morocco are still declining. An especially strong reduction is
recorded in Algeria (Rheinwald, in press).

(Detailed data about recent and former stocks, see Annex 2).

Information about the Asian subspecies is scarce. The population
is estimated at only 600 breeding pairs (Bezzel, 1985). Because
of abundant hunting a further decline can be expected (Creutz,
1985).

23. Habitat: C. c. ciconia uses different types of open habitats like
riverine flats, wet meadows, ricefields, pastures and extensively
cultivated fields. Favoured breeding places are singular trees,
cliff ledges, roofs, spires and pylons. Vastly open areas in
vicinity of water or even dry steppes and savannas with abundance
of food are used as winter quarters (Bezzel, 1985; Creutz, 1985).

The species feeds exclusively on animals. Mainly reptiles,
amphibians as well as great amounts of different invertebrates,
especially earth—worms and locusts serve as food (Bezzel, 1985;
Creutz, 1985).



The intensivation of land cultivation resulted in the destruction
of the habitats of the white stork. This is the most important
reason for the extinction of the species in many European
regions. Because of the continuous drainaging of wet meadows,
dyking and surfacing of river sides and other cultivation
measures a further drastical reduction of most of all European
populations can be expected (SchUz, l980a; Bezzel, 1982;
Heckenroth, 1986; Htilzinger, 1986).

Information about the habitat of the Asian white stork is rare
(Creutz, 1985). The diet mainly consists of reptiles and insects
(Johansen et al., 1954).

3. Trade Data

31. National Utilization: In most African countries (especially in
West and Middle Africa) the white stork is used as food. In
contrast to Egypt where the white stork is eaten only sometimes
(Amer in litt., 1988), it is a frequently used article of food in
Sudan (Anon., 1986b) and most of all in Mali (Anon., l988a) and
Senegal (Creutz, 1985). Moreover the feathers, bones and beaks
are used for the production of head dresses, arrows, household
goods and medicine in Niger, Nigeria and Zambia (Creutz, 1985).
The beaks of white storks are desirable game trophies in Lebanon
(Creutz, 1985).

The Asian subspecies is used as food in the U.S.S.R. (Middle
Asia) and particularly in Afghanistan. Moreover, in China,
chopsticks are made of the greater bones (Creutz, 1985).

32. Legal International Trade: Data on international trade are rare.

According to the Ministry of the Environment in Denmark trade in
white storks does often occur, mainly between zoological gardens.
lately 7 white storks arrived at the Zoological Garden in
Copenhagen, Denmark, sent from Ruhr Zoo, Gelsenkirchen in F.R.
Germany. Denmark also received white storks from Polish
zoological gardens lately (Sloth in litt., 1988) (see also
Annex 3).

In the Netherlands there is very little legal trade in the white
stork which is limited to zoo—born specimens between zoos
(Openneer in litt., 1988).

Imports:

Switzerland 1985: 13 F.R. Germany *

1979: 12 Bulgaria, 5 Poland
1981: 8 F.R. Germany ~
1983: 1 France ~

1984: 1 F.R. Germany
1985: 2 F.R. Germany ~



Exports:

Switzerland 1982: 12 F.R. Germany *

1983: 10 F.R. Germany ~, 2 Sri Lanka **

1984: 40 F.R. Germany ~, 2 F.R. Germany **

1985: 10 Italy, 6 France, 2 F.R. Germany
1986: 11 F.R. Germany **, 6 Italy

(* = for reintroduction; ** = exchange by ZOOS)

(Ref.: Dollinger in litt., 1988)

In the past Ciconia c. ciconia was exploited in India for trade,
mainly for export (Agrawal) in litt., 1988).

Recent travellers in Syria have noted a marked increase in the
number of stuffed birds for sale, including white storks (Anon.,
l988b).

White storks have been legally imported to Sweden for two
privately owned stork farms, which aim to breed storks for
reintroductions (Esping & Hedlung in litt., 1988).

33. Illegal Trade: According to Blanke, Scientific Authority of CITES
in the Federal Republic of Germany, live specimens from Poland
are offered in the Federal Republic of Germany (Blanke pers.
com., 1988).

In 1981, 18 white storks were confiscated in the Federal Republic
of Germany. The country of origin was probably Bulgaria (KUnkele
in litt., 1989).

34. Potential Trade Threats: The winter quarters of the drastically
declining white stork populations of Middle ans Southwest Europe
and North Africa are mostly in such African countries where the
meat as well as products of feathers, bones and beaks are
desirable trading articles (Creutz, 1985). The annual losts of
white storks can amount to several hundreds of birds in Niger and
Senegal (Creutz, 1985) and even to several thousands of birds in
Mali (Anon., l988a). Well organized trapping expeditions are
persecuting the species in Nigeria (Anon., l986a). The survival
of natural white stork populations (especially local remaining
stocks) in North Africa, South—West and Middle Europe can only be
saved, if the protection will increase by a better control of
trading and hunting.

White storks of the Asian subspecies are hunted in the Middle
Asian breeding range (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) and
most of all on their passage through Afghanistan. With regard to
the probably poor stock, strict protection measures are urgently
required to preserve C. e. asiatica (Creutz, 1985).

4. Protection Status

41. National:

Algeria: The species is protected by law (Decree concerning the
protection of wild animal species) since 02.08.1983.

Austria: As an endangered species the white stork is protected in
the federal lands of Austria (Erdpresser in litt., 1989).



Belgium: The species is protected since 1968 (Tambeur in litt.,
1989).

Cameroon: Hunting of the species is restricted since 29.07.1983.

Congo: The species is protected by law since 21.04.1983.

Cyprus: The species is fully protected by national law [Ministry
of Agriculture and National Resources (Cyprus) in litt.,, l988J.

Czechoslovakia: The species is protected (Slovak National Council
Law on the free—living animals conservation, Decree No. 125/1965)
(Lucinkiewi cz in litt.,, 1988).

Denmark: The species in totally protected since 1894 (Skov, 1985).

Ethiopia: The species is protected totally by law (Mahamued in
litt•, 1988).

Egypt: At present no protection at national level but the
inclusion of the species in the list of protected birds en Egypt
is proposed (Amer in litt., 1988).

F. R. Germany: The species is especially protected since
01.01.1987 (BArtSchV. from 19.12.1986).

German Dem. Rep.: The species is protected by law
(Artenschutzbestimmung v 01 04 1984) and is included in the
category of protected threatened species (Grummt inlitt., 1988).

India: The species is protected by law (Schedule IV of the Indian
Wildlife Protection Act, 1972). Export of this species or
products obtained from the same is not permitted (Bist in litt.,
1988).

Israel: The species is fully protected by law (Perry in litt.,
1988).

Labanon: The species is protected (Hoyek in litt., 1988).

Lesotho: The species is protected by law against hunting (Game
Preservation Proclamation) since 06.08.1951.

Liechtenstein: The species is protected by national law
(Dollinger in litt., 1988).

Malawi: The species is protected by law (Wild Birds Protection
Act) since 1959.

Mali: The species is protected by law since 1969.

Morocco: The species is protected (Arrêté du Ministre de
l’Agriculture No. 582—62) since 3 November 1962 (Karmouni in
litt., 1988).

Netherlands: The species is fully protected under the Bird
Protection Act (Openneer in litt., 1988).

Nigeria: The species is protected by law (Wild Animals
Preservation Act) since 30.05.1961.
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Senegal: The species is protected by law since 1967.

Sierra Leone: The species is protected by law (Wildlife
Conservation Act) since 1972.

South Africa (Natal): The species is protected by law (Nature
Conservation Ordinance) since 21.08.1974.

Sudan: The species is protected by law (Preservation of Wild
Animals Act) since 1976.

Sweden: The species is fully protected by law (Esping & Hedlung
in litt., 1988).

Switzerland: The species is protected by national law (Dollinger
in litt., 1988).

Zaire: The species is protected by law since 1982.

Zimbabwe: The species is protected by law (Nduku in litt., 1988).

[Ref.: IUGN (1986), African Wildlife Laws]

42. International: The white stork is included in class A of the
“African Convention on the Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources’•.

The white stork is included in Appendix II of the “Bonn
Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild
Animals”.

The species is included in Appendix II of the “Berne Convention
on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats”
with special regard for the maintenance of habitats.

In the “European Community Directive on the Conservation of Wild
Birds” the white stork is included in Appendix I. Especially
protected habitats are declared in the Federal Republic of
Germany, Greece, Portugal and Spain.

Although the “Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance Especially as Waterfowl Habitat” includes no
appendices of threatened species, Ramsar sites in Austria,
Bulgaria, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Hungary, the
Islamic Republic of Iran, Portugal, the U.S.S.R. and Spain as
well as in Yugoslavia are of vital importance to the white stork.

43. Additional Protection Needs: In Lebanon and Syria 4,000 —

6,000 white storks are killed annually on their passage. Lasts
of a similar amount can be presumed to occur in the African
winter quarters (Anon., l988a).

The perpetual decline of the breeding populations in North
Africa, South—West and Middle Europe is strengthened by the
continuous hunting of the species in the migrating and wintering
areas. Food shortage due to severe drought in the Sahel region
might also be a main factor affecting the species in West Africa
(Candeias & Araiijo, in press). An extinction of local remaining
populations cannot be excluded.
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The organization of some research with conservational purpose in
the wintering grounds is urgently needed and may be a possible
way of controlling the decrease of the white stork population in
Europe (Candeias & Aratijo, in press).

Especially the population of the Asian subspecies is threatened
by hunting (Creutz, 1985), so that improved protection is
urgently required.

5. Information on Similar Species

The Oriental stork (Ciconia c. boyciana) is different from C. C.

ciconia by its black and more massivly formed bill. The callowed skin
of the chin and around the eyes is red instead of black and the
feathers of the Oriental stork are less contrastly. However, the
juveniles of European and Oriental white storks resemble each other in
general by having a brownish plumage. The nestlings of C. c. ciconia
and C. c. boyciana also have no substancial distinctions in the colour
of their bills, which are blackish or brownish (Dement’ev & Gladkov,
1951).

The Zoological Survey of India proposes the inclusion of C. c. ciconia
in Appendix I of CITES, together with C. c. boyciana as this is very
much desirable for the safety of C. c. boyciana which may be exploited
in the guise of the nominate subspecies (Agrawal in litt., 1988).

In the opinion of some authors the Oriental storks has to be seen as a
separate species (Creutz, 1985).

Its distribution extends from the Southeastern U.S.S.R. to China (see
Annex 1). In Corea as well as in Japan the species has become extinct
during the last few years (Olney, 1986). Ciconia c. boyciana is
already included in Appendix lof CITES since 20.06.1976.

6. Comments from Countries of Origin

Austria: Takes the view, that the inclusion of the white stork in
Appendix II seems not to be necessary because no significance of trade
exists at present, but would raise no objections if it appears to be
suitable from international reasons (Erdpresser in litt., 1989).

Cyprus: Would in principle raise no objection for the inclusion of
this species in Appendix II [Ministry of Agriculture and Natural
Resources (Cyprus) in litt., 1988].

Czechoslovakia: Supports the proposal (Lucinkiewicz in litt., 1988).

Egypt: Agrees with the proposal (Amer in litt., 1988).

Ethiopia: Welcomes the proposal (Mahamued in litt., 1988).

Gabon: Would support the proposal (Memvie in litt., 1988).

Germand Dem. Rep.: Has no objections to the inclusion of the species
in Appendix II (Grummt in litt., 1988).

India: Does not have any objection to the proposal (Bist in litt.,
1988).



The Zoological Survey of India proposes the inclusion of C. c. ciconia
in Appendix I of CITES, together with C. c boyciana, because it Is
very much desirable for the safety of the latter which may be
exploited in the guise of the nominate subspecies (Agrawal in litt.,
1988).

Islamic Republic of Iran: Agrees with the proposal (Dabiri in litt.,
1989).

Israel: To their point of view there seems to be no need for the
inclusion of the white stork in Appendix II. But Israel would
certainly support the proposal if international trade in other
countries would constitute a significant factor in the impairment of
this species (Perry in litt.,, 1988).

Liechtenstein: The country would probably not support the proposal
(Dollinger In litt.,, 1988).

Morocco: Would also propose the inclusion of the white stork in
Appendix II and would support the proposal (Karmouni in litt., 1988).

Netherlands: Would not take an offician standpoint until there is an
official proposal (Openneer in litt., 1988).

Sweden: Does not support the proposal because the decline of the white
stork does not seem to be caused by trading (Esping & Hedlund in
litt., 1988).

Switzerland: The contry would probably not support the proposal
(Dollinger in litt., 1988).

Uganda: Has no objection to the inclusion of the species in Appendix
II (Okua in litt., 1988).

Zimbabwe: Does not support the proposal because white storks, although
threatened are not endangered by trade. However a proposal to include
the species in Appendix III would be supported (Nduku in litt., 1988).
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Fig.1: Distribution of the White Stork. a White StQrk
(Ciconia c. ciconia) b Asian White Stork
(Ciconia c. asiatica) c Oriental White Stork
(Ciconia c. boyciana. According to Berndt & Meise, 1959.

Fig.2: The migration paths of the White Stork (Ciconia
c. ciconia) . Density according to the screen; separation
of the migrating paths in Middle Europe showed by the
dotted line. According to SchUz, 1971.



Fig.3: Former distribution of the White Stork in
Swtzerjand, Accordang to Schüz, 1967 (compare with
fig.1 and tab.1 in Annex 2).
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Fig.1: Reduction of several White Stork populations
(1934 — 1984) ; in ~ of breeding pairs) Ranges 1—12:

1 = Sweden; 2 Switzerland; 3 = Belgium; 4, 6, 9, 10
and 11 areas of the FR Germany; 5 = the Netherlands;
7 = Denmark; 8 Alsace—Lorraine / France and Baden /
FR Germany; 12 German DR and Berlin (West) According
to Heckenroth, 1986 (compare with tab.1)

Fig.2; The extinction of the White Stork in South—
Sweden. Accordlr,q to Schdz, 1967 (compare with
fig.1 and tabi).



Fjg.3: Former density of the White Stork populations
(northern distribution) . According to Niethammer~
1966 (compare with f~g.1 end tab.1).
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Fig.5—6: Development of the White Stork population in
the German DR (1974—1984) StD = Density of Storks
(breeding pairs) According to Dornbusch, 1987 (compare
with fig.1 and tab.1)

.0.0-lw
~
~ 6~07,9
ilinui ‘,o-5~

2.0—3.9
L_~.J 1,0—1,9
1_~_J 0,1 —0,9
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Weif~storch (Ciconia ciconia). Brutbcst~nd 1965

Fig. 7: Development of the White Stork population

in the Fed. Rep. Germany.

Number of breeding pairs in -1965.

(Heckenroth, 1986)
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WeiI3sEorch (Ciconia ciconia). Brutbestand 1984.

Fig. 8: Development of the White Stork population

in the Fed. Rep. Germany.

Number of breeding pairs in 1984.

(Heckenroth, 1986)
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T~:..b. 1: Develgpme.ntof several_~hita Stork popyiations
(Number of breeding pairs)
(combined according to SDhiffer~.i et al, 1q77; Bezzel,
1985; Cande~as & Arau,~o, 1985; Creutz, 1985; Skov, 1985;
Heckenroth, 1986; Jakab, 1986; Jakubiec et al., 1986;
Rejman, 1986; Ruthke, 1986; Bundesministerium f. Umwelt,
Jugend u. Familie, 1988; Dollinger in lit.., 1988;
Lucinkiewicz in lit., 1988; Rheinwald, in press)

~ustria 196C 296
1962 393
1972 384
1934 318
1.86 < 300

Belqium since 1895 0

Czechoslovakia 1934 2 219—2 313
1958 1 587
1963 1 176
1974 1 124
1984 1 018-1 669

Denmark 1900 4 000
1927 500
1934 859
1952 222
1964 111
1974 40
1979 31
1980 25
1981 25
1982 20
1983 21
1984 19
1985 14
1986 13
1987 12
1988 10

Fed. Rep. Germany 1934 4 407
1958 2 499
1965 1 918
1974 1 057
1980 928
1984 649

France (Msace) 1947 177
1974 9

German Dem. Rep. 1934 4 628
1974 2 928
1983 2 860
1984 2 722

Zc4
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Greece 1958 9 200
1965-66 5 000

1984 1 500

Hungary 1941 21 614
1958 7 473
1963 5 908
1968 4 439
1974 4 005
1979 4 774
1984 4 693

Iran 1974 3 275
1985 2 394

Morocco 1935 23 900
1949 12 000 (?)
1969 15 000
1974 13 500

Netherlands 1910 ca. 500
1929 209
1946 98
1964 8

Poland 1974 ca. 34 000

1984 ca. 30 500

Portugal 1958-59 ca. 7 000
1974-83 3 026

1984 2 004

U.S.S.R. 1984 37 086

- Lativan SSR 1934 6 750
1958 6 125
1974 5 763
1984 6 273

- Estonian SSR 1939 318
1984 1 378

- Russian SFSR 1974 3 299
1984 2 680

- Byelorussjan SSR 1967 7 467
1974 10 841

- Ukrainian SSR 1974 14 694
1979 18 183

Spain 1948 14 503

1957 12 701
1974 7 343
1984 6 753

2a7
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Sweden 1907 60
1934 12

since 1954 0

Switzerland 1910 90
1920 50
1930 16
1947 5

since 1950 0
(reintroduction)

1987 134

Yugoslavia 1984 4 500

- Slovenian 1965 162
1984 138

- Vojvodian 1956-57 1 500

1984 977

- Macedonia 1958 1 490
1984 ca. 500
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Country

Tab.2: Stock—taking of the
According to Anon. , 1988a.

Breeding
No,

birds

Albania

Algeria

Austria

Benin

Botswana

Bulgari a

Burkino Faso

C arne r con

Chad

Czechos lovakia

Denmark

Egypt

Ethiopia

France

GB (Gibraltar)

German Dem.Rep.

German Fed.Rep.

26

5.550

< 1 . 270

< 2.000

9 . 380

<80

3. 000

440

9 . 800

3. 250

<20

40

4.000

<1 . 200

< 1 .900

8. 160

7

low 10Cc

low l000s

low l000s?

— 166—227.000

low 10Cc

low 1005

— high 100Cc

<400 .000

low lOOs

rare low 10Cc

— <31.500

low 100

7 many 10.00Cc

— low 10.000s

low lOOs

low i000s

< 400 .000

White Stork (1984).

Non—nesting Birds Birds
& juvenile in on

birds winter passage

<100

< 4.000

630

10.840

3 . 340

<24

— 100—200

— low 100Cc?

— 100—200

— low 100Cc

— low lOOs

low 10Cc low lODe

— low 10Cc

rare

Ghana

Greece

Hungary

Iraq

Iran

I srae 1

— 100—200

7

4.700 4.000 low lOOc

< 100 < 100 2—4.000

2oS
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Breeding Non—nesting Birds Birds
Country No, & juvenile in on

birds birds winter passage

22. 000

<100

4

Ivory Coast rare rare

Jordan rare <100 <400.000

Kenya low lOOs low l000s high l000s

Lebanon <100 <100 <400.000

Lesotho <100 500—1.000 low lOOs

Libya rare rare

Malawi — low lOOs low 1000s

Mali ? many l000s many l000s

Mauritania — a few l000s? many l000s

Mocarnbique low l000s high l000s

Morocco low lOOs 30—35.000

Namibia low lOOs low lODs

Netherlands

Niger — low lOOs low l000s

Nigeria — low lOOs

Oman low lOOs low lOOs

Poland

Portugal <100

Roumania <370.000

Senegal & Gambia low lOOs rare

Southern Africa 25—200.000

Soviet Union — —

Spain low l000s low lOOs

Sudan — low l000s <400.000

Syria <400.000

28 .000

57.800

<3.066

2 . 300

<10

> 85 . 000

>13.500

62.500

<2.450

2 .465

low lOOs

>80. 000

7—12.000

2io
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Breeding Non—nesting Birds Birds
Country No. & juvenile in on

birds birds winter p~ss~ge

T~nzani~ — 5.000 100.000 high l000s

Tunisia 560 300 rare low lOOs

Turkey >18.000 >15.000 low lOOs <370.000

Uganda — — rare high l000s

Yemen Arab. I~ep. — — 1000 low 10Cc

Yugoslavia 9.000 7.600 — —

Zaire — — rare low lOOs

Zambia — <100 low bOOs high 100Cc

Zimbabwe — low bOOs high 100Cc high 100Cc
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Annex 3

John Hop Zooanimalbrokers
International brokers specialised in finding zoos for surplus protetted mammals and bicds

Joubertstraat 24
3851 DM Ermelo
The Netherlands
Phone 03417 - 58356
Cables Zoo Ermelo
K.vK. Harderwijk 15727

Fax 03417—59395.

Zoosurplus birds.
15 Pelecanus onocrotalus
10 Pelecanus crispus
15 Phalacrocorax c. sinensis

4 Botaurus stellaris
18 Nycticorax nycticorax
20 Ardeola ibis

8 Egretta alba
25 Egretta garzetta
10 Ardeola ralloides

4 Ardea purpurea
6 Ciconia nigra

16 ciconia ciconia

• 10 Eudocimus albus
15 Plegadis falcinellis
10 Platalea leucorodia

3 Haliaeetus leucocephalus
4 Haliaeetus albicilla
1 Gyps fulvus

1/1 Aegypius monachus
1/1 Aquila rapax
i/O Aquila chrysaetos

3 Falco sparverinus
8 Falco vespertinus

Rosapelican
Crested or dalmatian pelecan
Eastern cormorant
Eurasian bittern
Nightheron
Cattle egret
Great egret
Little egret
Egret
Purple heron -

Black stork
White stork -

American white ibis
Glossy ibis
White spoonbill
Bald eagle
White—tailed seaeagle
Griffon vulture
European black vulture
Tawny eagle
Golden eagle
Sparrowfalcon
Redfoothed falcon

2~
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te!egram “Zoology’ Calcutta
Phone$ Dir€ctor — 26-9248

Dr. V. C. Agrawal SrAdmin.
Scientist SE V Officer — 26-0933

V V V Office — 27.0202 (5 lines)

ZOOLOGICAL SURVEY OF INDIA
X3~( ZN~Z4f~WV( *~~1 X

535 New Alipur, ~M’ Block
Calcutta — 700 053
Dated the 25th Novemb~r 1988

Dear Ms Kios,

Kindly refer to your letter dated 29th Sept. 1988, regarding
the inclusion of the White Stork (Cjconja cjconj~) in the Appendix II
of CITES,

In this connection I am to state that the ~hite Stork occurs in
India as a winter visitor, Two subspecies occur, namely, Ciconia
ciconia ç~conia and ~ ~a~na. Former has a wide distribution
from northwestern India, extending east to Assam and south to Tamil
Nadu, whereas the latter subspecies is limited to northeastern India,
In the past, both the subspecies were exploited in India for trade
mainly for export, The subspecies ~ which had limited distr
hution in India naturally suffered more. Hence, it was protected at
National level under Schedule I of Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act
and at International level in Appendix I of CITES,

The nominate subsoecies C’con a ~~ whose popu
lation has dwindled much in recen years also needs protection. Hence,
we are going to propose its inclusion in AppendIx I of CITES, together
with~ It is very much desirable for the safety of the eastern
subspecies (C. ~,. ~ which may be exploited in the guise of the
nominate subspecies.

As regards your further querries, the exact population status of
the White Stork in India is not known but definitely dwindled, The
main reasons of decline in copulation are due to overexploitation in
the past and habitat destruction (reclamation, disturbance and pollu
tion of water—bodies)in recent years. Legal trade in this soecies is
not oermissible in India and the illegal trade not known,

Hope, the above information will be of some use to you.

With regards,

Ms Lydia Kios
Frankfurt Zoological Society
Alfred Brehni
Platz 16, D—6000 Frankfurt/Main 1
Federal Republic of Germany

D.O. NO., 214—l/88—90/Tech./

Yours sincerely,

(V. C. A~AWAL)



MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE TELEGRAME
CENTRAL VET~. DIRECTORATE LOCAL:ZOOLOGY GIZA

ZOO AND AQUARIUM FOREIGN: ZOOLOGY
DIRECTORATE CAIRO

GIZA
I — Giza Zoological Gardens Tel, No, 726233 —726314
2— Cezira Apuorium Z~mdek Giza (EGYPT) — 19

3 — Giza Zoological Museum C. Z. C. No.
4—Wild Life Cou~ervation FILE No.

lydia kios ~ Dr. M. Amer

Zoo Wuppertal /~, ~ j ~ Director

Hubertusallee 30 Cairo — 15—10—88

5600 Wuppertal 1

Federal Republic of Germany.

Dear Lydia

Thank you very much for your letter dated 29—09—1988~
Conserning the white stork matter lam sorry to inform you that
for many reasons there is a g~p of information about the species
status in Egypt. This gap includes all the topics you had asked
about them in your letter However it is known that great
number of white stork visit Egypt in summer and Autumn. Thousands
of these birds stop in the rice fields of the Nile Delta for
feeding, Commercial value of the bird i8 limited, however,, in
some cases they are hunted for meat. At the present time there
is no national level for protection but it is proposed to include
the species with the protected birds in Egypt.

About your proposal for inclusion of the white stork in
Appendix 11 of CITES, we certainly feel that it is very good idea
and give the species goodpriority for conservation, therefore we
agree with your proposal hoping the best of success for that.

Thanks again for ~o~r letter bping to get another
apportunity to send you more information in future.

Best regards and looking forward to hearing from you

Sincerely yours
~ ).... ,41 /9,..a.fZ’~

Dr. M. Amer
Director of Egyptian Zoos and Wildlife

service



ttMANAGEMENT AUTHORITY INDIA

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

Telegram PARYAVARAN NEW DELHI

S.S, BuST
Te4ephone 360981 384556

Telex: 31-5285 DOE IN

9g(g~~J F~PT1t
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT. FORESTS e WILDLIFE

~~~
w~ f~4~- I 10 0!!.
Bilcaner House, Shahjahan Road.
New DeIh-11001i

D~-t,ech l~-t2-(?~

0.0. N,. 3~19/88~)~/(O5c1,i

Dear ~ios Xl.z,

Thia bee a referee.. to y.ur letter
dated. 29th Septeeber, 1988 regardieg year proposal
for iaolusioe of the whit. Stork (Cie,aia oieeei,)
ie App, II of CIT~, As requeot~ by you9 I ~
eeoleeieg berevith a e.te otaieieg infereatice
•e the etatue of this species ic ledia based. oe
all available seurees,

It eay be ceetieeed that this speeiea
ii jeoluded. La Schedule IV of our Wildlife Preteetiec
Act9 1972, Ixpert ef this species or the pr.duets
ebtaixed. free the eaae are act pereitted for expert
free ladLe. This species is else ieeluded. La
App. II ef the Coavoetica ec the Ceuez~atioE of
~igretory Species ef Wild Aeieele (c~G) to which
ladle is a eigeatel7, Author sub~speoieo of White
Stork called. Easteru white Stork (Cioosie oiceeia
B,yei.ea) is iceludel Lu App, I ef CITKS aed Schedule
I of wildlife Preteetiee Aet9 1972, the Water Fowl
Ceasus carried out by the Beabay Natural History
Society La Jaauary9 1988 ha~ also jedisated. that
this species is aleect rare La ladLe, Ia view of
these faots~ we do aet hare aey ebjeetica to the
proposal of West Gorasey for the ieelusi.e •f this

• ~ .

2 i~’



MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY INDIA

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

Telegram: PARYAVARAN, NEW DELHI

Telephone 360981, 384556

telex: ~31 -5265 DOE IN

‘fg(g~9 IklTm
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT, FORESTS & WILDLIFE

4~’i~-~, ~ ui~i ~
~~~-IIO OIL
Bikaner House, Shah jahan Road,
New Delhi-IlOOll

ep.~i~ i~ App. II ef CITES0

I ~~pe t~i~ i~fer~atio~ will be fei.i~4 ueeful
by yeu.

With r.~er~ e~d beet wiahe~0

Toure ei~eere1y~

E~1: ~~jabeve (s,s0313T)

~ULy1ie Iloe~
ze, W~i~pert~l~
Hubertizullee 30~
5600 W~perta1 1,
?ederel Rep~ablie ef Ger~a~y.

2~ 7
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21-1523
Lydia Kios

Zoo wuppertal

Huber tusallee 30

5600 Wuppertal 1

FEDRAL R[PIJBLIC (F GERMANY

Dear sirs,

Concerning your letter of 10th Oct. 1988 , we are agree with your

intention to make a proposal for inclusion of the “ Ciconia Ciconia

in Appendix U of CITES. Our reasons for this agreement are

1. The Populatton of this Sp. has decreased during recent decades.

2. Most of the suitable habitats has either destructedoralterated.

3. Ciconia Ciconia is serevely suffered from chemical and other

polutants.

The status of Ciconia Ciconia in Iran is

a) As a summer visitor specially in the N.W. of Iran was nearly a

common species in last decade , and still we have a good population

of this species in N.W. of Iran.

b) As a resident species in 5.W. of Iran was a fairly common species

upto sixties , and new is a Rare species in those parts of our

country.

i~J4 a,, ~an ~
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c) In other parts of Iran , formerly was nearly fair , but now it is a

very rare species.

In view of trade as this bird is a holy bird to Iranians , so it

has never been traded neither legally nor illegally.

Yours sincerely

F. DABIRI

CITES Manager -~

Dept.of the Env.

P.O Box 4565

TEHRAN - IRAN

y e~ n ~e4~ ~



Eidgenossisches Vo~ksw~rlschat1sdepar1ement
Dé~ar1ement tddéral dc reconomie ~ublique
Diperlimento lederale delfeconomia pub~ijca

I~’_
~ ~ Bundesami fUr Veterin~rwesen
j,~,! Office véterinaire fédéral ~ P/’ ~ I

Ufticlo federale dl veterinaria ~ L

3097 Liebefeld Bern 24 Oktober 1988
Schwarzenburgstr 161

~d 031/596111

Teie~ 031 / 59 85 03 Zoologische Gesellschaft
Teletax 031/598522 Fr an k fur t —~

zHd. von Frau L. Klös
Vosirosegno Alfred—Brehm—Platz 16

IhreNachnchtvorn 10.10.88 0-6000 Frankfurt/M.1
Votre communication dv

Vostra cornunica:ione del

Unser Ze,chen D ~ / 1 ~ —820 11
Noire signe

Nostro 50950

Betritfi Antrag auf Aufnahme des Weissstorchs in Anhang II CITES
Concerne

Sehr geehrte Frau Kl~s

Zu Ihrem Schreiben vom 10. Oktober 1988 kann ich wie folgt Stellung
nehmen:

1. Das Washingtoner Artenschutzübereinkommen heisst eigentlich
“Uebereinkommen Uber den internationalen Handel mit gefährdeten
Arten freilebender Tiere und Pflanzeri~’, es ist also kein umfas
sendes Artenschutzübereinkommen, wie es z.B. das Berner Ueber
einkommen für die europäische Fauna und Flora darstellt. Dies
1st bei der Aufnahme von Tierarten in die Anh’~nge zu berUcksich
ti gen

2. Artikel II, Ziffern 1 und 2, enthält unter dem Titel “Grundprin—
zipien” die Kriterien für die Aufnahme von Arten in die Anhänge
I und II: Anhang I enthált die von der Ausrottung bedrohten Ar-
ten, die durch den internationalen Handel beeinträchtigt werden
oder beeintráchtigt werden k~nnen, Anhang II enthält Arten, die
zwar nicht notwendigerweise schon heute bedroht sind, aber be
droht werden können, wenn der Handel mit Tieren dieser Arten
nicht elner strengen Regelung unterworfen wird.

3, Der Storch 1st unbestrittenerweise in Teilen seines Verbrei
tunysgebietes bedroht oder gefáhrdet. Dies gilt aber nicht für
die Art insgesamt. In Kompendium der V~gel Mitteleuropas: h’aufi—
ger Brutvogel (abnehmend), in der Schweiz wiederangesiedelt.
Häufiger Sommergast. Nominatform mit einer Gesamtpopulation von
ca. 146’OOO Brutpaaren. In Europa seit Ca. 100 Jahren aligemein
stark abnehrnend, im Osten zum Teil regional zunehmend.
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4. Gründe für die Bestandesabnahme sind (siehe die einschl~gige
Literatur) nicht etwa der internationale Handel, sondern die
Entwässerung von Feuchtgebieten, die Ausdehnung des Ackerlandes
zu Lasten der Wiesenflächen, der massive Einsatz von Pestiziden
in der Landwirtschaft, Veränderungen an Brutpl~tzen, erhbhte
Verluste durch Verdrahtung, mbglicherweise zunehmende ~ejagung
in den Winterquartieren etc.

5. Aus dem bisher Gesagten ergibt sich ziemlich eindeutig, dass der
Weissstorch kein geeigneter “Kandidat” für die Aufnahme in An-
hang II des Washingtoner Artenschutzübereinkomens 1st, im Gegen
tell, er würde die ohnehin zu langen Listen des Uebereinkommens
nur unnötig belasten. Die geeigneten internationalen Instrumente
für den Schutz des Weissstorchs sind vielmehr das Berner Ueber—
einkommen, das ihn als streng geschützte Art aufführt, und das
Bonner Uebereinkommen für wandernde Tierarten.

6. Das Berner Uebereinkommen verpflichtet seine Vertragsstaaten,
unter anderem den Handel mit streng geschützten Arten zu verbie
ten und Massnahmen zur Erhaltung der Lebensräume zu treffen. Es
gilt - entweder direkt oder über die Vogelschutzrichtliniefl der
EG - im ganzen Wirtschaftsraum der EG und der EFTA. Vor kurzem
hat Ungarn als erstes Land des COMECON die Absicht bekundet, dem
Berner Ijebereinkommen beizutreten. Sollten in Verletzung des
Berner Uebereinkommens der Natur entnommene Vogel international
gehandelt werden, würde das EuropäHsche Uebereinkornmen über
Rechtshilfe in Strafsachen greifen, so dass der Effekt ziemlich
derselbe ist, wie wenn die Art in Anhang II des Washingtoner Ar
tenschutzüberei nkommens aufgeführt ware

7. In der Schweiz und im Fürstentum Liechtenstein 1st der Weiss
storch überdies (wie in den meisten anderen europäischen Lan
dern) durch die nationale Gesetzgebung geschützt. Seit Beginn
meiner Tätigkeit im Bundesamt, d.h. seit 14 Jahren, wurden in
der Schweiz keine StOrche in Verletzung nationaler Rechtsvor
schriften der Natur entnommen und exportiert. Wir haben auch
keinerlel illegalen Einfuhren festgestellt.

Mit entsprechenden, auf nationalem Recht beruhenden Genehmigun
gen wurden von 1975 bis 1986 die folgenden Anzahlen StOrche ge
handet:

Jahr Einfuhren Ausfuhren

StUck Herkunftsland Stuck Bestirnmungsland

1975 13 BR Deutschland * ()
1976 0 ()
1977 0 ()
1978 0 ()
1979 5 Polen ()

12 Bulgarien
1980 0 C)
1981 8 BR Deutschland * ()
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Ausfuhren

—- StUck Bestimmungsland

1982
1983 10

2
1984 40

2
1985 6

2
10

1986 11
6

101 Jahresmittel 20,2

Er1~uterungen:

in Jahresbericht nicht erfasst
* Bewegungen im Rahmen von Wiederansiedlungsprojekten

** Austausch zwischen Zoos

Wenn keine Anmerkung: Herkunft oder Bestimmungszweck aus
Jahresbericht nicht ersichtlich.

8. Die in obiger Tabelle aufgefUhrten Störche sind — eventuell mit
Ausnahme der 17 Vogel aus Bulgarien und Polen, was noch zu Uber
prUfen w~äre - alle entweder in zoologischen Gãrten oder im Rah
men von Wiederansiedlungsprojekten nachgezogen worden. Sie waren
mehrheitlich wiederum für Zoos oder Wiederansiedlungsprojekte
bestimmt. Eine Gef~hrdung der Wildbestände ist aus diesem “Han
del” nicht ersichtlich. Im Gegenteil: durch die Aufnahme. der Art
in Anhang II des Washingtoner Uebereinkommens wUrden den mitt
lerweile in verschiedenen Ländern laufenden Wiederansiedlungs
projekten im Prinzip vOllig unnOtig administrative Hindernisse
in den Weg gelegt.

9. Urn die Jahrhundertwende gab es in der Schweiz rund 140 besetzte
Storchenhorste. Aufgrund der Intensivierung der Landwirtschaft
nahm dieser Bestand laufend ab, den Todesstoss erhielt er durch
die “Anbauschlacht11 w~hrend des zweiten Weltkrieges, als die vom
Dritten Reich und semen Satellitenstaaten vOllig eingekreiste
Schweiz auch noch die letzten Brach— und Riedfl~chen der Ernäh
rung der BevOlkerung nutzbar machen wollte. 1950 war der Storch
als Brutvogel ausgestorben. Dank den BemUhungen des Altreuer
Wiederansiedlungsprojektes gab es 1987 in der Schweiz wieder 134
freifliegende Brutpaare, weiche 175 Junge hochbrachten. Ohne das
schweizerische Wiederansiedlungsprojekt ware der Storch heute
wohi auch im Elsass und in Baden-WUrttemberg ausgestorben.

Symptomatisch ist allerdings, dass unser Storchenbestand in er
heblichem Mass auf die ZufUtterung von Weissfischen etc. ange

Jahr Einfuhren

StUck Herkunftsland

0
1 Frankreich **

1 BR Deutschland

2 BR Deutschland **

0

42 Jahresmittel 3,5

BR Deutschland *

BR Deutschland *

Sri Lanka **

BR Deutschland
BR Deutschland
Frankrei ch
BR Deutschland
Ital ien
BR Deutschland
Ital ien

*

**

*
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wiesen ist. Dies deutet einerse~ts eine gewisse FragwUrdigkeit
des Wiederansiedlungsprojektes an, zeigt anderseits aber deut—
lich, dass die Probleme der Gefährdung nicht im Handel, sondern
anderswo zu suchen sind.

10. Aufgrund unserer Einsch~tzung der Sachlage und in Kenntnis der
Haltung unserer wissenschaftlichen Behörden in ~hn1ich gelager—
ten Fallen wiirden vermutlich sowohl die Schweiz wie das FUrsten
turn Liechtenstein einem Antrag zur Aufnahme des Weissstorchs in
Anhang II des Washingtoner ArtenschutzUbereinkomrnens opponieren.

Mit freundlichen GrUssen

ABTEILUNG INTERNATIONALER
VERKEHR UND TIERSCHUTZ
Der Chef:

Dr. Dollinger

Kopie z.K. an:
— Präsident der Fachkommission Artenschutz
- Landesforstamt Vaduz
- Dr. R. Blanke, BEF Frankfurt
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REPUBLIK bsTERREIcH
BUN DESM IN I STER U M

FÜR WIRTSCHAFTLICHE ANGELEGENHEITEN 1031 Wien, Landstr. Hauptstr. 55-57
Telefon 0222 I 711 02
Name des Sachbearbeiters

~GeschäftszaflI 23.032/3—I,II/A/3/89 —1 AS Himmel
Klappe 3~4 Durchwahl

F r a u Fernschreib-Nr. 131300

Lydia Klös
Zoo Wuppe r t a 1 Bitte in der Antwort die

Geschäftszahl dieses
Hubertusal lee 30 SchreibensanfUhren.

D—5600 WUPPERTAL I

Das Bundesministerium für wirtschaftliche Anqelegenheiten teilt

unter Bezugnahme auf Ihre Anf’rage vorn 10. Oktober 1988 mit, daB

der Weil3storch (Ciconja ciconia) in den einzelnen österreichischen

Bundes1~ndern zwar als gef~hrdete Art naturschutzrechtlich und

jagdschutzrechtlich geschützt ist, eine Aufnahme in den Anhang II

jedoch nicht erforderlich erscheint, da derzeit keine Handels

relevanz gegeben ist.

Falls jedoch in weiterer Folge, z. B. aus internationalen Cründen

eine Aufnahme in den Anhang II doch zweckm~Cig erscheinen solite,

würde dagegen kein Einwand er~oben werden.

In der Beilage wird em Auszug aus der Broschüre ~Artenschutz in

tisterreich” übermittelt.

1 Beilage

Wien, 21. Februar 1989

Für den Bundesminster:

Mag. Erdpresser

Für die R~htigkeit

der Ausf~~gung:
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STATENSNATURVARDSVERK(SNV) 1 (2)
National Environmental Protection Board R1 No.

1988—10—17 Dnr 398—4528—88 Nj

Lydia Klös
Zoo Wu~ertal
Hubertusallee 30
5600 ~UPPEI~AL
Västtyskland

Dear ~dame,

The Swedish National Envirormantal Protection Board, which
is the scientific authority for Cfl~S in Sweden, has received
your letter concerning the inclusion of the white stork
(Ciconia ciconia) in ?~pendix II of CrLES. We should like
to give you information on the status of the white stork in
Sweden and our opinion about your proposal.

The white stork was canton in the southerrutost parts of
Sweden, mainly in SkAne, with sane breeding attenpts reparted
also fran mare northernly provinces. The decline started
mare than 100 years age, and at the beginning of this century,
only about 50 pairs r~ntined of a former po~ilation of mare
than 1 000 pairs. The last successful breeding occured in
1954, and since mare than 30 years, there are no wild white
storks reproducing in Sweden.

The reasons for the decline anti disappearance of the white
stork in Sweden is a question of continuous debate.
people involved agree that habitat destruction has played a
role, but apart fran that, many different theories have been
presented, but not generally accepted.

There are t~ privately a~ned stork farme in Sweden, which
aim to breed white storks for reintroduction. These storks
have been l~lly 5it~rted. to Sweden, but apart fran that,
no storks have been le~lly traded anti there are no r~xrts
of illegel trading. As far as we kna~i, white storks ~ not
have any cannercial value in Sweden. It is a fully protected
species, and maybe too spectacular to be handled ille~lly.

In

>

5
0

Office ed~c*s
0 NdUrh~c~k~ñet SNV Net 087991000 Nat 08-292382

8oa1302 SmideavigenS tnt+4887991000 111 31EPJV1RONS Int+468292382
S-171 28SOLNA
Sweden



N~Ti~~L ENvIR NThI~ pRDrEcri~ BOARD 2 (2)

We are aware of the fact that the white stork has declined
throughout large parts of its range, and that it needs a
better international protection. We ~uld be pleased to see
an increase in ni.rrber in the countries surrounding Sweden,
which might facilitate a natural invasion into Sweden.

White storks probably suffer fran hunting during migration
and in their wintering grounds. ~n iirproved international
protection status of the species might help to reduce this
irortality. Hc~iever, as the decline of the white stork does
not seen to be caused by trading, the Swedish National
Envirornt~ntal Protection Board can not with the data available
today suçport your proposal of including the white stork in
?uçendix II of CI~S.

For the National Environrrental Protection Board,

Yours sincerely,

Lars-E~ik Espii~Z ,,/

~Cc~ ~
Linda Hedlund

Copyto

Lantbruksstyrelsen
Gd-pã~
Ui-ps

22(o



Tierpark Berlin
Troger des Korl-Morx-Ordens und desVoterländischenVerdieristordens in Silber

26. 10. 1988 DDR-ll3OBerlin
C/8 Friedrichsfelde

Am Tierpork 125
Ruf: 5100111

Pro u Telex 11-2657
L~rd~a Kibs
Zoo uiuppertal
Hubertusallee 30

D—5600 ~Juppertal 1

Sehr geehrte Frau Klös!

Ich best~tige den Erhalt Ihres Schreibens vorn 7. 10. 1988,
Von unserer Seite bestehen keine Bedenken für die Aufnahme des
Vfeil3storches in den Anhang II des Washingtoner ArtenschutzUber—
einkornrnens.
Da diese Art — zuraindest im westlichen Tell ihres Verbreitungs
gebietes irn Bestand weiter zurückgeht, 1st diese MaDnahrne durch—
aus zu begrW3en, obwohl ich nicht devon Uberzeugt bin, daD damit
der RUckgang des ~VeiI3storches aufgehalten werden kann. Die Zer—
st~rung des Lebensraurnes 1st mit Sicherheit von wesentlich st~r—
kerem EinfluD auf den RUckgang dieser Art ala der Handel.
Nach unserer Kenntnis wurden von seiten d~r DDR in den letzten
Jahren allj~hrlich i-mr wenige Exemplare des WeiDatorches verkauft
oder vertauscht. Es handelte sich dabei entweder urn Exemplare,
die verletzt in Llenschenhand gekommen sind oder urn Tiere, die in
Tierg~.rten gezüchtet waren.
In der DDR betr~gt der Brutbestand nach der letzten offiziellen
Z~hlung 2.700 Brutpaare. Der Weif3storch 1st bei uns selbstver—
ständlich geschUtzt. Nach der Artenschutzbestimmung vorn 1. 4. 1984
geh~5rt er in die Kategorie der “geschUtzten bestandsgef~..hrdeten
Arten”.

Lilt freundlichen GrilOeri

A~ ~
Dr/W, Gn~mt
Steflv, Direktor

8etriebsnummer 90140 537

227
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-.s:2r.E~ :~-.-~1:~-~c

i:inist:re de l’~cr1cu~tar—e ()
avenue 5a-~ij Solh Bevro~ith,~. 4 - -

Feyr~u th—Li b~r~

~J’~ r~çu vc’tre leftre du 3/iO/,~3E concernant la
~urn~ure dus~ ~r l~ Cicco b1~nche Ciconia
CicDri~i.

J?ei ic -lai3ir de vous in:’~orrner que ce o~nre d’oiseaux
n’eXJStc- ~as at.: L~bn cor~~e s~den~ire e~ n’y .~ourt~e que pour
•.uelques sem~.ines ors de s~ m~orsion~ vers I e . nord au printemps
e~ dens une r.~o:n ~r’~a~euse tr~ ~; restr~inte en ~u~f.~ce e~ situ-se
dans la ~]aine c3e la 3-’~<aa ~ ~5Crr. d’altltud.

La lol. r.atio~-~ie irterdit la chasse des oise~ux utiles
dor~ Ia ciocrTne blanche aussi sa car~ture e~ son commerce et cela
depuis 943; toutefois, certa1n~s~ br~conniers n!h~sitent pas ~ chasser
les ci~ocjnes en guise de vantardise car la ch~$~e de ces oise~ux
n’est r’.~s c’~

J’e:rLe que ces qualcues Lenseignements vous seraient
utiles~

Je vous prie, d?agr~er l’expression de mes sentiments
les meilleurs.

Directeur

!~ubertusaliee 3C L’ing4nieur B~chara Hoyek
5EC0 Joocrt7;l I
Federal ‘~e’~u’~-lic of Cermany
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ROYAUME DU MAROC

!‘FJN!STERE DE L’AGRICULTURE EMA/F.n.
ET DE LA REFO~1ME AGRAIRE 0

— _~1)j_1l ~
DIRECTION —

DES EAUX ET FORETS ET DE LA - 0

CONSERVATION DES SOLS -

— ~—‘_)—~ Lr~~
VLlS1OM...VE...FLA..CHASSE~ —

yE LA PECHE ET ~ rfl

PROTECTION VE LA NATURE D~ ~

Babat Ic 198

1249~
N° EF/ c~

Le Direc~eur des Eaux ci For~ts et de In
Indice

Conservation des Sols
Objet:

M”~LYVIA KLOS
ZOO WuPPE1~JAL

I1U&VJUSALLEE 30
5600 WUPPERTALL

REPIJ&ZQUE FEVER~kLE
V’ALLEJJAGNE.

an~t 6LL-~te & ta ~tke que vou~s av~z ad~e4 6 ~.e au
M~n~Wte c& V-bit~Lewt (ViAeetJon de wthanL~r,ie , de Vani~nageme~t~t du
.te,vtLtoijte et de t ‘env.twnne.men.t), eonevtnan~t ta c~ogne btancite. (~con~a
c~~can-~a), j~aJ Vhann€w’t de vows £n o’t.me!L quc. ce.t.te Q4p~.Ce €4.t pko.t~9~e
au Ma~’to~ pait at~t~ du ~t&e de ~‘A~t~cuUwie n° S82-62 du ~ Novembn.e
1962 pon..tani ~i~ien~ta.tion pvi.manen-te de ta eha~se.

Elle. ~t peet~e. pak te.s IkvLaeoJ..n4 et ne 6ub-L.t aucwie
de4tkuc~tion au poJ.n.t d’ ~t’Le con d~jt&.~ wi oL~ eau 6 czc~’tL On kenC0n~tke.

6e4 ~ 6LLk ~€4 ~Lce4 t€4 p&L4 ~tev~a dc~ v~.Ua9eo e.t de~s vLUe.o corn-
me £~ rn.Lna)~.e-t6 cu te~ .toLt~ deo ma~on~s.

Ia c.J,gogne b~ancJie .~ e )t~pak-tL.t 6 un. une. gito..nde p&t-tLe du
payo en pafl.tLeuLLek ta po.~Ue Nokd e-t Nokd-th~.t. E.t c’ e4~t a pkoYJ..mi_tQ

• .1....

Sé:is 10 - N 35

2 2~?



—2—

de4 a~Lna ma~a~g~ux q~ie~€. &en~on~t’ten~t Lea gkandea d Lt~a La

~o’LmcJion dea coupLea ~t La ~tauAat~on dea n~da a &eu 9~n~kaLen1en~t

d~a janv~WL. La por~e n’eat c.ependan~t paa d~poa~e avan-t La deixi~me

quJ~nzaJne dQ. ma~’co.

I-) Loka que La popuLctt..~on n-i~cheuae eat d~j& ~upLe~, dea
paaa agea d’~ncUv~i4ua en p~’tovenance. d’ Ewtop~ a ont no.t~a en v&.Lvt c-t mwLa.
V’ au~tke4 bande4 d ndJ.v~du~ non nJ~.cheuAa aon~t obaekv&s JLL.5QLL’ en r~a~-ju_in.

/e d~pcvtt de La majo’tLt~ des cJ~o9 flea bLanc.hea ae pkOciuJ~X

peu de .tempa ap~a L’envoL dea jeunea (jwtUe.t-Aott).

ana evz.ta~Lnea zonea £avokabLea, qLLQlquQ4 iJ1d.Lv~du4 “h~ve~’t
nan-to” aon-t no-t~o n~gu ~‘teme.n.t dwtant Le moJ.a de. oep-te.mhke; c)ea.t ta awso-c

que ceax de. ketoun. Lea p~aa p~c.oeea ~on-t obavLv~a. PuLs Lea a.vt.Lve~o
a’~cJtetonnent d’oetobke a ~.n dfce.mb’te.

Ia CL9ogne. n’Q4.t pa4 Con?,1QAC~uL&6~;c_ ~LL Ma’toc et ~guAe aLVr.

La &a.te dea eap~ea anLniatea que. noua aLLon4 ~aLem€n~t pkopOaQJT. pouA oon
£no c~~p-t~iLon a t anne.ze I I de. La convent_Lan de Wa~ !vLn~tan atvt Le cor~v~ekce
Jj1.teAnof_LonaL des eapàc.e.o de. ~aune e~t de. £Lan.e~ aaLWaQe.a rnenac.eio d’ ex-f_Lnc~Uon

eQ. £att L’~Ln;te.nt_Lon de.. vot.’ie Gou.vvneme.n-t de. ~opoovt La
c~Lgogne bLanche .pou~’L t’~bicLu.’te. dana L’annexe Ii de. La CITES coZncJ~de ave.c
no.tn.e. poA..n-t de vue. et ne £vtaLt que okcvt La conavtvat_Lon de. t’e4p~.ce.

— n eap~.kan.t que ceo £n~okma-tJofla voua oewn.t u.tLLe.o, vCLL.L.L

Le.z, a~n~e’L Madame. L’ xpn~eoaAon de. mea oaLwta-Uana Lea m&tZe.W~

F) to w:n:~.re do ~‘Agr~culture
et do Ic, Reform. .~gro~ro

1, Dr,ctovr des ~oux et Forê~s
et do Ia Cons

A KARMOUt-41



M~NiSTERRJM FOR UMWELT
I3ADEN-WORTTEMBERQ

M~n~,r~um h~r Un~w~It B.dn~W0rt~mbe~j Postfacf, 103439 7000 Slutt9.rI 10

Frau
Lydia Klös
Zoo Wuppertal
Hubertusallee 30

5600 Wuppertal 1

Stuttgart, den 4.1.1989
Durchwahl (0711) 126 — 2794
Az: 26 — 8850.20
(BITTE BEI ANTWORT ANGEBEN!)

Betr.: Weil3storch (Ciconia ciconia)

Bezug: Ihr Schreiben vom 1.11.1988

Ani. : 1

Sehr geehrte Frau Klös,

in Baden—WUrttemberg wurden 1981 18 Störche beschlagnahrnt (Her

kunft vermutlich Bulgarien). Die Störche wurden der Wei6storch—
Aufzuchtstation in Schwarzach zur Verfügung gestelit. Anbei er—
halten Sie em Exemplar der Beihefte Nr. 43 ~Artenschutzsympo—
sium W i8storch~, das für Ihre Arbeit sicherlich hilfreich ist.

Mit ~e~ictnGru8en

Dr. Künkele

I~lfT1st~ebãude:

Kermerplatz 9
7000 Sh~tt~art 1

Tetefon-Vermittlung: Telefax: Telex: Teletex:
(0711) 126-0 (0711) 126-2880 (Pres~e) 723162 umbw d 7111 643=.Uf%4inBw

-2881 23



Ustredie ~tátnej ochrany prIrody - 031 0! Llptovsk~ Mikulá~

i o
$CU ~::~er ~a

:!~.t::~.~1Ice 30

3.iU~ .~u~)er~21 I

.‘cera~T_ 3~1)?...C o’ C-:.~-~’. an—

V~i list znJso this

Vec

Na~a zria~ka

~ ~

Liptovsk9 UIkui~

~oe::~ho~ 3, :L~,

~:::. :16s,

~o vo~.::’ Ic ~:‘~:or o2 3 th Ccto~ez’ 1 93C, we are

~ pc~3D( to 3cnd yo~ ~ I o~’:~at ion on s~atus and protec—

~.on o$ ;he white ztoi’:: (Olceula cicorila) in ~1ovakia enc1osed~

or.! ~.

Je hope the naterici ::iIi be considered useful for your

.ith our best regards,

~ours .55nccroly,

UsTRED!~ ~T~!~E! cc:~.~; ~
IJptovsk~’ Miku~O~

:~~ci.

Vybavuje:

TeletOri: ~SOP 201 58, 201 59 ~[‘~J~EX 7553~

/ i~”\ LV’

ifl$’. Ln(~<,~i\ L4~Liewiez

DL. ~ctor

232 TSNP-LM — 371E~O-6&



- _: • .‘ ‘) :. :‘;. t:. .~ . St:’. r~ :. . :.c .2 .

•~ •~ ~•‘:~_._~j.;. ::e-:~.~t ~iS:~: ~-,‘tw.$~ ——

‘ :tr’ttt :‘olevmit be ~tflr~r~ott4n:t c tha white storc £fl Sb—

;--~: .rt --,re nb~:niried iv coua~it~; of ncstmac couples in yoarc

~ ...‘‘~..‘3 -~‘orc :1 .N9 co.z~~lcs in. ~ t’act macru: 4.5 or
.y.( r. ~-ji1a:~c.• :Lln.~.c’r. Iti 19(,Z1 there woro 1 176 couples,
~‘ e.t ::~ri.t~. t.::. ~: oot’~7’..e a .:r.tr.rn ~:iJ.n11et3:’. Ou.ly ono yonn~;

no • ~ :• .::t.: Ia ~7 i.t ~ • ~,b !a 3 ~-rtczrc tbc nu.~.iar ntn tits

:‘‘ ~:c L2~i~;in:: C.):1~?l..’J ;:az rQdlc.:ci by ;~7 ~ cnit. Tt~a~ stattc

tu~ -.:r~r3o in so:”.’ ti~z~r~otc. 1: 1974 t~oro were I 12~ nests

CC~2~’iCC Ln Qlov&~Lc. fliers -~ro 2.33 yot~n,,s ycr 0110 nestlnc
co:~;~le. Z’, .~a:’to:’:~ 3LovcC:ia t’ictr~: ware 463 nostc roc±storcd
a I flfll S
L.rO:.1 ~

‘..‘bc whitc ~tor:: ro:.io;:itulntly nests on zuilCincs (67.3 ~),

ebocw~c ~yboais (14..s ~) and tresn (lz.4 ~.).

In. 19S~i tbcr~ wore I (IC nests occupied, located in 732

p1a5)3 oC Sbovak~a. 33 par coat of couples havo nostod on elec

tricity dIstrIbution :‘actlitics (387 nests). Preferring occupa

tion c.’ electric pyloris cad columns causes very inportant tech—

nical and conservative problems. In 1984 a groat loss—rate o

yOdllj3 arias has boon found out fron un!aaown reasons so far,

wb~ch :1c~ativoly affected tin population densIty of species.

±t present from 19~5—19C7, a noCorate nurnbor increase of

noetin couples 3n locc~tIons) can be obsorvod, which must be
cowioc~.ed with incroasod conservation care about the specios,

as well as ‘rIth activItIes of culture, educatIon and pronotion..

To January 1, 1 98~ 67 indIviduals were bred in capture in
zoobo3Ical ~ardeas In Ocochoslovahia as a whole. flemarkable re—

snits ~rore roachod in Zoo In tho town of Bojnico, ~zhcrc — besidcs

its own rearinG — couples nostinc in the open air bavc bean.

for~ac1 fro:2 the fostorllns, whIch would increase the density

~: ~opuletIou in the ro~ioti of !Iorn& Ni tnt.

2a3



~‘fl ?,o:)fl3.nt4.cn: t:.~vn1t%r’o:1~ of Cioo: l.a olconia can ~ found

In:

~ tot~-an:t, i...: Thronol6cirt boclana bistebo (tacon~a ci.cotiia ~

in Qlovent’:’ ~Chronolo~rf of the irbite stork In

ovn~&.. C.obraua prirody C. Priroda. ;3rntis1a-~’a

~C7, y~;o.t 7 — • .kzbt~.uboe for dstredLe
~i .~I mej net:. ‘c~.ty ;rLrodr in .,iptovsk~ .:ikul&i.

Tb:’ ‘:~i;n :1tOr~ 1z )eil: ‘v.cntoatot~ iii Iflova~.ia, rooordinc

a .le Decree . .o. : :~/ j0) of th~ .~1ovak .~at±ow~l Council Lcn; on

;i:~~ *zain.tls cou~orvction. 7tthLn the Rod LLst of

v’~jcbti:;nrcc~ ~.ad rcr” b~rct sy,clas of C~oehosIovc2f.a, the ‘shito
scori: n I~icIudoc~ Lire jt: catcicory — an:on~ species roquestod

:-trt;~r at tontion. Under tbo tariff of tho state consorvation

4.n the Clova: SooiaIiQt topublic its va7uo varies from 2 000 to

10 000 Köa (C:iocboslova~c crotms~. Undor the Law No. 23/1962 of

tho Dicost on tho huntiuc, there is Ciconia oiconia inoluded

into the catecory of bari~nl feathore wild animals, but with

rocard ~o its serious decroaso, tha whito stork is, accordinc
to the buntinc Law, baLtic protootod all tho year round.

~nlarcornent of spoclos at the torritory of Slovakia:
Tho whito stork sottlec th a conoontrated way southern and

south—oastern recions. Zut its torritory also roaohos mountain

rocion~, aspocially Innor—car~athian basins and larcor valloys,
whore it .:ounta a hoiGht of I 0~0 m. ‘uo nost~nc couples ropre—

GOU~ cu tvora~e dons~.ty of the ~rbita stork, but tharo are appro—

i—atcly 16 couples/ICC c’yaro !:ilo:iotors as a ta~inufl.

tattoos of considorafle dooroaso of tim ni.nbor are connootoci

w~.tb oavironmoatal ohauGes (dryi~ic out of areas, especially

in lowlandts, urban±~at±on, o thor tochn~ca2. interventions into

the laudsca~o). Thero wore so;io oases of illecal shootine,

bird—nest pickia~, dIsturbances durinc tim nestine, loss—rates

~ro:~ crasbin~ iaa~c the oloctrlci.ty conduit, th’ounin€ in rotor—

vof..’s ~ eLI ~ro~uct~, o~c. ~baa~es in wLntor habitats,

ooc~.allç ~fl~n~; ~ ~.:tsuc~ (a:’ .:uaas of insecticides, must b~

00.13: ctoreC o~iz of ~t~o :~a ~n rnsoas for Co ttin~ tile trhito star ~

;w~do: ~ar3ta c.



.1 .‘. o.’ ~t~e~j~:t ;-‘oto’~ I’3;: it wo~C.C bc :iocausnry to impre1o

e?oIt’..~.ert?. o’nt.t~f.:,a:, in s~nc’tcd babitat~, to otisuro strict ~o—

cie.~ a.~U ~rer •c’ot~o~iOn, to iot;n 30:10 toobaical problems (sot—

~.t o:” ~o ol.nc trIo ;~y1o:xo nad colw:iuu), to build u: robabi—

:.;.~a:.: on co:tt.’~.;, r.:ic. ~ :‘ar’Jrr S 3tt~ctio activity of culturo,

~:it! ;::‘o::~ ~ t n.

•fl’c ~:IrLtt’ -~“. .; 2:’ .n~~;nç~ ~‘eo~.as has boon o::cudoC froti

‘~ 1 •. .r’ • C,~L:. ;:~ .a1..: k:’:- o: Dul .:u:’o 0..’ ttto Slovai.

Joe j’~ :; 1. c’j.:.’ vs i:~ ~ ~::n:’L::od ;O ;aa to necastonal o::002t.OaC

crur ~ nit, ~auo.1 on cbe roquo~t for orn:aple:

~: ::ooto~ ~ c’r~m;~ fo: t.ic ~U-’:~O&o o.~ ronrin~ youucj

Q cuiC t.r “c~Lio;:tt~; ,zohrn~e rz:~cnc othor coo1o~ical wtrdeas,
o:’ rc—?1ao.aG 1:ito ~io ocn r~a½re respcctiroiy.

C
Tha cc. ~.a~or~a ~ I.ou of tim flito otoK: ft to L.ppctid&~: fl ot

c:r~.z :ui~’ns to Cnt coa3c:”:nt~oc coaciltf..oas o~ tbe abovo—zion—

~ioncC opeoior..

~.‘a~arod by ..~D)r. JuraJ Varca
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17 Vctober 1~8$ ‘ Ethiopian Wildlife Conservation ~xi15atlo~i
P.O. ~OX 3~6, Mdi~~ba~
E’t~HIOPlA

Mi. Lydia K18s
Zoo Wuppertaf
Huher~usa1 lee ~3O
D—5600 W~Apperta1 I V

Federal Republic of Cerm~ny V V

Dear Hs. Kl~s V

Re: ~ iodHun~jg~g an~ VVj~j~ t~9~çil1L~2RJL

Thank you for your letter of ~9 S~ptemb~r this year on the above subjeet. V

We welcome your proposal that t~he Hunting D~g (L~on~.~) and the White
Stork (C~pj~j~ ~onj~) be ineluded in Appendix U of ~~rs• V The status of
both species would seem to give cause for concern oil a ~orldwide basis.

We have been in touch with the IUCN/SSC~pecietist survey of the Eunting Dog
(John Fanshawø and Lory Frame) with detaU~ of recent sighti-z~gs of the
speclOs In Ethiopia. As in other countri~, V pightlng~ are few. a~4 far,
between, often with several years~ gap In arty one pl~c~. The species iS r~ot
specifically s~1edted galnst by man in Ethiopia, ~either’ have tl~ex’e been

•campaig~s for its eradication as In ~ Africa. VVVV V V

The Hunting Doj Is in our ~pec~ally Protected VlegalV uchedulb, V t~ii~h ~ V

may only be captured ox’ killed witli Spe~laL Pe~m1s~ior~ frog the Eb~p~ian
governm~mt Wildlife Co~s,rv~tion Organz~at1on, and then only for ~sc1øntlhc
purpos~s —

The White Stork still paises tbtoi~g1~ Ethiopia every ~‘e~r t~ ~-e*~o~i5ble
numbers. Unfortunately the levels pf ow’ ecelo~ical monitoring az’o ~ot~ ~et
sufficjently advartced to know whether numbers have ~~re~d V or x’emalhed
stable. It w~o~.ild seem to be ~patent th4tnumbets of Vthi~ species z~’er~a1n In
Ethiö~ia to ov~rwlnter, white others paws tln’oug1~ the ~oui~try *nVthei~ way
fui~’the~ south. d that ~ie in ~thi~pia d ~ ~ be ringed
~re ~eportcd to the ~eI9vaDt r~ngin.g centre. In a4dltion a s~ary of ringirtg
rece~erlas over the year~w5ssOnt ~o the WWF White Stork st~~dy that ~~as
being co~ducted In West Germany (flolgér $ch~~, in Lela). V - V V V V~ V

The White Stork iS most frequently noted here Von :t~ re~ent~y kz~Vv~s~ed
and/or burnt fields of rain crops inVt~;h1ghla~ids. .It:also t~VaS~e~ialiy
Protected speo~es in Ethiopia

V VVV~ V. ~ V

Our data is insufficIent to report on the historical a ~pp~J~ ~ current. V

distributz~’n of theso two spe~zes A summary for the .HuritLa,~ ~og is gl~en ifl

Yalden, D.W., Largen, H.). and Kocic, D. 1980. ~ata~çgue àf the Ha~mals of
Ethiopia. 4. Cernivo~a. -~!iI~. as~~L I LLL.~~I. l3(8):l76~-177,
~ap p. 224, VV V V V
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Moot habitats are being altered in Ethiopia as the result of
feed the people of the country. However, in the case of the
opening up of areas of cultivated land would appear to be to
The Hunting Dog is known from mainly non—cultivable areas,
value to man for habitation or production.

the stru~g1e to
White Stork, the
their advantage.
and of limited

Neither species has to the best of our knowledge any vahze for commercial
uti 1 isation.

There is neither legal nor illegal trade of either species in Ethiopia, to
the best of our kuoweldge~

that this answers your queries with regard to these species.
us if further information is required. We wish you the best
to obtain added international protection for these species

Yours sincerely

A
Abdu Nahamued
Head, Wildlife Otilisation
Ethiopian Wildlife

We hope
contact
efforts
CITES.

Please
in your
through

C,

I~
C ~

--

isati~.
.~t~or
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p:~IERE VICEPRLIATUr?E RE?UBLIQUE GABONAISE
_*~*_

~:IsTERE LB L’ECONO,~IE PORESTIERE, U1JION—Tf~kVAIL—JUSTICE
LB LA FAUBE, DES PARCS NATIONAUX,
DE LA PECHE, CHARGE DE L’OFFICE DU
CHEi~IIN LB PER TRANSGABONAIS

—*—*~

DIRECTION GENERALE DE L’ECONOi~LIE
FOrLESTIERE, DE LA FAUNE, DES PARCS~
NATIONAUX ET LB LA PECHE

DIRECTION LB LA PAUNE ET DE LA CHASSE LE ~ECT LA FAURE ET

N° /pvpf~FPpNp~QCFT/DG~FpNP/DFC - LIBREVILLE

_/ ~ Monsieur Lydia KLOS ZOO
WUPPERTAI
HUBERTUSSALES 30
5600 WUPPERTAL 1
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
GERIAA1~Y

Monsieur,

Compte tenu que la cigogne blanche (Ciconia ciconia)
est une espèce migratice et compte tenu aussi de son aire de
distribution en Afrique de lt0uest (on ne la rencontre qu’en
Sierra Leone, en Guin~e et au Liberia) et de l’avancée du dé—
sert qui menace son habitat dans cette partie du continent, je
vous informe que nous partageons votre point de vue d’inclure
cette espèce a l’annexe II de le. CITES car une exploitation ir—
ratiomielle de celle—ci risquerait de provoquer inéluctablement
sa disparition.

Quant a ce qui concerne les données scientifiques que
vous nous demandez, nous sornmes dans l’inipossibilité de vous
fournir ces renseignements car la cigogne blanche ntexiste pas
dans notre pays.

Veuillez agréer, Monsieur, l’expression de ma consi—
dérat ion distinguée .1-’

P. LB DIRECTEUR DE LA FAUNE ET DE LA
CHASSE .—

P.O. LB DIRECTEUR GENERAL ADJOINT DE
L’ECONOMIB FORESTIERE ASSURkNT
L’ INTERIM,—

Libreville, le 9 / 12 / 1988

lB. -



Ref. No. 78/1977/4 MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND
Tel. No. (02)302586 NATURAL RESOURCES

NICOSIA - CYPRUS.

31st October, 1988.

Ms Lydia Kios,
Zoo Wuppertal
Hubertusallee 30,
5600 Wuppertal 1,
Federal Republic of Germany.

Dear Ms Kios,

Ciconia — Ciconia

I am directed to refer to your letter of 10 October,
1988 relating to the above subject and to enclose herewith the
requested information.

The species inquestion is fully protected in Cyprus in
accordance with the relevant national law. Under these
circumstances the Cyprus Government would in principle raise no
objection for the inclusion of this species in Appendix II of the
CITES if and when a proposal for such an inclusion is officially
put forward.

Yours sincerely,

for Director—General
Ministry of Agriculture and

Natural Resources.

AP/MT.

1



Ref: o/9~/1 ) ~5

D~pARTI~’~cT 0? i~ATIO?AL ~_~KS
AThID WILL LIFE i~AJAG~~~HT
P 0 BOX 8565
CAUSEWAY

ZTh~BABWE

51st October 1988

Lydia Klos
Zoo Wuppertal
:~ubertusallee 30
5600 Wuppertal 1
FEDFaAL REPUBLIC OF GER14i’T1

Dear i~~adar

re: CIT~ APPENDICES

We have received your proposal for submission to CIT~ and we have discussed
the intended intention of your Institution.

CIT~, as an organisation, is set to protect animal and plant species that
m~y be endangered by trade. We feel that Lycaon pictus, Ciconia ciconia
and ~yps coprotheres although threatened are not endangered by trade0

Under Zimbabwean laws all these species are specially protected animals
and it is necessary for countries where these animals occur to protect
them0 But CIT~ should not over burden itself by putting on the appendices
animals that are not threatened by trade o~. species not likely to enter
into any trade. Zimbabwe does not support~ve to be taken by ~Q.

Zimbabwe would support those countries with these animals proposing to put
them in appendix III.

Yours faithfully

W K NDI]KtJ
DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PARKS AND WILD LIFE NAG~~T

WIcK/PC

2L~o



GAME DEPARTMENT.
~ELEPHONE 52 P0 BOX

/ ENTEBBE, UGANDA
IN ANY CORRESPONDENCE ON GI~13/I/ IC
THIS AUNJECT PLEASE OUOTE~NO THE REPURIJC OF UGANDA

10th November, 1988,

Ms Lydia K/OS
Zoo Wupperta].
Hubert usalle 30
5600 Wappertal I
FEIDERJ~L REPUBLIC OF GER1~ANY

Dear Madam,

Thank you for your letter of 29th September,1988.

I have no obj~’tio:~ on inclusion of the bunting dog (I4ycaon pi~us) and
the white stork (Ciconia ciconia).

The hunting dog (L.ycaon pictus) is very rarely seen in Uganda today,
I would infact ~‘ecornrnend i~ ±‘ôr the first schedule in CT2ES for Uganda.
At one time they were numerous in Toro Game Reserve and they were
hunt Ed out because of heavy depredations on Uganda kob which wa~ prefe—
red, A few may exist in Karamoja region of Uganda and some sightings
have been made in Ankole area in Bwizibwera,

The popu;ation status of the species is unknown, The bunting dogs were
regarded as vermin therefore their ropulation reduction was encouraged,
We now have included the species among our protected species in the
proposed revision of the Game Preservation and Oontrol Act. We donot
know of any trade in the species.

The white stork (Ciconia ciconia) is only a visitor to Uganda. We do
not have a good idea of the population status of the birds. I am
sorry I must state that we have not done much to gather research
informat ion on status of almost wildlife we protect.

If you could get researchers and fund them to help us carryoat status
survey of such species. I would appreciate.

J~. ~IEF GAME WARDEN,
J.M,

JMO/gt a0
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ow br,ei van

5—10—1988
onderwerp

White Stork

uw kenrnerk ons kenmerk

NMF—88—13199
doorkiesnummer

070—792919

datow

30 november 1988
bijiagen

Dear Miss K1ö8,

Ministerie van Landbouw
en Visserij

Bezuidenhoutseweg 73
Postadres:

Pcstbus 20401
2500 EK ‘s-Gravenhage
Telefoon: 070-79 39 11

Fax: 070- 793600
Telegramadres: Landvis

Telex: 32040 Lavinl

In reply to your abovementioned letter I draw your attention to
the initiatives taken to develop an agreement under the Bonn
Convention for the White Stork. In view of this data about
population sizes and trends of the species have been gathered.
Therefore, I think, you could best contact the secretariat of
the Bonn Convention in Bonn to obtain details about
populations, threats etc. in different countries.

There is very little legal and, as far as I know no illegal
trade in the White Stork in our country. The little trade there
is, is limited to zoo—born specimens between zoos.
The White Stork is fully protected under the Bird Protection
Act, which means that a license is needed for keeping live or
dead specimens, for import, export etc.

As for the Netherlands inclusion of the White Stork in Appendix
II of CITES will add little to its 8tatus of fully protected
bird. Rowevet, an official standpoint in this will not be taken
until there is an official proposal.

BEAJD~ OF THE DIVISION OF WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT
AND ~ROTECTION OF SPECIES,

Drs. M. Opermeer.

LV193451341

2~ 2.
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Directoraat-Generaal Landelijke Gebieden en Kwaiileitszorg
Directie Natuur, Milieu en Feunabeheer

~-Miss Lydia Kl~f’s
Zoo Wuppertal

Hubertusallee 30

5600 WIJPPERTAL 1
BRD Iandbouw en visserij



~24S5ZT1 .~t, 94467 ~ ~78 m’nv ‘rn Y31~fl T1fl1T~~t 711W,
NATURE RESERVES AUTHORITY — 78 Ylrmeyehu St. Jeruselem 94467 Tel. 02.536271

Ms
Lydia Kloes
Zoo ;u~-~erta1
hubertu allee 50
5600 •.u~erta1 1
‘edera.~ ~<e ublic of Germany

October 25, 1988

hear I~ Lloes

Ciconia ciconia

Many thanks for your letter of October 10, 1988,

In I~rae1, th. white ~:tork is fully protected by law,

~;e are not aware of any problems concerning storks as a result of trade.

Huge numbers of white storks annually migrate across Israel on their
northward route in spring and southwards in autumn. There is also a small
population of white storks nesting in Israel.

Our ~tan~ as regards the inclusion of this s~ecies in Appendix 2 of the
CIi~S Convention ~.;i11 be Governed by the facts and by the explanations
accomranyinr the prol)osal. As far as the situation in this country is
ccncerned there seems to be no need for this.

Should it become amDare~t that the international trade in other countries
constitutes a significant factor in the impairment of this species, we
shall certainly supoort the pronosal.

Yours ~‘ ly

Dan Pe~y
Assis ant hirector—General

02—23293~ .~ .95101 0’5~’11’ 13 fl~Dfl ~3~fl — t~’I5 flriD Q4771918 .‘~0 .1)111 Y1~ 11*2 .T.fl ?~1~I0t1 )1’~ — 1I5~ 71110
059-7)988 .~0 .88000 11~’M •fl0~K qlfl - WP’~l TI11D 057-33*0* .~0 .l4zzS ~ 19 flI~lU7 ~!fl - ~iri nrio



Ministry of the Environment
The National Forest and Nature Agency

Ministère de ‘Environnement
Direction Generate des Foréts et de a Nature

Ministerium fOr ‘.‘mweltschutz
Generaldirektorat für Fors~ und Natur

Skov~ 09 Naturstyretsen Slotsmarken 13 DK-2970 Hershoim Danmark Tel, +45 2 76 53 76

1988—12—06 BS/jl
~3.no. 88/27—550

Zoologisclie Gesellschaft Frankfurt
Att. Lydia Klös
Zoo Wuppertal
Hubertus Allee 30
D—5600 Wuppertal 1
BRD

Dear Lydia Klös,

In reference to your letter dated 5 October, 1988 where you
ask for information about the status of the white stork in
Denmark, I can inform you that we have contacted the Danish
Ornithological Society to ask their help.

./. From them we have received the enclosed material on the
status. If you have any questions, feel free to contact the
Ornithological Society direct.

As regards trade in white stork this does often occur, most
ly between zoological gardens. E.g. lately 7 white storks
arrived at the Zoological Garden in Copenhagen sent from

./. Ruhr Zoo, Gelsenkirchen. I enclose a copy of the German per
mit for the shipment’. We have also received white storks
from Polish zoological gardens lately.

Kind regards,

Birgith Sloth

2L~ Lj
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