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As a result, in the last decade, sturgeon numbers in all
water basins have drastically decreased and continue to
fall. The volume of legal fishing directly depends on the
numbers of the reproductive portion of the sturgeon
community. Looking at the decreased level of legal
fishing, one can evaluate the rate at which sturgeon
numbers are being reduced in the wild (see below). 

• In the Caspian sea, the sturgeon catch in the last two
decades has decreased by 38,5 times; 

• In the Azov sea, sturgeon stock has lost all commercial
value. Currently, the share of mature sturgeon species
amounts to 2.3%, while female species are
represented in single numbers; 

• The catch of Siberian sturgeon on the Ob river, which
has been the main source of sturgeon in Siberia, has
also fallen drastically. In the last 60 years, the sturgeon
catch fell by 122 times, while the nine years from
1985 to 1994 witnessed a seven-fold decrease. As a result in 1997,
the Western-Siberian subspecies of the Siberian sturgeon (Ob
community) was included in the Red Data Book of the Russian
Federation. 

According to experts, 1999 was the last year when sturgeon hunting
was admissible for biological reasons, though to a limited extent.
Currently we are witnessing what had already been predicted by
experts from TRAFFIC Europe in 1997 and 2000: population numbers
have fallen to an extent where sturgeon catch has become not only
inadmissible from a biological point of view but non-profitable as well.
We are coming close to a situation when hunting loses its point,
i.e. the cost of catch will inevitably result in a price at which caviar
will no longer be tradable in economically meaningful volumes.

The following actions are proposed in order to overcome this highly
unfavourable situation: 

I. Enforcement of actions
• To announce a total ban on the caviar trade and sturgeon meat in

the Russian domestic market with only one possible exception,
representing output of aquaculture. Unfortunately, it should be
emphasised that currently neither law enforcement bodies nor trade
inspections are having any degree of control of trade in sturgeon
products on the local market whatsoever. 

• To declare and legally establish a state monopoly on sturgeon catch,
processing and export of output.

• To strengthen penalties imposed against illegal hunters and traders
of illegally produced caviar and sturgeon meat, bringing these
penalties into accordance with the prices of these products on the
world market.

II. Reduction of demand from the domestic market 
It is necessary to raise awareness regarding the illegal caviar market.

III. Restoration actions
It is necessary to develop a federal long-term programme for the
protection, restoration and sound and sustainable use of sturgeon
stocks: 

• To establish and support a system of regular monitoring of sturgeon
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Europe and trade
According to the WTO, merchandise trade of EU-15 in 2004 was
US$4031 billion for exports of which 73.75% were intra-european
and 16.74% to Asia and North America, Europe’s big trading partners.
In the same year, imports in EU-15 were US$4140 billion, of
which 71.6% were intra-European and 17.94% from Asia and
North America.

In 2004. EU-15’s share in world merchandise trade was 45.3% for
exports and 44.8% for imports.

Regarding the products groups, 80.17% of the exports correspond to
manufactures, 12.02% to agricultural products and 9.13% to fuels and
mining products. As for the imports, 74.97% correspond to
manufactures, 12.02% to fuels and mining products and 9.68% to
agricultural products. The table on the right specifies the amount of
export for the different products in billion US dollars.

The major exporter in EU-15 is Germany, with US$912.3 billion
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The European Union and its role in the
international trade in wild animals and plants
By Amelie Knapp and Stephanie Theile, TRAFFIC Europe Regional Office, Brussels   

“Europe and, in particular, the European
Union (EU) is one of the world’s largest and
most diverse markets for wildlife and wildlife
products that are traded for a variety of
purposes including for food, as pets, for
decoration, clothing, construction materials,
furniture, curios or for medicinal use. Many of
the species found in international trade are
subject to the Convention on International
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna
and Flora (CITES).1 These species include, for
example, many bird and reptile species that
are often traded live as pets, crocodile skins
for the fashion industry, luxury food items
such as sturgeon caviar, mahogany logs from
South America, picture frames and blinds
made of ramin, timber from Southeast Asia or
dried plant materials from the Balkan to be
used in medicines.” 

Based on a recent TRAFFIC analysis* of trade
in CITES-listed species, more than six million
CITES-listed live birds, 11.5 million reptile
skins, 20 million orchids and more than 550t
of sturgeon caviar were imported by the 25
EU countries between 1996 and 2003. 

All 25 EU Member States are Parties to CITES
and the Convention is jointly implemented
through the EU’s Wildlife Trade Regulations; Council Regulation (EC)
No. 338/97 and related Commission Regulations. 2

The use of wild animals and plants for trade can also play an
important role in supporting the livelihoods of local communities and
benefiting local and national economies, particularly in developing
countries. By providing direct and indirect benefits, wildlife use and
trade can also help to motivate local people as well as governments to
commit to the conservation of wild species and their habitats.
However, any use of and trade in wild animals and plants and their
products need to be properly managed and trade impacts closely
monitored in order to ensure that harvests are kept within sustainable
limits and are not damaging the integrity of ecological systems. 

Although a great deal of the wildlife trade is legal, a significant portion
of the trade is illegal and threatens the survival of species in the wild.
Illegal wildlife trade often involves organized criminal structures and
smugglers adapt quickly to changing trends and markets. Seizures of
wildlife and wildlife products that are subject to CITES are relatively
common among law enforcement agencies such as customs and
police. For example, in September 2005, customs officers at Zaventem
airport in Brussels seized a courier shipment described as a diplomatic
pouch containing 35kg of ivory tusks that was en route from the
Democratic Republic of the Congo to China. German enforcement
officers recently uncovered a case in which 1.4 tonnes of caviar
were imported illegally into the EU between December 2003 and
January 2005.

EU Member States therefore face many challenges in controlling the
illegal wildlife trade and close co-operation and co-ordination at 

national level and EU level are vital in this regard. To help address
this challenge, TRAFFIC in collaboration with the Belgian
Government developed EU-TWIX, an access-secured, online
database on reported illegal wildlife trade in the EU. It is designed
to help law enforcement officers from all 25 EU Member States to
share information and exchange expertise on illegal wildlife trade
(see www.traffic.org/25/network4/eu.html). 

In October this year, the UK Department for the Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs, in collaboration with TRAFFIC, organized
the EU Wildlife Trade Law Enforcement Co-ordination Workshop,
held in London. It was attended by over 130 enforcement officials
from all 25 EU Member States, the European Commission, CITES
Secretariat and Interpol. The meeting concluded with the
agreement of a range of priority measures and called for the
development and adoption of an Action Plan for EU Wildlife Trade
Enforcement. Hopefully, this will lead to measures that will
enhance enforcement effort and collaboration within this crucial
wildlife market to strengthen co-operation and action to tackle
illegal trade in wild animals and plants into and within the
European Union. 

TRAFFIC, the wildlife trade monitoring network works to
ensure that wildlife trade is not a threat to the conservation
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Interview with Stephane Ringuet, TRAFFIC Programme Officer, WWF France, 
by Jean-Claude Jacques, IUCN ROfE

Biodiversity is for people

JCJ: Why are European trade policies important to global
biodiversity?



JCJ: How do you think we can better harmonize the CBD with the
rules of the WTO?

SR: The WTO and the CBD must tackle several issues, especially
agricultural subsidies, invasive species and a fair and equitable
international benefit-sharing system, concerning benefits resulting
from the use of genetic resources (patentability of living resources,
access to genetic resources etc).

To ensure improved mainstreaming of biodiversity issues, the WTO
should recognise the right of the CBD Secretariat and of other
multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs) to have full observer
status at its various committee meetings, and MEAs should be
recognised as the main bodies having the authority to assess the
appropriateness of environment-related trade policies.

JCJ: Please complete the following sentence: “In 2010 I would like
European trade policies…”

SR: … to be consistent, both internally (environmental issues
mainstreamed into all other Union policies, including trade policy),
and externally (so as, in particular, to avoid any negative effects of
European policies or to generate positive impacts outside the Union
itself), in order to minimize the ecological footprint and ensure the

sustainability of ecosystem biological capacity, not only in Europe, but
also in developing countries. This requires a proactive approach in
order to eliminate unsustainable international trade (on the basis of
Principles 8 and 9 of the Rio Declaration), check the legal acquisition
of natural resources in source countries, take steps to enhance
international trade transparency, effectively supervise trade, rigorously
enforce regulatory provisions, and actively support developing
countries in the sustainable use of their natural resources.

WWF-FRANCE 

Established in 1973, WWF-France plays a key role in public
awareness of the need to protect our natural environment.
WWF-France, recognised as a state-approved NGO, was
established within the framework of France’s 1901
Associations (non-profit making NGOs) Act. It has an
Executive Board comprising scientific experts and private
sector managers, all volunteers, which defines WWF-France’s
strategy and manages its activities. A scientific steering
committee provides guidelines for action and supports
WWF’s conservation activities.

WWF-France has some fifty staff members (conservation,
development, communication, administration), 100,000
donor members, who support the organization via their
membership fees, donations and purchases, and hundreds of
volunteers who are involved in conservation programmes
and contribute to the smooth running of operations.

WWF-France has thus been committed to nature
conservation for thirty years. France, with its Overseas
Territories, has a major responsibility in terms of protecting
the planet’s biodiversity.  Aware of this responsibility, 
WWF-France works mainly in six priority
fields: forests, fresh water, oceans and
coastal areas, species, climate change and
overseas issues, not to mention its many
cross-cutting initiatives.

WWF-France has been a member of IUCN
since 1984.
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EU action on illegal logging: Is it enough?
By Sébastien Risso, EU Policy Officer – Forest & Trade, Greenpeace International (EU Unit)

5 See the new Greenpeace factsheet: Lawless: How Europe’s borders remain open to trade in
illegal timber, www.greenpeace.org/international/press/reports/lawless-illegal-timber

6 To illustrate how such legislation could work, Greenpeace, FERN and WWF published a
model legislation in November 2004, available at:
http://eu.greenpeace.org/downloads/forests/RegulationNGO.pdf

7 An NGO statement is available at:
www.eu.greenpeace.org/downloads/forests/NGOstatement.pdf
An industry statement is available at:
www.eu.greenpeace.org/downloads/forests/IndustryStatement.pdf
European Parliament Motion for a Resolution to speed up the implementation of the 
Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade (FLEGT) EU action plan – B6-0412/2005.

Illegal logging is having a devastating impact on the world’s forests. Its
effects are global and include deforestation, the loss of biodiversity and
climate change. Illegal logging creates social conflict with indigenous and
local populations and leads to violence, crime and human rights abuses. 

Documented uses for revenue from illegal logging activities include
civil wars, organized crime and money laundering, threatening
international security.  Weak governance and corruption in timber-
producing countries is a key component driving illegal logging.
The World Bank estimates that illegal logging costs timber producing
countries between US$10–15 billion per year in lost revenue.1

The European Union (EU) play a key role in fuelling the international
demand for cheap timber products from illegal and destructive logging.
These products end up on construction sites and are sold in stores
across Europe, with governments turning a blind eye to their origin.

For example, in October alone Greenpeace investigations exposed
trails of rainforest timber and wood products to the EU supplied by
companies known to be actively involved in illegal logging activities:
from the Congo Basin to Italy, from Papua New Guinea via China to
the UK, and from the Brazilian Amazon to Spain, where it has been
used in the renovation of the Queen Sofia Museum in Madrid.2

Following mounting international pressure and in recognition of their
responsibility as a major timber consumer, the European Commission
published the EU Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade 
(EU FLEGT) Action Plan3 in 2003.  The core of the 2003 EU Action Plan
is to develop voluntary bilateral and regional partnership agreements
between the EU and wood-producing countries.4 These “voluntary 

partnership agreements” (VPAs) are aimed at helping signatory
countries improve their governance and forest management as
well as implementing a licensing system to ensure that they only
export legal timber to Europe. The meeting of the Agriculture
Council from 24–25 October 2005 in Luxembourg saw the
formalization of these measures in an EU Regulation that paves the
way for the development of a licensing scheme to guarantee the
legality of timber imports entering the European Community, as well
as enabling the start of negotiations of the VPAs. These are expected
to begin next year. 

Greenpeace has repeatedly drawn attention to the loopholes,5






