INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
01 — 05 September 2025

MINUTESOF THE MEETING
AGENDA
Opening of the meeting
Adoption of the agenda
General presentation of proposals submitted by Members on resolutions and others
Recommendations to the Commission
a) Thefishery in 2024 and status of the tuna stocks and recommendations by the Commission
staff for their conservation and management
b) Other recommendations by the Commission staff
c) Report and recommendations of the 16 meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee
5. Review of the Commission staff’ s research: Strategic Science Plan (2026-2030)
6. Reports of subsidiary bodies and working groups:
a 3'9Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring
b. 3“Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch
c. 9" Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs
d. 12" Meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance
e
f.

rpODPE

26" Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity
16" Meeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by
the Commission
g. 10" Meeting of the IATTC — WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the management of
Pacific bluefin tuna
7. Climate change
8. Discussion of resolutions and recommendations
9. Implementation of Article XI1.1 of the Antigua Convention
10. Election of Chair and Deputy Chair of the Commission
11. Election of Chairs of subsidiary bodies and working groups
12. Other business
13. Place and date of next meeting
14. Adjournment

APPENDICES

1. List of attendees
2. RESOLUTIONS
2a Conservation measures for tropica tunas in the eastern Pacific Ocean during

2026 and 2027-2028 C-25-01
2b Amendmentsto the IATTC rules of procedure C-25-02
2c Simplification of the IATTC legal framework including reporting obligations ~ C-25-03
2d Terms of Reference of an ad hoc |ATTC-WCPFC Joint Working Group on South

Pacific Albacore Tuna C-25-04
2e Creation of aWorking Group on Dorado C-25-05
2f Amendments to Resolution C-12-06 on rules of procedure regarding capacity

loans or concessions and chartering of vessels with temporary transfers of



capacity C-25-06

29 Amends and replaces Resol ution c-24-06 on fish-aggregating devices
Conservation measures for the protection and sustainable management of C-25-07
2h sharks [amends and replaces Resolution C-24-05 and previous resolutiong]
Conservation measures for shark species, with special emphasis on the silky C-25-08
2 shark (Carcharhinus falciformis), for the years 2026- 2028 C-25-09
2 Financing for FY 2026 C-25-10
3. PROPOSAL S (not adopted)
3a B-1 KOR, USA. Protection of cetaceans
3b D-1 CAN. Climate Change
3c G-1 USA, FRA/OT. Boarding and inspection procedures
3d -1 ECU. Interim reference points for swordfishinthe IATTC area
3e J1 ECU. Conservation measure to establish a management strategy for tropical tuna
fisheriesin the eastern Pacific Ocean
3f L-1 EUR. Amendment to Resolution C-19-08 on scientific observers for longline
vessels
3g M-1 VAR. Progress in the implementation of the ecosystem approach to fisheries
management (EAFM).
3h 01 VAR. Amendment to paragraph 5c of Resolution C-14-03 [on the special
sustainable development fund to strengthen the institutional capacity of
developing countries and territories]
3i P-1 VAR. Rules for the establishment of contributions for the participation of non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) with observer status at meetings of the
Commission and its subsidiary bodies
4 REPORTS
da Report and recommendations of the 16™ Meeting of the SAC
4b Report of the 3" Meeting of the Working Group on Electronic Monitoring
4c Report of the 3" Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch
4d Report of the 9" Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs
de Report of the 12" Meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance
af Report of the 26th Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Feet Capacity
4g Report of the 16" Meeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures
4h Adopted by the Commission
4 Report of the 10" Meeting of the IATTC — WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the
management of Pacific bluefin tuna
5 OTHER
ba Statement by the Chair of the IATTC, Mr. Andres Arens
5b  Statement by the Director of the IATTC, Dr. Arnulfo Franco
5¢c  Statement by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Panama (acting), Amb. Carlos GuevaraMann
5d  Statement by Boliviaon capacity
5e Statement by Vanuatu on capacity



The 103" meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) was held in Panama City,
Panama, on 1-5 September 2025. The attendees are listed in Appendix 1.

1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting began after an opening ceremony with speeches by the Chair of the IATTC, Dr. Andrés Arens,
the Director of the IATTC, Dr. Arnulfo Franco, and the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Panama (acting),
Ambassador Carlos Guevara Mann; the text of these speechesis reproduced in Appendices5 a, b, and c.

The Chair of the IATTC, Mr. Arens, thanked Panama for the kind invitation to hold the 103" meeting of
the IATTC in that city. He noted with satisfaction the presence in the room of representatives of 20
Members, with the sole absence of Kiribati, aswell asthe participation of four of the five Cooperating non-
Members: Balivia, Chile, Indonesiaand Liberia, with only Honduras absent.

2. Adoption of the agenda
The provisional agenda was approved without changes. The following was noted:

a) Ecuador's request for an opportunity to briefly discuss the agenda of the Working Group on
Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE), which held its first informa meeting in May. It was
agreed that this would be done under item 6 of the agenda.

b) Requests from Bolivia and Vanuatu to make formal statements on their capacity requests. It was
agreed that they could raise this matter when the report of the Working Group on Capacity is
presented or make their statements as they have done previoudy under agenda item 12, “Other
business’.

3. General presentation of proposals submitted by Memberson resolutions and others

Before the general presentation of the proposed resolutions began, the Members considered the procedura
matter of the deadline for submitting and publishing the proposals. In response to a question raised by
Korea, the Secretariat confirmed that all proposals had been received 21 days before the IATTC meeting,
in line with the rules of procedure. However, several delegations pointed out that thislimit as atrigger for
internal trandation and publication processes was insufficient time for proper review of the proposals. It
wastherefore proposed that the IATTC rules of procedure be amended to extend the deadline for submission
of proposalsfrom 21 to 30 days before the meeting, and the deadline for publication by the Secretariat from
10 to 17 days. These amendments were subsequently included in a text by the Chair and adopted as
Resolution C-25-02.

Similarly, the suggestion put forward by Mexico and Guatemala that documents submitted by delegations
in both languages may be published by the Secretariat as preliminary documents to expedite the review
process was accepted, without exempting the Secretariat from itstask of validating the trandation.

Following a well-established practice, Members were given the opportunity to present their proposed
resolutions. Nineteen proposals were presented, allowing the process of consideration and discussion to
begin before reaching agendaitem 8. All these proposals are published on the Commission's website. Those
that did not result in the adoption of a resolution are included in their latest version in the appendices of
these minutes.

4. Recommendationsto the Commission

4 a) Thefishery in 2024 and status of the tuna stocks and recommendations by the Commission staff
for their conservation and management

Dr. Alexandre Aires-da-Silva, IATTC Coordinator of Scientific Research, made a detailed presentation of
the item under consideration, based on document IATTC-103-01a, which describesthe status of the fishery
in 2024.

In genera terms, he mainly emphasized the following points:
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Overview of catches:

> In 2024, record-high tuna catches were achieved in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) surpassing 1
million tons and exceeding the 10-year average by 40%.

> The purse-seine fleet accounted for 86% of the catches, the longline fleet for 9%, and 5% was
caught using other fishing gears.

» Skipjack tuna (SKJ) accounted for 43% of the catches, yellowfin tuna (Y FT) for 35%, and bigeye
tuna (BET) for 12%.

Trends by species:

> Yedlowfin tuna: Catches have been high for the past three years (2022—2024), reaching over
294,000 tonsin, which is 20% above the 10-year average. Fishing associated with dolphinsremains
the primary method of harvesting. It was noted that 2025 could be an exceptional year for yellowfin
fisheries, with catches exceeding those of the last three years.

> Skipjack tuna: A record high of 645,000 tons was recorded in 2024, which is double the 10-year
average. Approximately 55% of the total skipjack tunacatch is certified by the Marine Stewardship
Council (MSC).

> Bigeyetuna: On average during the period 2022-2024, catches of bigeye tunain the fl oating-object
fishery decreased by 36% compared to pre-2022 levels, when the individual vessel threshold (IVT)
measure wasimplemented. The IV T's effectivenessis confirmed by areductionin fishing mortality,
not just in catches. However, an increase in bigeye catches is expected in 2025 due to strong
recruitment associated with El Nifio eventsin 2023 and 2024.

> Longline Catch per Unit Effort (CPUE): At the end of 2024, the longline fleet, especially that of
Japan and Korea, began to see an increase in bigeye tuna catch, which could be a beneficial effect
of the IVT measure. The IATTC scientific staff is using longline operational data to improve the
reliability of abundance indices.

Dr. Aires-da-Silvathen presented the |ATTC staff's recommendationsfor the conservation and management
of the main temperate and tropical tuna species, highlighting the following:

» Conservation measures: The scientific staff acknowledged that the 2025 and 2026 measures are
aready in force; however, if the Commission wishes to adjust them, the results of the assessments
would allow for a maximum reduction of 10 days of the closure period. It was also assessed that
eliminating the “corralito” would only alow for athree-day reduction.

> Individual vessel thresholds (IVT) and Enhanced Monitoring Program (EMP): The
implementation of the EMP has led to a significant reduction in juvenile bigeye tuna mortality.
Therefore, the scientific staff recommends its continuation or, preferably, the adoption of an
Integrated Port Sampling Program (1PSP) that would provide more reliable and detailed estimates.

» Tunatagging program: Dr. Aires-da-Silva emphasized that if the Commission wishes to assess
the skipjack tuna stock in 2029, atropical tunatagging program must be implemented and funded
as soon as possible, asit isthe only way to obtain a reliable abundance index for these species.

This presentation prompted a series of questions and comments from Members, highlighting the following
points:

o Venezuela expressed concern about the increase in juvenile bigeye tuna catches in 2025. It also
expressed concern that this could encourage fleets fishing with FADs to target dolphin-associated
fisheries, especidly given that yellowfin tuna stocks appear to be healthy. Dr. Aires-da-Silva
explained that the current situation of large yellowfin catchesin 2025 is due to strong recruitment,



whichincreasesfish availability. High catchesin 2025 do not rai se concerns about current measures
or those recommended by the staff.

¢ Guatemalareguested an assessment of the differentiated impact of a 10-day reduction of the closure
period as opposed to a 15-day reduction. Dr. Aires-da-Silvaindicated that the difference would not
be significant. However, it is important to ensure that any reduction is implemented in short
increments that allow the scientific staff to evaluateits effects. He noted that a maximum reduction
of ten days would be consistent with similar reductions adopted by other RFMOs. In responseto a
guestion from Guatemala, Dr. Aires-da-Silva clarified again that a recent analysis confirmed the
impact of the "corralito" on bigeye tuna corresponds to an average of three days of closure in the
EPO, with no significant effect on other species, but without taking into account the other benefits
provided by the “corraito” in a broader context, for example in relation to biodiversity in general
within the framework of the BBNJ process, given the imminent entry into force of the Agreement.

e China asked whether the healthy status of tuna stocks could also imply an increase in the catch
limits established for the longline fleet. Dr. Aires-da-Silva responded that an increase in fishing
mortality is possible and could be considered within the framework of a comprehensive
management strategy.

e Ecuador expressed satisfaction with the scientific work carried out and the recommendations made
by the staff, and supported the options presented therein, further highlighting that they align with
the precautionary approach.

e The United States referred specifically to the tuna tagging program and inquired about the
remaining funds from the previous year and their use. Dr. Aires-da-Silva replied that they were
available and earmarked as “seed funding” as part of a campaign to raise the funds needed to
implement the program.

4b. Other recommendations by the Commission staff

The Scientific Research Coordinator, Dr. Aires-da-Silva, presented Document IATTC-103-01b, which
includes staff recommendations on management and data collection. This document covers the following
main areas of work: 1) Tuna management; 2) Non-target species; 3) Data collection; 4) Tuna tagging; 5)
Data from large longline vessels, 6) Ecosystem considerations; 7) Fish-aggregating devices; 8) Observer
coverage on purse-seiners and longliners.

4c. ¢) Report and recommendations of the 16th meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee)

Director Dr. Arnulfo Franco reported on the 16" SAC meeting, which he chaired and which was held in
June 2025. He drew the participants' attention to the following:

o The recommendations that were adopted by the SAC for consideration and approva by the
Commission. The text of these recommendations can be found in document |IATTC-103-02
(Appendix 4a).

e Therecommendations of the Bycatch and FAD Working Groups, as discussed and approved by the
SAC, can be found in the SAC recommendations document mentioned in the previous paragraph.

The recommendations issued by the SAC were generally endorsed by the Commission.
5. Review of the Commission staff’s research: Strategic Science Plan (2026-2030)

The Coordinator of Scientific Research, Dr. Alexandre Aires-da-Silva presented the IATTC Strategic
Science Plan for 2026-2030. He addressed the following topicsin his presentation:

» Achievements and challenges of the previous plan (2019-2025)

Dr. Aires-da-Silva highlighted the achievements of the previous plan, including the completion of
assessments for three species of tropical tuna and the development of risk analyses considering multiple
models. Significant progress was also made in carrying out three tagging campaigns that enabled the
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assessment of the skipjack tuna (SKJ) stock. Opportunities for improvement were also identified, primarily
regarding the inability to complete the Management Strategy Evaluation (M SE) for bigeye and yellowfin
tuna as planned. This was due to the departure of the scientist responsible for coordinating this matter and
the subsequent need for additional time to devel op candidate strategies.

» Goals of the new plan (2026-2030)

Stock assessments and MSE: The main objective is to complete Management Strategy Evaluations
(MSEs) for the three tuna species by 2030. The scientific staff was reorganized so that the three stock
assessment scientists now share responsibility for the M SE of their respective species.

Tagging program: Dr. Aires-da-Silva emphasized the critical importance of a new tropical tuna tagging
program for the stock assessment of skipjack tuna, asthereis no other method for obtaining areliable index
of abundance for this species.

Resear ch and collaboration: The plan includes continuing studies on tuna biology and behavior. It also
involves collaborating with other RFMOs and entities on assessments for transpacific species, such as
bluefin tunaand billfish. Additionally, ecology and climate change issues will be addressed, and a proposed
Integrated Port Sampling Program (IPSP) aims to improve data collection.

AchotinesLaboratory: Dr. Aires-da-Silva emphasized that this |aboratory isthe only facility in the world
that has successfully bred yellowfin tuna in captivity for nearly 30 years. This offers great potential for
research and obtaining external funding.

Dr. Aires-da-Silva's presentation was well-received and prompted comments from the del egations,
including the following:

Project prioritization: The European Union and Mexico emphasized the importance of prioritizing the
activities outlined in the Strategic Science Plan. They argued that the budget is limited and not all projects
are equally urgent. The European Union recommended allocating resources to stock assessment and
fisheries management, the Commission's "core business', and postponing or eliminating lower-priority
projects. Dr. Aires-da-Silva acknowledged that prioritization was necessary, as the volume of work
requested by the Commission has become unsustainable with the current resources available.

Project funding: Mexico suggested actively seeking external funding for conducting non-essential
projects, such as those relating to dolphins or genetic studies, which are financed with extra-budgetary
resources, a practice that has been used successfully in the past. Venezuela argued that science should not
be limited by economic considerations, especialy given the tuna industry's years of high profits, and
criticized the practice of requesting more work from the Secretariat without allocating the necessary funds.

Fleet growth: In response to questions about the implications of increasing the capacity of the longline
fleet, Dr. Aires-da-Silvareplied that an increase in fishing mortality could be considered, given that tropical
tuna stocks are currently healthy. This could take several forms: areduction in closure days, an increasein
catch limits, etc. However, any increase in this fleet's capacity should be considered within the framework
of amanagement strategy that includes implementing a management plan for that capacity.

6. Reportsof subsidiary bodies and working groups
a) Report of the 3™ Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring

The Co-Chair of the Group, Mr. Colin Brinkman, of the United States, presented a report on the third
meeting held on 25 August 2025, highlighting that a discussion paper was presented by the Co-Chairs
(WGEM-03-01) proposing an order of topics to be discussed by the working group going forward,
including: interim minimum data collection standards and priorities and implications; financial implications
for implementation of interim standards and priorities; EM S objectives and scope; ingtitutional structure;
management considerations (except goals and scope, and financia considerations); final data collection
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standards and priorities; technical standards; financial considerationsfor standard implementation and fina
priorities.

He highlighted that The Nature Conservancy made some presentations that can be found here: Piloto de
Monitoreo Electronico en Palangre Industrial y Artesanal and The Nature Conservancy Electronic

Monitoring presentation. Finaly, he stated that, despite the adoption of provisional standards for EM
(Resolution C-24-09) in 2024, no voluntary data has been submitted to the Secretariat.

The Group concluded that moving beyond the voluntary data submission model was necessary. To achieve
this objective, it was proposed that two intersessional meetings be held, and that work be done to develop
ahon-voluntary implementation scheme.

In his capacity as Co-Chair of the Group, Mr. Guillermo Moran, of Ecuador, noted that the need for more
time to review complex documents was discussed. It was proposed that work be carried out by
correspondence to prepare a document to be considered at a special meeting in 2026. He added that two
virtual intersessional meetings are planned and that funds will be sought to pay for simultaneous
interpretation.

b) Report of the 3" M eeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch (EBWG)

In his capacity as Co-Chair of the Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch (EBWG), Mr. Manuel
Correia, of Venezuela, presented his report on the 3 meeting of the Group, which was held in La Jolla,
Cdlifornia, on 26-27 May 2024. He noted that the Group adopted several recommendations forwarded to
the 16" meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) and incorporated into the SAC's
recommendations. The Director, in his capacity as SAC Chair, had aready reported these recommendations
to the Commission under agenda item 4c. A summary report of the meeting is available on the IATTC
website: EBWG-03 Meeting Report.

During the presentation of this report, the European Union emphasized that this Working Group, the SAC,
and other bodies with scientific and technical mandates should focus on science and avoid procedural and
legalistic discussions. These discussions have recently consumed alot of time during meetings, distracting
attention from the substantive issues on the agenda.

On the other hand, Mexico reiterated that associated or dependent species that are not the primary focus of
the Commission and its Secretariat should only be addressed if they interact with tuna and tuna-like species
fisheries. For instance, the report on sharks should focus solely on their bycatch.

The Commission endorsed the report and its recommendations.

c) Report of the 9" Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs

Dr. Josu Santiago, the Chair of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs, presented his report on the Group's
9™ meeting, which was held on 28-29 May 2025 in La Jolla. He also gave a presentation on the adopted
recommendations. The text of the report, including the recommendations, is included as Appendix 4e of
these minutes.

There were no comments, and the Commission endorsed the report that had aready been submitted to the
SAC.

d) Report of the 12" M eeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance (CAF)

In her capacity as Chair of the 12th meeting of the CAF, Ms. Rachael Wadsworth, of the United States,
presented her report (Appendix 4f). She noted that the meeting was held on 28-29 August in Panama City.
She reported that three intersessional meetings were held via videoconference in June, July and August,
and confirmed that the corresponding reports are available online.
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The CAF continued to discuss the issues raised at the intersessional meetings, including the projected
budget for 2026, the AIDCP's proposal to adjust the IATTC's contribution percentage to the AIDCP
Observer Program, and the proposed budget reductions. During these meetings, the Secretariat was asked
to develop additional budget scenarios, which were presented to the CAF.

Under item 4 on its agenda, the CAF heard a presentation from the auditor Moss Adams, which merged
with Baker Tilly. Consistent with the previous agreement not to maintain a relationship with the same
auditor indefinitely, the Committee reviewed alist of potential auditors for 2026 for the review of fisca
year 2025 and their respective quotes. Thisinformation was provided on the Commission's restri cted-access
website. Guatemala, with the support of the United States, emphasized the need to periodically change the
companies selected for thistask asamatter of good administrative and financial management, and proposed
hiring Lavine, Lofgren, Morris & Engelberg, CPAs dueto its experience, staff, and service costs.

Under item 5 of its agenda, the CAF heard a presentation by the Secretariat and the Director of the IATTC
on document CAF-12-01, which includes several budget scenarios for 2026. The CAF a so requested and
reviewed additional budget scenarios requested by Committee members. The Committee could not reach a
consensus on thisitem and left it for consideration by the Commission's plenary.

Under agenda item 6, the Committee heard a presentation by the Secretariat on document CAF-12-02
(Special Fund for promoting institutional capacity-building under Resolution C-14-03) and document CAF-
12-03 (Regional program of observersfor transshipments at sea under Resolution C-22-03). Regarding the
extension of the contract with MRAG for transshipment observers, several Members requested additional
information on price increases and asked for areduction. Thanksto the Secretariat's effortsto accommodate
the reduction requested by Members, the Commission was able to approve a three-year extension of the
contract.

Regarding the special Fund for promoting ingtitutional capacity-building of developing Members, the
Committee noted that, as of July 2025, the available resources in the Fund amounted to US$ 607,488. The
Committee reviewed proposals for activities to be financed by the Fund in 2025-2026 and did not object
to their implementation. It was determined that the fund's current avail ability, considering the commitments
for 2025 and those projected for 2026, can be perfectly covered by this availability.

With regard to item 7 on its agenda, the Committee concluded that, due to lack of time, it would consider
the issue of revising the Commission's financial regulations in the future.

Following the presentation of the report by the Chair of the CAF, several Heads of Delegation meetings
were necessary (including in their capacity as Parties to the AIDCP), in order to reach consensus on the
various components of the IATTC budget for 2026, as follows:

» The Commission approved a budget of US$ 9,250,111 for 2026. This includes the IATTC's
contribution to the AIDCP Observer Program (US$ 815,168) and US$ 460,000 for the Integrated
Port Sampling Program. On an exceptional basis and for this year only, it was decided not to
allocate budgetary resources to the Fund for promoting institutional capacity-building of
developing Members. Guatemal a requested that it be noted that it agreed with the non-allocation
of budgetary resources to the Special Fund for the strengthening of institutional capacities in
developing countries based on the Secretariat's statement regarding the adequacy of the Fund's
resources to cover expenses in accordance with Resolution C-14-03. It also recalled that the
approval of the budget does not exempt the Director and his staff from the obligation to make the
most austere use possible of budget appropriations, which will be evaluated at the time of budget
implementation.

» The Commission aso agreed that Member contributionswould remain the same asin 2023, totaling
US$ 8,519,111 with the shortfall of US$ 731,000 funded as follows: a) the sum of USD$ 500,000
will be made available from the contribution that Panamawill make under its payment arrangement
for arrears, b) the sum of USD$ 231,000 will be made available from the tuna tagging fund.



» The Commission approved the budget for the observer program for transshipments at sea in the
amount of US$ 1,037,191, with a contribution of US$ 900,000 by the participants to be allocated
according to the agreed formula, as well as the signing of a contract with MRAG for 2026-2028.
The contract has fixed costs of US$ 450 per day at sea up to 1,800 days, and US$ 380 for any days
beyond 1,800; US$ 390 per day of travel by the observer and US$ 630 per day of training for new
observers.

In addition, the Commission approved the creation of a special extra-budgetary fund to cover the cost of
the Regional Tuna Tagging Program to be implemented by IATTC scientific staff, up to atotal of USD$
1,800,000.00, as per the budget attached to these minutes, which is hereby authorized for implementation
as soon as the respective funds are available. This extraordinary, extrabudgetary fund will be financed by
amandatory, one-time contribution of USD$6.16 per cubic meter registered in the IATTC Regional Vessel
Registry, under the conditions indicated in paragraph 41 of Resolution C-25-01.

e) Report of the 26" M eeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

Mr. Julio Guevara, of Nicaragua, the Chair of the Working Group, presented the report of the Group's 26"
meeting (see Appendix 4g). He noted that the Group adopted the foll owing four recommendations:

» Preparation of informational documents: That the Commission request the Secretariat to prepare
documents on thetechnical, quantitative and legal aspects of freezer tunnels and the sealing of wells
for fuel storage, inter alia, to be used as reference by the Working Group in its future consideration
of these matters.

» Updating of documents: That the Commission request the Secretariat to update document CAP-
12-04 and, taking into account the status of resources, explore opportunities for resolving the
capacity requests listed in that document.

» Capacity discrepancies: That the Commission instruct the Director to work with CPCs to review
differences and possible conversion factors between landings in metric tons and vessdl capacity in
cubic meters of well volume, taking into account existing rules on confidentiality and/or disclosure
of information.

» Double-checking procedure: That the Commission request the Secretariat to develop a proposal
for a double-checking procedure that would include possible advanced verification methods to
prevent cases of fraudulent capacity transfer requests.

The ddegations of EU, US and Japan clearly indicated that no change in the Register of vessel capacity
will be possible until afull capacity management plan is adopted by the Commission.

The Commission adopted all these recommendations.

f) Report of the 16" Meeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures
Adopted by the Commission (COR)

The Chair of the Committee, Mr. Antonio Vazquez, of El Salvador, presented his report, the text of which
isincluded in Appendix 4g of these minutes. He noted that all Members of the Commission were present,
except for Kiribati. Bolivia, Indonesia, and Liberia were present as Cooperating non-Members, while
Honduras and Chile were absent. However, he noted that the Chilean delegation was present at the
Commission's plenary meeting.

He emphasized that several areas of opportunity had been identified to improve the presentation of materia
for the Commission's analysis. It was also recognized that the CPCs working materials and reports needed
to be submitted in atimely manner to give the Secretariat sufficient time to review them and prepare them
for the COR's consideration.



He reported that the Committee reviewed possible cases of non-compliance for 2024, as well as pending
cases for 2019-2023.

Regarding the ITUU Vessel List, Mr. Vésgquez reported that Panama had withdrawn the nomination of a
Venezuelan vessel from the provisiona IUU list following an exchange between the two parties concerned,
taking into account that the vessel had already been sanctioned by its flag State, among other things. He
added that this case prompted a discussion about various aspects of the nomination process, including
deadlines. It was agreed that interested Members would discuss the issue among themselves and propose
an amendment to Resolution C-19-02.

Requests from Bolivia, Chile, Honduras, Indonesia, and Liberiafor renewal of their status as Cooperating
non-Members were all positively recommended to the Commission. The Chilean delegation clarified that
its absence from the Committee meeting was due to budgetary issues and not a lack of interest or
willingness.

Finally, he reported that the Committee adopted the following recommendations:
Recommendationsto the Secretariat:

1. To update the document Possible infractions reported by governments as under investigation or
unanswered (2019-2023) with information from the Final Compliance Report from the
corresponding year, the Secretariat comments and CPC updates on the follow up actions, to
facilitate the COR review. The Final Compliance Reports should be listed in chronological order
in one part of the password protected compliance webpage.

2. Toensurethat the Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft Provisional Compliance Report
are updated and comprehensively address the implementation of all conservation and management
measures adopted by the Commission (e.g. Resolution 24-02 paragraph 3).

3. Toinclude in the “ Secretariat’s comments’ section of the Draft Provisional Compliance Report,
information on instances when a CPCs response is insufficient for the Secretariat to assign the
status of “Resolved”.

4. To add adropdown list that includes the different compliance statuses from Annex 2 in Resolution
C-22-02, to the Draft Provisional Compliance Report worksheet to facilitate the COR review.

5. To include, as the first table in the Provisional Compliance Overview, an updated color-coded
overview table of possible non-compliance cases like the one included in the presentation of the
Provisional Compliance Overview at the COR16.

6. Toensurethat the presentation on the Provisional Compliance Overview is posted on the password
protected COR webpage fifteen days prior to the meeting and follows the same order as the
Provisional Compliance Overview document.

7. To ensure strict adherence to the procedures and deadlines established in Resolutions adopted by
the Commission to provide CPCs sufficient time for review of COR-related information and
documentation. All data or reports submitted after the deadline shall be automatically reflected in
the Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft provisional Compliance Report as a “Not
Resolved” and reviewed at the COR meeting.

8. To develop and present at the COR17, a document on the review of infraction trends, identifying
the thematic areas and Resolutions that require special attention as identified in the Priority
elements of a draft Work Plan for the COR.[ CAD]

9. When the Secretariat notifies the CPCs of a possibleinfraction, and it becomes necessary to clarify
the observer’s report, this shall be executed through an additional document attached to the report
explaining the reason for the changes made as aresult of the normal review process.

10. To ensure that purse seine observers from the observer program receive appropriate training to
record accurate information on FAD material design, specificaly for deployed FADs, noting that
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the COR has dealt with alarge number of FAD material possible non-compliance cases in recent
years.

11. To redact the vessel names in documents and reports that are displayed on screen and to virtual
attendees during the COR meeting.

12. To ensure that the Draft Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft Provisional Compliance
Report providesinformation on the implementation by CPCs of obligationsin relation to paragraph
3 of Resolution C-24-02 for sport catch of PBF by all CPCs.

Recommendationsto the Committee:

13. Following the conclusion of the next COR meeting, to make public a summary of the Final
Compliance Report, excluding confidential information, after ensuring sufficient time for review
by the CPCs.

14. To conduct intersessional work to further develop the Categorization of Non-Compliance Status
and the Follow up Actions document, using document COR16-INF-A as a basis. The Chair will
lead this process, with the support of the Secretariat and seek input from al interested CPCs, to
produce a document for discussion during the next special biennial meeting of the COR in 2026.

15. To ensure sufficient time is allocated for the specific point in the COR agendain future yearsto
review pending cases from previous years.

16. To review Resolutions and paragraphs provisionaly marked “Resolved” in the Provisional Draft
Compliance Report by the relevant CPC to ensure the status reflects COR consideration.

Recommendationsto CPCs:

17. To ensure strict adherence to the procedures and deadlines established in Resolutions adopted by
the Commission, in particular data submission, recalling that the delay submission of this
information compromises the capacity of the Secretariat to prepare the relevant compliance reports
and documents.

18. To provide the Secretariat with updates and information on the status or progress of outstanding
possible non-compliance cases from the previous years where the CPC has stated that an
investigation has started or for which the possible case of non-compliance is otherwise not marked
as “resolved”.

19. To include in the Sandard questionnaire on compliance with IATTC resolutions an explanation
when assigning a “Non-Applicable (N/A)” or “Compliant” status to a given obligation. The
online/automated version of the questionnaire, when available, should not allow submission unless
such explanation is provided.

Recommendations to the Commission:

20. To consider the Cooperating Non-Member status renewal request of Bolivia, Chile, Honduras,
Indonesia, Liberia, properly considering the absence of Honduras and Chile from the COR16
meeting and outstanding possible non-compliance cases for Honduras and Chile for the 2024
period.

21. Toreview and amend as appropriate, among others, paragraph 4 of Resolution C-19-02 to extend
the period of the application of this provision, as well as to improve and clarify the process of
elaboration of the lUU vessdl list.

22. To amend Annex 2 of Resolution C-22-02 to:

a. Refine the definitions and criteria for all Possible Non-Compliance Issues Statuses to
ensure objective and consistent application.

b. Introduce adigtinct status of “non-compliant” to be assigned in instances where a possible
non-compliance issue has been substantiated and confirmed.
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23. Toconsider it apossible very serious non-compliance case if avessel has exceeded its Active FAD
Limit by a significant number or if avessel isover its Active FAD limit for more than 10 days.

The Commission adopted all the recommendations of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of
M easures Adopted by the Commission (COR).

g) 10" Meeting of the IATTC —WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the management of Pacific
bluefin tuna

Mr. Josh Moreira, Co-Chair of the Joint Working Group, presented his report on the results of the 10"
meeting held in July 2025 in Toyama, Japan (Appendix 4 j), and recalled that the text of the Co-Chairs
report, as approved by the meeting, is published on the IATTC website: Summary of thel0" Session of the
Joint IATTC and WCPFC NC Working Group Meeting on the Management of PBFE. The next meeting of
the Working Group will be held in Nagasaki, Japan, in July 2026. He noted that an intersessional meeting
of the Group would most likely be needed to facilitate the selection of a harvest strategy, similar to the one
held in Monterey, California, in February 2025.

Mr. Moreira invited Mr. Brad Wiley from the IATTC staff to discuss the progress of developing a Catch
Documentation Scheme (CDS) that would cover both organizations. Mr. Wiley reported that work is
progressing and that budgetary issues and the possibility of a common system for both organizations are
being analyzed. He mentioned that the Group's report includes a draft resol ution for establishing the system,
which is expected to be presented to the Commission at its 2026 annual meeting after further refinement.

Then, severa delegations took the floor to highlight the following points:

e Japan noted that the Joint Working Group had developed a template to standardize reports on
bluefin tuna fisheries and farming in accordance with paragraph 2 of resolution C-24-03, which
takes into account € ements of the Resolution, and stressed that it would be beneficial for this to
be considered in the Commission's work. Japan also emphasized the importance of the next
meeting of the Working Group and encouraged all interested CPCs to participate in the meeting.

¢ |naddition to noting the healthy status of bluefin tuna stocks, Mexico emphasized that a decision
has not yet been made regarding whether there should be a common system for the entire Pacific
or if each commission should have its own. Mexico added that budgetary considerations are the
main factor in deciding this matter.

e The United States referred to the intersessional meeting mentioned by Mr. Moreiraand expressed
interest in hosting it; potential venues are aready being considered.

e |n addition to expressing gratitude for the information provided, the European Union requested
that due attention be given to Resolution C-24-03 and its implementation to ensure effectiveness.

e Pew expressed gratitude to the United States and Japan for their support in organizing these
important meetings for the proper use of the resource.

7. Climate change

Dr. Jon Lopez, from the IATTC staff, referred to the progress made on the climate change work plan in the
eastern Pacific. He noted that the first workshop, which focused on discussing and defining the work plan's
main objective and scope, was held via videoconference on 24-26 February 2025.

Herecalled that the work plan seeks to support the development of appropriate, science-based conservation
and management measures aimed at ensuring climate-resilient fisheries within the framework of the
Antigua Convention and the IATTC; and that, as recommended by the staff, “the IATTC should make all
efforts to ensure that the resources required for an appropriate development and implementation of the
workplan are made available, including through extrabudgetary funding whenever feasible.”
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There were no comments from the delegations.

8. Discussion of resolutions and recommendations
» Adopted Resolutions
The following resolutions were adopted:

Resolution C-25-01 Conservation measures for tropical tunasin the eastern Pacific Ocean
during 2026 and 2027-2028

Resolution C-25-02 Amendmentsto the IATTC rules of procedure

Resolution C-25-03 Simplification of the IATTC lega framework including reporting
obligations

Resolution C-25-04 Terms of Reference of an ad hoc IATTC-WCPFC Joint Working
Group on South Pacific Albacore Tunat

Resolution C-25-05 Creation of a Working Group on Dorado

Resolution C-25-06 Amendments to Resolution C-12-06 on rules of procedure regarding
capacity loans or concessions and chartering of vessels with temporary transfers of

capacity
Resolution C-25-07 Amends and replaces Resol ution ¢c-24-06 on fish-aggregating devices

Resolution C-25-08 Conservation measures for the protection and sustainable
management of sharks [amends and replaces Resolution C-24-05 and previous
resolutions]

Resolution C-25-09 Conservation measures for shark species, with special emphasis on
the silky shark (Carcharhinus falciformis), for the years 2026- 2028

Resolution C-25-10 Financing for FY 2026

» Proposals submitted but not approved:

The results at the end of the presentation and discussion of these proposals, which failed to achieve the
consensus necessary for their adoption, were as follows:

Prop. Subject Comments

B-1 Protection of cetaceans | Prior to the efforts of its co-authors to incorporate the comments

KOR and received, this proposal failed to achieve the necessary consensus for

USA its adoption. The main objection, particularly from Mexico, wasthat it
followed the model of WCPFC’'s CMM 24-07, which does not reflect
the particular circumstances of the EPO or the provisons of the
AIDCP.

D-1 Climate Change Canadawithdrew this proposal with the intention of resubmitting it at

CAN a future meeting. Due to lack of time, it was deemed more important

to prioritize discussion of the other proposals.

1 The Commission aso took note of the provisional work plan developed jointly with the WCPFC, as set out in
document IATTC-103 INF-B, without comment or objection, on the understanding that it would be considered and
adopted at the first Joint Working Group meeting in 2026.
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G-1 Boarding andinspection | Thisproposal failed to achieve the necessary consensusfor adoption,

USA and | procedures primarily due to opposition from China. China's delegation read a

FRA-OT statement noting that the proposal fallsunder the provisions of the 1995
New York Agreement, to which China is not a Party, and that it
contravenes the principle of exclusive flag State jurisdiction over its
vessals, as set forth in the United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea.

-1 Interim reference points | Despite lively discussions and interest in adopting it, the proposal

ECU for swordfish failed to achieve the necessary consensus. It was agreed that the
proposal would be reconsidered next year.

J1ECU | Management strategies | Thisproposal failed to achieve the necessary consensus for adoption.
Ecuador indicated that it would review the proposal during the
intersessional period and possibly present it again next year.

L-1 Observers for longline | Thisproposal failed to achievethe necessary consensusfor adoption,

EUR vessals primarily due to the stance taken by Japan, China, who emphasized the
challenges and costs associated with increasing the agreed-upon
coverage of 5%, especialy for human observers.

M-1 Ecosystem approach There was not enough time to complete the discussion process

VAR initiated by the co-authors of this proposed resolution in order to
submit arevised version.

01 Fund to strengthen the | There was not enough time to review this proposal, which will be

VAR institutional capacity of | presented for discussion at the next meeting.

developing  countries

and territories
P-1 Contributions for the | There was not enough time to consider this proposal, which will be
VAR participation of NGOs | presented for discussion at the next meeting.

9. Implementation of Article X11.1 of the Antigua Convention

Following a meeting of Heads of Delegation and several consultations, the Chair of the IATTC reported
that consensus had been reached on reappointing the Director for a further four-year term from 2026 to
2029. In accordance with Article X1I, paragraph 1, the Chair verified the consensus, and the Commission
confirmed the decision by acclamation. The Director expressed his gratitude and discussed his plansfor the
coming years, which include strengthening the performance of the Commission's staff, improving
transparency and cooperation, and ensuring the continued development and provision of the best science
for the benefit of the Commission and its Members.

10. Election of Chair and Deputy Chair of the Commission

By consensus, the Commission decided to renew the terms of Mr. Andrés Arens and Mr. Julio Guevara as
Chair and Vice-Chair, respectively.

11. Election of Chairs of subsidiary bodies and working groups

The Commission also decided to renew the mandates of all the Chairs of its subsidiary bodies and working
groups, including those elected on a provisional basis (MSE Working Group). Additionally, the
Commission noted that, as stipulated by the Antigua Convention, Mr. Antonio Véasquez, of El Salvador,
remains Chair of the Review Committee (COR) for atwo-year term, with 2025 being the first year.
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Working Group or Committee Chair(9)

Administration and Finance Rachael Wadsworth

Fleet Capacity in the EPO Bernal Pacheco

Ad hoc Permanent WG on FADs Josu Santiago

Ecosystem and Bycatch Y onat Swimmer and Manuel Correia
Electronic Monitoring Colin Brinkman and Guillermo Moran
Management Strategy Evaluation (M SE) Juan Carlos Quiroz y Shana Miller
IATTC-WCPFC on South Pacific Albacore Tuna | Guillermo Moréan
IATTC-WCPFC/NC on Pacific Bluefin Tuna George Madeira

12. Other business

Under this agenda item, the Commission heard statements from Bolivia and Vanuatu (case of the vessel
Esmeralda C) regarding their capacity requests. These statements are included in their entirety in
Appendices 5d and 5e. Ecuador also referred to its request to include the vessel Mictoria A in the IATTC
Regional Vessel Register as an inactive/sunken vessel. Due to alack of consensus, all of these casesremain
pending and will continue to be reflected as such in the annual capacity utilization document prepared for
consideration at the next Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity and Commission meetings where it
is to be noted that some cases, such as that of Vanuatu, have already been recommended favorably by the
Working Group on Capacity, as recorded in the minutes of its sixteenth meeting held on October 30, 2014
2 and that this case, like the others considered in this manner, does not require evaluation by the Committee,
but rather consideration by the Commission. The members agreed that the case of Vanuatu should be
reviewed at the next meeting of the Commission in 2026.

Regarding the specific case of the vessd Esmeralda C, the Commission recalled that the Permanent
Working Group on Fleet Capacity, at its 15th and 16th meetings, recommended that the request of Vanuatu
regarding the well volume of 1,358 m3, be considered favorably as restitution.

The Commission recognized that this matter remains pending and agreed that it shall be addressed at its
104" Meeting.

13. Place and date of next meeting

The Commission thanked the European Union for offering to host the 104" meeting of the IATTC, the
location of which is still to be determined. It was agreed that the Commission and its subsidiary bodies
would hold their meetings during the first two weeks of September 2026.

2“The Working Group recognized that the recommendationsthat it had issued at its 15" meeting regarding the various
cases reviewed and resolved continue in force and would not be subject to revision or modification. Consequently
those cases would not be addressed again at this meeting of the Working Group but by the 88" Extraordinary Mesting
of the IATTC. These recommendations are described in the minutes of the 87" Meeting of the Commission, as
follows: a. Consider favorably the request by Guatemalathat it be granted as areplacement the amount of 3,762 m3
that was transferred without its consent. b. Consider favorably the requests by Ecuador (Roberto M; 1,161 m3),
Vanuatu (Esmeralda C; 1,358 m?), and Venezuela (Napoledn I; 1,668 m?) that they be granted as restitution of the
amounts corresponding to well volumes that were transferred without their consent; and c¢. Consider favorably the
requests by Costa Rica (7,058 m3), Nicaragua (4,200 m3) and El Salvador CAP-16 Report - DRAFT (2,105 m3), in
their character of developing coastal countries.”
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14. Adjour nment
The Chair adjourned the 103" meeting of the IATTC on 5 September 2025 at 7 p.m., Panama City time.
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mailto:Luisneira17@gmail.com
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raulbuenaventura@hotmail.com
LEONEL CAICEDO

FIP Pez espada

| eonel cai cedol c@hotmail.com
JAVIER CARDOSO
Apolo Abogados
despachojc@apolo.ec
JOSEPH CAPA

Atunec
jcapazam@shellfishmanta.com
CARLOSCEBALLOS
Grupo Buehs

cjceball os@manacripex.com
ANDRES CUKA

Pesdel S.A
acuka@pesdel.com

IVO CUKA

Pesdel S.A
ivocukajr@marbelize.com
VICENTE CUKA

Pesdel S.A
vecuka@pesdel.com

GINO DE GENNA

Grupo DEGFER
gino.pesca@degfer.com.ec
JOSE DOMINGUEZ
Atunec
Pepedominguez23@hotmail.com
MARIA FALCONI

Teimsa
sf854466@gmail.com
JOSE GARCIA

Tunacons
jgarcia@tunacons.org
CARLOSGOMEZ
Legalsa& Asociados
cgomez@l egal sa.com.ec
ANDRESHOLGUIN
NirsaS.A.
holguinlaw@gmail.com
ANDREA LOOR
AlturaS.A.
andrea.loor@altura.com.ec

GEORGE PINTO

Asoaman
pinto27-69@hotmail.com
EDGAR PINZON
Tradeconsulting S.A.
edgar@tradeconsulting.ec
JUAN QUIROZ

Tunacons
jcquiroz@facilevisual.com
PEDRO SANTISTEVAN
Tunacons

psanti stevan@tunacons.org
FABIAN SIGCHO
AlturaS.A.
fabian.sigcho@altura.com.ec
JULIO TIGUA

Envasur Envases Suramericanos S.A.
jtigua@envasur.com.ec
MARIO TORRES
Tradeconsulting
mario.torres@tradeconsulting.ec
LUISTORRES

Probecuador

probecuador @gye.satnet.net
RAFAEL TRUJILLO
Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
rtrujillo@camaradepesqueria.ec
ELISEO VILLAR
PesgueraUgavi S.A.
eliseo.villar@coatun.com
MARYELI VELEZ

Grupo Buehs
marbel88@gmail.com

JIMMY VILLAVICENCIO
Villavicencio & Asociados
jvillavicencio@v-a.com.ec
JORGE VILLAVICENCIO
Atunec
abjorgevillavicenciomendoza@gmail.com
MARIANO ZAMBRANO
Marzam Cia Ltda
marianoz@corporaci onmarzam.com
MAY| ZAMBRANO

MONICA MALDONADO Tunacons
Camara Ecuatorianade Industriales y Procesadores Atuneros | mzambrano@tunacons.org
cei pa@cei pa.com.ec
JORGE MANCHENO
AlturaS.A.
jmancheno@l egal sa.com.ec
EL SALVADOR

EDGAR PALACIOS*

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia Antonio Carlos
edgar.pal aci os@mag.gob.sv

JOSE ORELLANA

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia Antonio Carlos
jose.orellana@mag.gob.sv

JASMIN CARDENAS

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia Antonio Carlos
jasmin.cardenas@mag.gob.sv

RAUL CORTEZ

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia Antonio Carlos
raul.cortez@mag.gob.sv

IKER GALINDEZ

Uniocean El Salvador S.A
iker.galindez@ugavi.com

MIGUEL PENALVA

Nauterra

miguel .penal va@nauterra.com
MACARENA UBIS

Oakcity Tuna Fishing Corporation
macarena.ubis@ctmcorporation.com

ESTADOS UNIDOSDE AMERICA - UNITED STATESOF AMERICA

ANDREW LAWLER*

| RYAN WULFF
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NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
andrew.lawler@noaa.gov

COLIN BRINKMAN

U.S. Department of State
Brinkmancc@state.qov

LUCILLE BULKELEY

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
lucille.bulkel ey @noaa.qgov

DEREK CAMPBELL

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
derek.campbell @noaa.gov

MADISON HARRIS

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
madison.harris@noaa.gov

PALLAVI JAVOR

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
pallavi.javor@noaa.gov

TYLER LAWSON

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
tyler.lawson@noaa.gov

AMY LUBRANO

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
amy.lubrano@noaa.gov

ALEX RODGERS

United States Coast Guard
Alexander.R.Rodgers@uscg.mil

MERNA SAAD

U.S. Department of State
ssadmn@state.qov

DANIEL STUDT

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
daniel.studt@noaa.gov

STEVEN TEO

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
steve.teo@noaa.gov

RACHAEL WADSWORTH
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
rachael .wadsworth@noaa.gov

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
ryan.wulff @noaa.gov
RAYMOND CLARKE
BumbleBee SeaFoods
Ray.clarke@bumbl ebee.com
STUART CHIKAMI

Western Pacific Fisheries, Inc.
schikami @westpacfish.com
MIKE CONROY

West Coast Fisheries Consultants
Mike@wecofm.com

ERICK KINGMAN

Hawaii Longline Association
eric.k.kingma@gmail.com
CRAIG HEBERER

The Nature Conservancy
craig.heberer@tnc.org

JOSH MADEIRA

Monterey Bay Aquarium
jmadeira@mbayag.org
SHANA MILLER

The Ocean Foundation
smiller@oceanfdn.org
MATTHEW OWENS

Tri Marine
mowens@trimarinegroup.com
JIM SUOSA

GS FisheriesInc
jim.sousa@marpacifico.net
CHRISTA SVENSSON

Tri Marine
csvensson@trimarinegroup.com
MICHAEL THOMPSON
U.S. Commissioner
thompsonmikel48@gmail.com
JOHN ZUANICH

U.S. Commissioner
jztrading@aol.com

FRANCIA (TU)-FRANCE (OT)

JULIETTE HAZIZA*

French General directorate for maritime affairs, fisheries and
aquaculture

juliette.haziza@agricul ture.gouv.fr
FRANCOISAMAUDRIC DU CHAFFAUT

Directorate for maritime affairs of French Polynesia
francois.amaudric-du-chaffaut@mer.gouv.fr

MARIE FEUCHER

Directorate for maritime affairs of French Polynesia
marie.feucher@mer.gouv.fr

VIANA JOUFOQUES

French Polynesia Fishery Department
vaiana.jouf oques@admini stration.gov. pf
THIBAUT THELLIER

French Polynesia Fishery Department
thibaut.thellier @administration.gov.pf
ANNE-MARIE TRINH

French Polynesia Fishery Department
anne-marie.trinh@administration.gov.pf

GUATEMALA

ESTRELLA MARROQUIN*
Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia
estrellamarroquin@hotmail.com
CRISTOPHER AVALOS
Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia
cristopheraval osdipesca@gmail.com
BERNAL CHAVARRIA

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia

bchavarria@lsg-cr.com

RUBI RIVAS

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia
rubirivasdipesca@gmail.com
SILVIAVILLALTA

Ministerio de Agriculturay Ganaderia
silviavillatal@gmail.com

JAPON-

JAPAN

TAKUMI FUKUDA*
Fisheries Agency of Japan
takumi_fukuda720@maff.go.jp
MASAHIDE KANNO

DAISUKE OCHI

ochi_daisuke36@fra.go.ip
NOBUSHIGE SHIMIZU
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Fisheries Agency of Japan
masahide kanno210@maff.go.jp
HIDETADA KIYOFUJI
Fisheries Agency of Japan
kiyofuji_hidetada20@fra.go.jp
TOMOHIRO KONDO
Fisheries Agency of Japan
tomohiro.kondo-2@mofa.go.jp

Fisheries Agency of Japan

nobushige shimizu640@maff.go.jp

AKANA YAMAGUCHI

Fisheries Agency of Japan

akane yamaguchi660@maff.go.jp

NOZOMU MIURA

Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association
miura@japantuna.or.jp

MEXICO- MEXICO

BERNARDINO MUNOZ *

Comisién Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca
Bernardino.munoz@conapesc.gob.mx
MARIA ESPINOSA

Comision Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca
mari a.espi nosa@conapesca.gob.mx
GUSTAVO LOPEZ

Comision Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca
gustavo.lopez@conapesca.gob.mx
ISABEL REYES

Comisién Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca
| sabel .reyes@conapesca.gob.mx

BERTHA SOLER

Comision Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca
berthaa.soler@gmail.com

MARTHA BETANCOURT

Fidemar

martha.betancourt@uabc.edu.mx
LUISCARRILLO

Instituto Mexicano de Investigacion en Pescay Acuacultura
Sustentables

luis.carrillo@imipas.gob.mx

MICHEL DREYFUS

Fidemar

dreyfus@cicese.mx

OSCAR SANDEZ

Fidemar

osandez@ci cese.mx

MARCO ALCARAZ

MT Pesca Industrial

m.al caraz@mtpesca.com
JAVIER DIAZ

Grupomar
jdiaz@grupomar.mx

ANA MERAZ

MT Pesca Industrial
b.meraz@mtpesca.com
GUILLERMO COMPEAN
Consultor
gacompean@hotmail.com
ERNESTO ESCOBAR
Pesca Azteca

eescobar @pescaazteca.com
ERNESTO ESCOBAR
Pesca Azteca

nescobar @pescaazteca.com
ALFONSO ROSINOL
Grupomar

arosinol @grupomar.mx
EVARISTO VILLA
Pesca Azteca, SA.deC.V.
evilla@pescaazteca.com

NICARAGUA

ROBERTO CHACON *

Ingtituto Nicaraguense de la Pescay Acuicultura
rchacon@inpesca.qgob.ni

RENALDI BARNUTTY

Instituto Nicaraguense de la Pescay Acuicultura
rbarnutti @inpesca.gob.ni

JULIO GUEVARA

Instituto Nicaragliense de la Pescay Acuicultura
juliocgg@hotmail.com

ALLAN GUTIERREZ

Ingtituto Nicaragiiense de la Pescay Acuicultura
agutierrez@inpesca.gob.ni
GEORGIOSLYMBEROPULOS

Instituto Nicaraguense de la Pescay Acuicultura
georgioslimber@gmail.com

REYNA ARANA

Atunes de Nicaragua, S. A.
karina.marquez3@gmail.com

SALVATORE NATOLI

Grupo Natoli
salvatore@agruponatoli.com
LOREANA NATOLI

Grupo Natoli
loreana@gruponatoli.com
TIZIANA NATOLI

Grupo Natoli

tizianai sabel la@gruponatoli.com
ABRAHAM SANTODOMINGO
Grupo Natoli
asantodomingo@gruponatoli.com
KAROLA SIRIAS

Atunes de Nicaragua Sociedad Anénima

k_27@hotmail.es

PANAMA - PANAMA
EDUARDO CARRASQUILLA* DAPHNE DIAZ
Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panaméa Fipesca
ecarrasquilla@arap.gob.pa fipesca@fipesca.com
GISELLE ANCHON MARIA P. DIAZ
Autoridad de los Recursos Acudticos de Panama Fipesca

gachon@arap.gob.pa
ELIZABETH BETHANCOURT

mpdiaz@fi pesca.com
RAUL DELGADO
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Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
ebethancourt@arap.gob.pa

GERARDO IRIMIA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
girimia@arap.gob.pa

JOSE NORIEGA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
jnoriega@arap.gob.pa

ALEXISPENA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
alexisp@arap.gob.pa

YESURI PINO

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
yesuri.pino@arap.gob.pa

MARIA SIERRA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
msierra@arap.gob.pa

YARKELIA VERGARA

Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
yvergara@arap.gob.pa

JOSE ALLER

Fipesca

fipesca@fipesca.com

JOSE BENGOA

Fipesca

josemaria.bengoa@gmail.com

BENJAMIN BURNEY

Fipesca

fipesca@fipesca.com

LUCK CHENG

Panama Observers Program S.A
luckcheng@gmail.com

HAROLD COOKLIN

Thai Union Group

pescadito63@gmail.com

Panama Observers Program S.A
rauldel gadog@gmail.com
JORGE ETCHART

ServPes SA

jorge@etchart.es

ENRIQUE ESPINOZA
Pronaob

pronaob@pronaoh.org
ADRIAN GARCIA

Fipesca

fipesca@fipesca.com

MIGUEL HERRERA

Opagac

miguel .herrera@opagac.org
BYRON HIDALGO

Atln Sostenible
info@atunsostenible.com
ISBETH LAURIN

Panama Observers Program S.A
info@popsa.com.pa
FOTISLYMBEROPULOS
Marpesca

flg@messiniag.com
PANAGIOTISLYMBEROPULOS
Marpesca

panol @marpesca.com

DAVID SIMANA

Atun Sostenible
info@atunsostenible.com
ZULEIKA PINZON
Fundacién Pacifico Administracion
coordinador @redpacifico.net
JAVIER REYES

Agro Export International
javier0170@icloud.com

PERU -PERU

JESUS BARRIENTOS*
Ministerio de la Produccién
jbarrientosr@produce.gob.pe
OMAR RIOS

Ministerio de la Produccién
orios@produce.gob.pe
NELLY QUINTEROS
Ministerio de la Produccién
nguinteros@produce.gob.pe
ANTONINO MORENO
Ministerio de la Produccién
amorenom@produce.gob.pe
JULIO REINOSO
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
jreinoso@rree.gob.pe

JOSE SALCEDO

Instituto del Mar del Pert
jsal cedo@imarpe.gob.pe

ALBERTO SOTO

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
aasotom@rree.gob.pe

MARIA J. BOLUARTE
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

PABLO NIETO

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

JORGE RIS

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

EDWIN HOUGHTON
Industria
hougross@hotmail.com

TAIPEI CHINO- CHINESE TAIPEI

WENYING WANG*

HUI SHAN MA

Fisheries Agency Overseas Fisheries Devel opment Council
wenying@msl.fa.gov.tw sandrama7@gmail.com
SHAO-WEI LU KE CHEN YANG
Fisheries Agency Taiwan Tuna Longline Association
shaowei0220@msl.fa.gov.tw younker.yang@gmail.com

UNION EUROPEA - EUROPEAN UNION
MARCO VALLETA* DANIEL CALVO

European Commission

Bolton Food
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marco.valletta@ec.europa.eu

IGNACIO GRANELL

European Commission

ignacio.granell @ec.europa.eu

JOAO NUNES

DGRM

jnunes@dgrm.mm.gov.pt

CARMEN GONZALEZ

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion
cgserrano@mapa.es

ELENA MUNILLA

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion
eimunilla@mapa.es

LUCIA SARRICOLEA

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion
iyague@mapa.es

ISAMEL YAGUE

dcalvo@boltonfood.com
JOAQUIN CADILLA
Orpagu
direccion@orpagu.com
IDOIA GONZALEZ
Zunibal
idoia.gonzalez@zunibal.com
JUAN MARTIN

Opromar
jcmartin@opromar.com
GORKA MERINO

Azti

gmerino@azti.es

IBONE RODRIGUEZ
Zunibal
ibone.rodriguez@zunibal.com
JOSU SANTIAGO

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion Azt

iyague@mapa.es jsantiago@azti.es

AITOR AIRSPURUA JAVIER TUDURI

Zunibal Cintranaval Ship Design

aitor.ai zpurua@zunibal.com jtuduri @cintranaval.com

JOSE BELOSO PEDRO VIGIL

Satlink Satlink

jIb@satlink.es pvd@satlink.es
VANUATU

JACK NORRIS* JOSE NAVIA

Ministry for Ocean, Fisheries and Maritime Affairs
greenlakestate21@gmail.com

KATHERINE BERNAL

Ministry for Ocean, Fisheries and Maritime Affairs
kbernal .abogado@gmail.com

SAADE MAKHLOUF

Government of Vanuatu

saade.lopez@me.com

Government of Vanuatu
jose.fernando.navia@gmail.com

ANTHONY ZUANICH

Ministry for Ocean, Fisheries and Maritime Affairs
tony @unimedshipping.com

VENEZUELA
JEIRISGALICIA* DOMENICO F. PINTO
Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pescay Acuicultura Grupo Pezatun
jgalicia.minpesca@gmail.com pezatun@yahoo.com
ARVIN RODRIGUEZ NOEL ROMERO
Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pescay Acuicultura FUNDATUN

minpescaven@gmail.com
ALVIN DELGADO
FUNDATUN

adel gadopnov@gmail.com
DOMENICO PINTO
Grupo Pezatun
pezatun@yahoo.com

Noelromero78@gmail.com
DOMENICO SPINALI
Grupo Pezatun
pezatun@yahoo.com

NO MIEMBROS COOPERANTES — COOPERATING NON-MEMBERS

BOLIVIA

LIMBERT CORTEZ*

Ministerio de Defensa
limbert.cortez@mindef.gob.bo
HUGO ALSINA

Unidad Boliviana de Pesca Maritima
hugo@alsina-et-al.org

WILLIAN OLIVES
Ministerio de Defensa
willian.olives@proton.me
OSCAR MIRANDA
Ministerio de Defensa
limbertmiranda@gmail.com

CHILE

LESLI BUSTOS*

Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura
|bustos@subpesca.cl

GONZALO PEREIRA
Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura
gonzalo.pereira@ifop.cl

MARIA TAPIA
Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura
stapiaal @sernapesca.cl
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HONDURAS

MARCO OSORTO*
Direccién General de Pescay Acuicultura
marco.0sorto@sag.gob.hn

ALEXISARIAS
Direccién General de Pescay Acuicultura
alexis.irias@sag.gob.hn

INDONESIA

HENDRA HALIM*

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
hendra.halim@kemlu.go.id

ROBBY ACHIRUL

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries

r.achirul @kemlu.go.id

SAFIRA AMORITA

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
safira.amorita@kemlu.go.id

NIRVANA CILLIERS

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
cilliersnirvana@gmail.com

ERWIN JUARSA

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
Erwin.juarsa@kemlu.go.id

RADEN KAWIDASTRA

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries

adhi kawidastra@kemlu.go.id

GALIH NIDYASMORO

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
galih.nidyasmoro@kemlu.go.id

MUMPUNI CYNTIA PRATIWI

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
mumpuni.cpratiwi @gmail.com

ITZMARY ORTIZ

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
itzmaryortiz.pensosbud@gmail.com

LIZETH RAMIREZ

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
I[ramirezchan@gmail.com

WANDI SYAM SU

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
wandi.syamsu@kemlu.go.id

PUTUH SUADELA

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
putuhsuadela@gmail.com

HENDRO WULAN

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesiain Panama City
hendroretnowulan@kemlu.go.id

LIBERIA

RUPHENE SIDIFALL*

Liberia Maritime Authority

rsidifall @liscr.com

FRANCISBOIMAH

National Fisheries and Aquaculture Authority
fboimah@nafaa.gov.Ir

FREDERICK VARNIE
Liberia Maritime Authority
varnierosa?016@gmail.com

ORGANIZACIONESINTERNACIONALE

S—INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

VIVIAN QUIROZ
International MCS Network
VQuiros@imcsnet.org

SUNGKWON SOH
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission
sungkwon.soh@wcpfc.int

MARIO GONZALEZ JOE ZELASNEY
Ospesca FAO
magonzal ez@yahoo.com joseph.zelasney @fao.org

ORGANIZACIONESNO GUBERNAMENTALES—NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

ANABEL BARRIA

Centro Desarrollo y Pesca Sustentable
anabel .barri a@cedepesca.net
RICARDO BUEHS

Grupo Buehs

drbb66@hotmail.com

BRYSLIE CIFUENTES

Asociacion Interamericana parala Defensadel Ambiente
bcifuentes@ai da-americas.org
WETJENSDIMMLICH

Global TunaAlliance
wetjens@gl obaltunaalliance.com
KAMAL AZMI

University of Wollongong
kamala@uow.edu.au

JOSE BELOA

Fipesca

joseangel @bol easaezseguros.com
LUIGI BENINCASA

Atunec

info@atunec.com
HENK DE BRUIN

ROBYNN LAPLANTE

The Nature Conservancy
robynn.|aplante@tnc.org
VISHWANIE MAHARAJ
WWF

vishwanie.maharaj @wwfus.org
DAMIAN MARTINEZ
Federacion Costarricense de Pesca Turisticay Deportiva
damian.martinezcr@gmail.com
ANTHONY MASTITSKI
Marine Stewardship Council
anthony.mastitski @msc.org
JULISSA MELO

Marine Stewardship Council
julissa.melo@msc.org

DIEGO MILETIC

Fipesca

diegomil etic@grupojadran.com
GALA MORENO

ISSF
gmoreno@iss-foundation.org
JULIO MORON
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henkdebruin@grupojadran.com
JOHEL CHAVES

Federacion Costarricense de Pesca Turisticay Deportiva
jchaves@fecop.org
JONATHAN CURTO
American Tunaboat Association
jcurto@capefisheries.com
LAURA EELES

The Pew Charitable Trusts
leeles@pewtrusts.org

TEDDY ESCARABAY
Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
teddy.escarabay @sustainabl efish.org
DAVID GERSHMAN

The Pew Charitable Trusts
dgershman@pewtrusts.org
WILLIAM GIBBONS-FLY
American Tunaboat Association
wgibbons-fly @atatuna.com
GUSTAVO GUZMAN

Fipesca
gguzman@oceanlym.com
PABLO GUERRERO

WWF
pablo.guerrero@wwf.org.ec
KERRY MARHEFKA
Sustainable Fisheries Partnership

kerry.marhefka@sustai nabl efish.or
HOLLY KOEHLER
|SSF

hkoehler@iss-foundation.org
CRISTIAN LABORDA
The Ocean Foundation

cristian.laborda@cel aborda.com

Europeche

julio.moron@opagac.org

MOISESMUG

Federacion Costarricense de Pesca Turisticay Deportiva
mmug@fecop.org

HILARIO MURUA

ISSF

hmurua@iss-foundation.org

ANA PANIAGUA

Comité Regional de Productoresy Procesadores de Mahi
ana.paniagua@canepp.com

RAFAELLA PARODI

Sustainable Fisheries Partnership

rafaella.parodi @sfpconsultant.org

JONATHAN PINCAY

Sustainable Fisheries Partnership

jonathan.pincay @sustainabl efish.org

VERONICA SANTAMARIA

The Ocean Foundation

veronica@gct.org

FRANCISCO VERGARA

Marine Stewardship Council

francisco.vergara@msc.org

CARLOSYENQUE

Comité Regiona de Productoresy Procesadores de Mahi
comuni caciones@coremahi.org

DANA ZAMBRANO

Asociacion de Produccion Pesquera de Armadores de Manta
danazambrano@gmail.com

LUISZAPATA

WWF

|azapata@wwf.org.co

IRISZIEGLER

Deutsche Stiftung Meeresschutz
iris.ziegler@stiftung-meeresschutz.org

OBSERVADORES-OBSERVERS

GIANLUCA AGOSTINI

Tri Marine

gagostini @trimarinegroup.com
LUCA ALEMANNO

Tri Marine
|alemanno@boltonfood.com
IGOR ALMAGIA

Técnicas Hidradlicas, S.A.
i.amagia@thsa.com

JOSE BLANCO

Tri Marine
jmblanco@trimarinegroup.com
ALBERTO BRAMATO

Grupo Natoli
salvatore@gruponatoli.com
JEAN FRANCOISBONNIN
SRT Marine Systems plc
jean-francois.bonnin@srt-marine.com
OMAR CARCOVICH

Dolmar Representaciones S.A.C.
ocarcovich@dolmar.pe

LISETH CEDENO

Tri Marine

| cedeno@trimarinegroup.com
PABLO COMESANA

Tri Marine

pcomesana@tri marinegroup.com
JUAN CORRALES

LUCIA DE FRANCESCHI
Grupo Natoli
luciaaugustab@gmail.com
ROMAIN FLOTTES
Collecte Localisation Satellites
rflottes@groupcls.com
ANTONIO GARCIA

Tri Marine
agarcia@trimarinegroup.com
LUISSAN MIGUEL
Caribbean Fishing Trading
|sanmiguel @caribbeanft.com
DAVIDE MOLETI

Tri Marine

dmol eti @boltonfood.com
SIRIO PROIETTI

Tri Marine

Sproietti @trimarinegroup.com
CARLOSRODRIGUEZ

Tri Marine
crodriguez@trimarinegroup.com
ANDREW SALOMON

Tri Marine

asolomon@tri marinegroup.com
PETER TRUTANICH

Tri Marine

ptrutani ch@trimarinegroup.com
CHIH YUAN WANG
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INIGO CORTADI
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DaYang Seafood Pte Ltd
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FERNANDO VELASTEGUI

Tri Marine

fvel astequi @trimarinegroup.com
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ARNULFO FRANCO, Director
afranco@iattc.or
MARISOL AGUILAR

maguilar @iattc.org
ANDRES ARENS

arens@iattc.org

RICARDO BELMONTES
rbel montes@iattc.org
BARBARA CULLINGFORD
beullingford@iattc.org
ALEXANDRE DA SILVA

adasilva@iattc.org
ROLANDO DENIS

rdenis@iattc.org
MONICA GALVAN
mgalvan@iattc.org
JON LOPEZ
jlopez@iattc.org

PAULINA LLANO
|lano@iattc.or

MARK MAUNDER

mmaunder @iattc.org

CHRISTINE PATNODE

cpatnode@iattc.org

JEAN-FRANCOISPULVENIS

jpulvenis@iattc.org
MAYLINRUIZ

mruiz@iattc.org
SALVADOR SIU

ssiu@iattc.org

ANTONIO VASQUEZ
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BRAD WILEY

bwil iattc.or
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2. RESOLUTIONS

2a. Conservation measuresfor tropical tunasin the eastern Pacific Ocean during 2026 and
2027-2028

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-01

CONSERVATION MEASURESFOR TROPICAL TUNASINTHE EASTERN
PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2026 AND 2027-2028*

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103" Mesting:

Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like speciesin its Convention
Area and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating Non-Members (CPCs)
with regard to these resources;

Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is
excessive;

Concerned that the capacity of the purse-seinefleetsfishing for tunasin the Convention Areacontinues
to increase;

Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC daff's
recommendations, and the precautionary approach; and

Recalling the need to take into account the specia circumstances and requirements of the developing
countries of theregion, particularly the coastal countries, as recognized in the Antigua Convention, in
particular in its Preamble and its Article X X111, paragraph 1;

Recalling that Article VII, paragraph 1(c) of the Antigua Convention provides that the Commission
shall “ adopt measuresthat are based on the best scientific evidence available to ensure thelong-term
conservation and sustainable use of the fish stocks covered by this Convention and to maintain or
restore the populations of harvested species at level s of abundance which can produce the maximum
sustainableyield...”;

Recognizing the importance of the Integrated Port Sampling Program, as a data collection tool to
provide the best scientific estimates available for bigeye tuna catch

Agrees.

To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for tropical tuna set out
below, and to request that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the respective CPCs
flag vessels relative to this commitment, and also report on such activities at each annua meeting of

Note: the previously posted text had some typos that have been corrected.

I Thisresolution shall remain in force for the years 2027 and 2028, provided that the provisions of paragraph 1 may
be applied with respect to the possible extension of its period of validity.

27



the Commission:

1. These measures are applicable from 00:00 hourson 1 January 2026 and will expire onto 24:00 hours
on 31 December 2026, except for the second closure period referred to in paragraph 3, which extends
until 24:00 hours on 11 January 2027, unless the scientific advice provided by the staff and the
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) in 2026 through the Management Strategy Evaluation (M SE)
process confirms the effectiveness of the measures in place. In this case, the Resolution would
remainin forceuntil 24:00 hourson 31 December 2028, except for the second closure period referred
to in paragraph 3, which would extend until 24:00 hours on 11 January 2029, and a so except for the
additional days of closure that would be added pursuant to paragraph 4 to that second closure period.
These measures are applicable to all CPCs' purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 4 to 6
(182 metric tons carrying capacity or more), and to all their longline vessels over 24 meters length
overal, that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the Convention Area; except for the
provisions of paragraph 41, which are applicable to all active purse-seine vessels on the IATTC
Regional Vessel Register (RVR).

2. Pole-and-line, troll, and sportfishing vessels, and purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes
1-3 (181 metric tons carrying capacity or less) and longline vessels less than 24 meters length
overall, are not subject to these measures, except those related to the management of Fish
Aggregating Devices (FADS).

MEASURESFOR PURSE-SEINE FLEETS

3. All purse-seine vesseals covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Areafor a
period of 64 daysin each year covered by this Resolution.

a For purse-seinevessd class5 and 6, these closures shall be observed in one of two periods,
asfollows: from 00:00 hourson 6 August to 24:00 hourson 8 Octaber, or from 00:00 hours
on 9 November to 24:00 hours on 11 January of the following year.

b. Class 4 purse-seine vessels shall observe a closure of 64 consecutive days, at any time of
the year, at the discretion of the vessel owner, who shall notify the flag CPC in writing,
and the latter to the Director of the IATTC, of the start date of the closure at least 30 days
in advance. These provisionsfor class 4 vessels shall apply on an exceptional basisduring
the period of validity of thisResolution, and the IATTC scientific staff shall evaluate their
effectsfor review by the CCA and the corresponding recommendation to the Commission.

4. For the years 2026 and 2027—2028, should the resolution remain in force in accordance with
paragraph 1, CPCs shall ensure that vessels that exceeded during the previous year the annual
catch limit of 1,200 metric tons of bigeye tuna shall increase during the following year by 10
additional daysthe closure period established in paragraph 3 of this resolution.

If during this same period avessel exceeds the annual catch limit of 1,500 metric tons of bigeye
tuna, they shall increase the closure by 13 days; if it exceedsthe annual catch limit of 1,800 tons
of bigeyetuna, it shall increase its closure by 16 days; if it exceedsthe annua catch limit of
2,100 metric tons, it shall increaseits closure by 19 days; and if it exceeds the annual catch limit
of 2,400 metric tons, it shall increase its closure by 22 days, in addition to the closure stipulated
in paragraph 3 of this resolution.

For class 5 and 6 purse-seine vessels, the additional days of closure pursuant to this paragraph
shall be added, as appropriate, to the beginning of the closure for vessels observing the first
period and to the end of the closure for vessels observing the second period, so that the closure
of the first period shall always end on 8 October and the second period shall always begin on 9
November of each year. For class 4 purse-seine vessels, the additional days of closure must be
added consecutively to their chosen days of closure.

Thel ATTC Secretariat shall send to the CPCs by 1 March 2026 the names of the vessels that must
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

observe additional closure daysin accordance with this paragraph.

Each CPC shall strengthen the sampling and control system for tuna catches through, among
others, the utilization of on-board observer data, logbooks, port sampling and information from
tunaprocessing facilities, to facilitate to the operators and captainsthe monitoring of their catches
and a better compliance with the objectives of this Resolution.

CPCs shall be responsible for the compilation and submission of the fina data on the annual catches
of bigeyetunamade by individual vesselsflying their flag during the current year and such data shall
be reported to the Secretariat no later than 15 February of the following year.

Recognizing the scientific value of the Integrated Port Sampling Program (IPSP) as described in
SAC-16-05, the program shall be implemented and remain active with the necessary budgetary
support from the Commission for the duration of this Resolution.

For 2026 and following years, if applicable, as soon as possible, after the conclusion of each trip, the
IATTC staff will transmit to the flag CPC their best estimate of avessel's catch for that trip, together
with an accounting of the data and the methodol ogy used to arrive at the estimate. The flag CPC will
then determine the amount of bigeye catch that will be attributed to a vessel for a given trip per
paragraph 11.

The sampling in port and processing plants may prioritize vessels that have reached an average catch
between the years 2017 to 2019 greater than five hundred (500) tons of bigeye tuna per year,
according to the data received by the Secretariat.

CPCs shall ensure that the processing plants data for vessdl s flying their flags for any fish caught in
the IATTC Convention Area be provided to its fisheries authoritiesin real time (i.e., within 10 days
from thefirst day of unloading until thelast day of grading by size), with copy tothe IATTC staff.

The CPCs will be responsible for estimating the catch of bigeye tunaof each vessel flyingitsflag at
the end of each trip, to the extent that one or more data sources are available to the CPC in the days
immediately after the conclusion of the trip and discharge (e.g., observer estimates, ship's log data,
well sampling, cannery data). The duty to estimate the catch of the vessel will be the responsibility
of the flag CPC.

Inthe event that the status quo conditions, asrepresented by the average annual catches of bigeyetuna
during the three-year period 2017-2019 (66,906 t — Best Scientific Estimate [BSE]), are not offset by
this measure, or taking into consideration the results of any new stock assessments for bigeye, the
IATTC scientific staff shall propose to the Commission an update of its recommendations for these
conservation measures, including, among others, an increase of the numbers of closure days.

If the implementation of this measure has positive effects that demonstrate an improvement of the
status of the bigeye tuna stock, the scientific staff shall analyze the conservation measuresin forcein
order to submit to the Commission for consideration hew measures that consider, among others,
reducing the number of closure days or eliminating the “corralito.”

Thefishery for yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack tunaby purse-seine vessel swithin the area of 96° and
110° and between 4°N and 3°S, known asthe “corralito”, which isillustrated in Figure 1, shall be
closed from 00:00 hours on 9 October to 24:00 hours on 8 November.
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15. a

16. a

Figure 1. Closure area

For each one of the closure periods stipulated for class 5 and 6 purse-seinevessel in paragraph
3 of this Resolution, each CPC shall notify the Director, by 15 July of each year, the names of
al the purse-seine vessdls that will observe that closure period, also identifying those that must
observe additional closure days pursuant to paragraph 4 of this resolution.

Every vessd that fishes, regardless of the flag under which it operates or whether it changesflag
or thejurisdiction of the CPC under whichit fishesduring theyear, must observethe closure period
to which it was committed.

If aforce majeure! event renders aclass 5 or 6 vessel? unable to proceed to sea outside one of
the two closure periods during a period of at least 75 continuous days, a CPC may request an
exemption for a reduced closure period as provided in paragraph 3 and subparagraph 16b. If an
exemption is granted, the vessel will be required to observe a reduced closure period as outlined
below in subparagraph 16e. A request for exemption due to force majeure shall be sent by aCPC
to the Secretariat within 30 calendar days of the end of the period of inactivity due to force
majeure. Requests submitted after this time will not be considered.

In addition to the request for exemption, the CPC shall send the evidence necessary to
demonstrate that the vessel did not proceed to sea during said continuous period, which closure
period the vessal observed, and that the facts on which the request for exemption is based were
due to force majeure.

After thetimely receipt of both the request and supporting information required in subparagraph
b, the Director shal immediately send the request and the evidence electronically to the other
CPCs for their consideration, duly coded in order to maintain the anonymity of the name, flag
and owner of the vessel.

The request shall be considered accepted unless an IATTC Member objectsto it formally within
15 calendar daysof thereceipt of said request, in which casethe Director shall immediately notify
all CPCs of the objection.

If the request for exemption is accepted:

i. the vessdl shall observe areduced closure period of 40 consecutive days in the same year
during which the force majeure event occurred, in one of the two periods prescribed in
paragraph 3, to beimmediately notified to the Director by the CPC, or

ii. intheevent said vessel has already observed a closure period prescribed in paragraph 3 in
the same year during which the force majeure event occurred, it shall observe a reduced
closure period of 40 consecutive days the following year, in one of the two periods
prescribed in paragraph 3, to be notified to the Director by the CPC no later than 15 July of
that year.
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iii. vessds that benefit from the exemption must carry an observer from the International
Dolphin Conservation Program (IDCP) on board.

iv. The exemption shal only apply to the 64-day closure period stipulated in paragraph 3 of
this Resolution, not to the additional periods stipulated in paragraph 4.

Each CPC shall, for purse-seinefisheries:

Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures
necessary to implement the closure;

Inform all interested partiesinitstunaindustry of the closure;
Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;

Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, al the
purse-seine vessdls fishing for yelowfin, bigeye, and/or skipjack tunas that are committed to
observing that closure period and that fly itsflag, or operate under itsjurisdiction, in the Antigua
Convention Area are in port, except that vessels carrying an observer from the International
Dolphin Conservation Program (IDCP) on board may remain at sea, provided they do not make
aset or deploy, retrieve, visit or check aFAD in the Convention Area. The only other exception to
this provision shall be that vessels carrying an observer authorized pursuant to the AIDCP may
leave port during the closure, provided they do not fish in the Convention Area.

! For the purposes of paragraph 16, only cases of vessels disabled in the course of fishing operations by
mechanical and/or structural failure, fire or explosion, shall be considered force majeure.
2 This exemption appliesto the vessals of fleets that observe either of the closure periods prescribed in paragraph 3.
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MEASURESFOR THE FISHERY ON FISH-AGGREGATING DEVICES

For the purposes of this Resol ution, the definitions contained in Annex | shall apply.

CPCs shall ensure that purse-seine vessels flying their flag have no more than the following number
of FADs, asdefined in Annex | (consistent with Resolution C-19-01), active at any one time:

Class 6 (1,200 m® and greater): 340 FADs
Class 6 (< 1,200 md): 210 FADs
Classes4-5: 85 FADs
Classes 1-3: 50 FADs

A FAD shall be activated exclusively onboard a purse-seine vessel.
For the purposes of thisresolution, aFAD is considered active when it:
a isdeployed at sea; and

b. activation of the satellite buoy has occurred, and the satellite buoy istransmitting its location
and is being tracked by the vessel, its owner, or operator.

Deactivation of asatellite buoy attached to a FAD may only be done in the following circumstances:
complete loss of signal reception; appropriation of a FAD by a third party; temporarily during a
selected closure period; for being outside of:

. the area between the meridians 150° W and 100° W, and the parallels 8° N and 10°S;

. the area between the meridian 100° W and the coast of the American continent and the
paralels5° N and 15°S;

or transfer of ownership. CPCs shall report, or require their vessels to report, deactivations to the
Secretariat using the specific data fields indicated in Annex |1. The reports shall be submitted at
monthly intervals with a time delay of at least 60 days, but no longer than 90 days after the
deactivation. The FAD Working Group, based on advice from the IATTC scientific staff, shall
provide to the SAC and the Commission advice on any required adjustments.

Remotereactivation of asatellite buoy at seashall only occur in thefollowing circumstances: to assist
in the recovery of a beached FAD; after a temporary deactivation during the closure period; or
transfer of ownership while the FAD is at sea. CPCs shall report, or require their vessels to report,
any remote reactivation to the Secretariat using the specific data fields indicated in Annex 111. The
reports shall be submitted at monthly intervals with atime delay of at least 60 days, but no longer
than 90 days after the remote reactivation.

ThelATTC scientific staff and the Working Group on FADs will also, to the extent possible, review
the variation in levels of aggregation, mortality, change in fishing strategy, and durability of FADs
built with biodegradable materials or with designs and materials that present less risk for the
environment.

In order to support the work of the IATTC scientific staff in analyzing the impact of FAD fisheries,
while protecting business confidential data, CPCs shall report, or requiretheir vesselsto report, daily
information on al active FADs to the Secretariat. The information provided shall be identical in
form and content to the raw satellite buoy data provided by the buoy manufacturers to the origina
users (i.e., vesselsand vessel administrators), as specified
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inthe Annex IV of this Resolution. Reporting shall occur at monthly intervals and with atime delay
of at least 60 days, but no longer than 90 days.

In order to provide the IATTC scientific staff with valuableinformation to feed their work, as agreed
in 2023, CPCs shall continue reporting, or require their vessels to report to the IATTC, utilizing a
format developed by the IATTC staff and approved by the Commission, complete VM S data for all
vesseals required to carry VMS pursuant to Resolution C-14-02. The information reported to the
Secretariat shall include, at a minimum, the information specified in Paragraphs 2(a) of and 2(b) of
that Resolution. Where the flag CPC requires more frequent polling rates, CPCs are encouraged to
submit higher-frequency VMS data. Reporting shall occur every two months and with atime delay
no longer than 90 days. Data collected pursuant to this paragraph shall be treated in accordance with
Resolution C-15-07 on data confidentiality policy and procedures.

Each CPC shall ensurethat;

a. its purse-seine vessels do not deploy FADs during a period of 15 days prior to the start of the
selected closure period;

b. al its Class-6 purse-seine vessels recover within 15 days prior to the start of the closure period
anumber of FADs equa to the number of FADs set upon during that same period.

a In compliance with Resolution C-23-04, to reduce the entanglement of sharks, marine turtles
or any other species, CPCs shall ensure that, asrequired as of 1 January 2025, the design and
construction of any FADs to be deployed or redeployed (i.e., will be placed in the water) in
the IATTC area of competence shall comply with the following specifications in accordance with
Annex | of that resolution:

i. theuseof mesh net shal be prohibited for any part of aFAD;
ii. only non-entangling FAD materia s and designs shall be used

b. CPCs, with the support of the Commission and its staff and in consultation with all stakeholders,
as appropriate, shall ensure that the design and use of biodegradable non- entangling FADs are
made in compliance with the provisions of Resolution C-23-04 and its Annex I.

The Scientific Advisory Committee and the Ad hoc Permanent Working Group on FADs shall review
the progress and results of the implementation of the FAD provisions contained in this Resolution
and make recommendations to the Commission, as appropriate.

MEASURESFOR THE LONGLINE FISHERY

China, Japan, Korea, United States, and Chinese Taipel undertake to ensure that the total annual
catches of bigeye tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area during the period in which
this Resolution remainsin force do not exceed 55,131 metric tons, distributed at the following levels:

Country Metrictons
China 2,507
Japan 32,372
Korea 11,947
Chinese Taipel 7,555
United States 750

All other CPCs undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye tuna by their longline
vesselsin the Convention Areado not exceed the greater of 500 metric tonsor their respective catches
of bigeye tunain 200134, CPCs whose annual catches have exceeded 500 metric tons shall provide
monthly catch reports to the Director.

A CPC referenced in paragraph 30 may make a single transfer of a portion of its bigeye tuna catch
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limit to other CPCs that also have a bigeye tuna catch limit listed in paragraph 31, provided that the
total transferred by any CPC does not exceed 30 percent of its catch limit. These transfers cannot be
madeto retroactively cover an overage of another CPC’ s catch limit. Both CPCsinvolvedinatransfer
shall, separately or jointly, notify the Director 10 days in advance of the intended transfer. This
notification shall specify the tonnage to be transferred. The Director shal promptly notify the
Commission of the transfer.

The CPC that receives the transfer shall be responsible for management for the transferred catch
limit, including monitoring and monthly reporting of catch. A CPC that receives a one- time transfer
of bigeye tuna catch limit shall not retransfer that catch limit to another CPC. The amount of bigeye
transferred shall be considered without prejudice by the Commission for the purposes of establishing
any future limits or alocations.

OTHER PROVISIONS

Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna products that have been positively identified as
originating from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is
requested to provide relevant information to CPCs to assist them in thisregard.

Each CPC shall submit to the Director, by 15 July, a national report on its updated national
compliance scheme and actions taken to implement these measures, including any controls it has
imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, control, and compliance measures it has established to
ensure compliance with such controls.

In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, the IATTC scientific staff
will analyze the effects on the stocks of the implementation of these measures, and previous
conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary, appropriate measures to be
applied in future years.

Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the Director is requested to continue the
experiments with sorting grids for juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish in the purse-
seine nets of vessels that fish on FADs and on unassociated schools, by developing an experimental
protocol, including parametersfor the materia s to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for
their construction, installation, and deployment. The Director shall aso specify the methods and
format for the collection of scientific data to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting
grids. The foregoing is without prejudice to each CPC carrying out its own experimental programs
with sorting gridsand presenting itsresultsto the Director.

To renew the requirement for all purse-seine vesselsto first retain on board and then land all bigeye,
skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught, except fish considered unfit for human consumption for reasons
other than size. A single exception shall bethefinal set of atrip, when there may be insufficient well
space remaining to accommodate all the tuna caught in that set.

The IATTC shal continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and
management measures adopted by the IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness,

3 The Commission acknowledges that France, as a coastal State, is developing atunalongline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the Convention Area.

4 The Commission acknowledges that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop atunalongline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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especidly in the overlap area, including by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to
maintain, and inform their respective members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and
management measures directed at bigeye, yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific bases and
effectiveness of those measures.

The IATTC shall support the enhancement of the Regional Tuna Tagging Program (RTTP) with
wide spatial coverageto allow for estimation of growth, natural mortality and abundance; and while
maintaining a priority for tropical tunas, also include swordfish and sharks to the extent practicable
(see proposal E.4.b in SAC-16 INF-E). In addition, the RTTP shall collaborate and coordinate with
opportunistic tagging programs conducted by CPCs and relevant stakeholders by means such as
providing data on drifting FADs during the closure periods, with appropriate safeguards to protect
business confidential information. IATTC staff shall use these data to continue prioritizing research
concerning the stock structure(s) of yellowfin tuna.

Funding for the RTTP in the amount of $1.8M USD shall be provided through one-time assessed
contributions to be paid by al purse-seine vessels listed as active on the IATTC RVR at any point
during the calendar year 2026. All such vessels will pay an amount equal to $6.16USD per cubic
meter of well capacity. Payment for such vesselsis due by 30 June 2026, or for vessels entering the
RVR after 15 January 2026 is due prior to the vessel’sinclusion in the RVR, aong with its AIDCP
vessal assessment. If voluntary contributions are obtained in support of the RTTP, this amount will
be deducted from the $1.8million USD and the assessed rate of payment per cubic meter will be
recalculated. All the surplusresulting from theinclusion of new vessels on the RVR will bereported
by the Secretariat to the CPCs in a timely manner, in writing, and will be used only for research
projects to strengthen stock assessments

Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the IATTC scientific staff shall continue research
work on the rel ationship between the depth of nets deployed by tunavessels and the catches of bigeye
tuna, in order to determineits effect on an increasein fishing mortality in each area of operation. For
the 2026 meeting of the IATTC SAC, the results of thiswork should be presented for their respective
analysis and recommendationsto the Commission.

In 2026 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessments and of changesin the level of active capacity in the purse-seine fleet and, depending on
the conclusions reached by the IATTC scientific staff, in consultation with the Scientific Advisory
Committee, and based on such evaluation, the Commission shall take further actions including
substantial extension of closure days for purse-seine vessels or equivalent measures, such as catch
limits.

The IATTC shall continue efforts to develop harvest strategies for tropical tunas. The IATTC
scientific staff shall prioritize and continue to establish the scientific basis, through Management
Strategy Evaluation testing, to advise the Commission oninitial candidate harvest strategies, starting
with bigeye tuna. The staff, consulting with the ad hoc Working Group on Management Strategy
Evaluation andthe SAC, shall then present for the Commission’ s adoption in 2026 a candidate harvest
strategy for bigeye tuna, including candidate management actions to be taken under various stock
conditions.

Except in cases of force majeure prescribed in paragraph 16, no exemptions will be allowed with
regard to the closure periods notified to the Director in accordance with paragraph 16a, nor with
regard to the fishing effort of the purse-seine fleets of the respective CPCs.
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Annex |

Definitions

For the purposes of this Resolution, the following definitions shall apply:

a

FAD (consistent with Resolution C-19-01): Anchored, drifting, floating or submerged
objects deployed and/or tracked by vessdls, including through the use of radio and/or
satellite buoys, for the purpose of aggregating target tuna species for purse-seine fishing
operations.

Satellite buoy: A buoy that uses a satellite network service to indicate its geographical
position and is compliant with requirements in Resolution C-19-01 to be clearly marked
with aunique identification code.

Activation of a satellite buoy: The act of initializing network service for receiving the
satellite buoy’ s position. Activation is done by the buoy supplier company at the request of
the vessel owner or manager. Following activation, the vessel owner pays for the
communication service. The buoy can be transmitting or not, depending if it has been
switched on.

Deactivation of a satellite buoy: The act of cancelling network service for receiving the
satellite buoy’ s position. Deactivation is done by the buoy supplier company at the request
of the vessel owner or manager. Following deactivation, the communication service is no
longer paid for, and the buoy stops transmitting.

Reactivation of a satellite buoy: The act of re-initializing network service for transmission
of asatellite buoy’s position after deactivation. The procedure is the same as the one to be
followed for activation of a satellite buoy.

Signal loss. The situation in  which, without any intervention of the
owner/operator/manager, a satellite buoy cannot be located by the owner on a monitoring
device. The main causes of signal 1oss are buoy retrieved by another vessel or person (at-
sea or on-shore), FAD sinking and buoy failure.
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Annex||
Satellite Buoy Deactivation

CPCs shall report, or require their vessels to report, any deactivation of a satellite buoy to the
Secretariat using the following datafields of the first communication of the buoy after being activated:

- date[YYYY/MM/DD],

- time[hh:mm],

- buoy identifier code,

- latitude[expressed in degrees and minutesin decimal values],

- longitude [expressed in degrees and minutesin decimal values),

- speed [knots], and

- reason of deactivation: signal loss, stolen FAD, beaching, temporarily during closure periods,
transferred ownership, FAD outside the areas specified in paragraph 22 of this resolution,
other (specify).
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Annexll1
Satellite Buoy Reactivation

CPCs snall report, or require their vessels to report, any remote reactivation of a satellite buoy to the
Secretariat using the following data fields of the last communication of the buoy before being
deactivated:

- date[YYYY/MM/DD],

- time[hh:mm],

- buoy identifier code,

- latitude[expressed in degrees and minutesin decimal values],

- longitude [expressed in degrees and minutesin decimal values),

- speed [knots], and

- reason of remote reactivation: recovery of asignal loss, after atemporary deactivation during
the closure period, or transfer of ownership while FAD is at sea, other (specify).
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Annex 1V
Format of theinformation to berequested to satellite buoy manufacturers

a) Daily information on buoy location

Thefollowing datafields should be included for al the buoys and positions recorded during the day, in
fishing company-specific csv files:

- date [dd-mm-yyyy],

- time[hh.mm],

- unique buoy identifier code [the format varies for each buoy manufacturer but is always an
aphanumeric codeg],

- IMO of thevessdl associated to the buoy and receiving the information,

- latitude[expressed as decimal degrees],

- longitude [expressed asdecimal degrees),

- gpeed[knotg],

- echosounder = on/off.

Additionally, whenever possible, the following information corresponding to each transmission will
be included:

- Water temperature.

- Buoy in the water (only for those buoys with sensors that allow identifying buoys in the
water)

- Activation and deactivation dates.

- Estate or transmission mode of the buoy (e.g. immediate information, retrieving, etc.)

Data should be received in csv files named “X-YYYY-MM-Z2Z2272777.csv” where X is the code of
the buoy manufacturer (M, S, Z, for Marine Instruments, Satlink, and Zunibal, respectively), YYYY
isthe year, MM the month, and ZZZ7777 the name of the fishing company. A single csv file will be
prepared for company, year and month.

b) Information on acoustic records

The following data fields must be included for all the buoys and acoustic records recorded daily, in
fishing company-specific csv files:

- ZUNIBAL: company, unique buoy identifier code, date (date, time), type (position or sounder),
latitude, longitude, speed, drift, total

- SATLINK: Company, unique buoy identifier code, Message Descriptor (MD), date (date, time),
latitude, longitude, battery charge (bat), temp, speed, drift, layerl, layer2, layer3, layer4, layer5, layer6,
layer7, layer8, layer9, layerl0, sum, max, magl, mag2, mag3, mag4, magh, mag6, mag7, mags.

- MARINE INSTRUMENTS: company, unique buoy identifier code, TransmissionDate,
TransmissionHour, lat, lon, mode, light, poll, temperature, vce, SounderDate, gain, layers, layerbits,
maxdepth, sdl, sd2, sd3, sd4, sd5, sd6, sd7, sd8, sd9, sd10, sd11, sd13, sd12, sd14, sd15, sd16, sdl17,
sd18, sd19, sd20, sd21, sd22, sd23, sd24, sd25, sd26, sd27, sd28, sd29, sd30, sd31, sd32, sd33, sd34,
sd35, sd36, sd37, sd38, sd39, sd40, sd41, sd42, sd43, sd44, sd45, sd346, sd47, sd48, sd49, sd50.

Data should be received in csv filesnamed “X-YYYY-MM-Z2ZZZ777-Sounder.csv” where X isthe
code of the buoy manufacturer (M, S, Z, for Marine Instruments, Satlink, and Zunibal, respectively),
YYYY istheyear, MM the month, and ZZZ7Z77Z7 the name of the fishing company. A single csv file
will be prepared for company, year and month.
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2b. Amendmentsto the IATTC rules of procedure

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-02

AMENDMENTSTO THEIATTC RULESOF PROCEDURE

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103 Meeting:

Agrees:
To amend itsrules of procedure as follows:

IATTC RULESOF PROCEDURE!

(-]

15. Any proposal or other relevant document to be discussed at a meeting shall be submitted to the
Director not less than thirty (30) days before the opening of the meeting. These shall be posted
on the Commission website immediately in their original language. The Director shal trandate
and circulate proposalsto all CPCs at the latest seventeen (17) days before the beginning of the
meeting.

[--]

! Adopted by the Commission at its 83 meeting, June 2012; amended at its 87™ (resumed) meeting, October
2014, at its 92™ meeting, July 2017, and at its 103" meeting, September 2025.
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2c. Simplification of the IATTC legal framework including reporting obligations

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-03

RESOLUTION ON THE SIMPLIFICATION OF THE IATTC LEGAL FRAMEWORK
INCLUDING REPORTING OBLIGATIONS

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103" Mesting:

Affirming the importance of ensuring that the system of provisions defined by the Commission remains
effective, updated and easily implementable;

Concerned that the current IATTC resolutions might contain provisions that are obsolete, contradictory or
no longer applicable;

Noting the need to ensure a constant revision of the applicable normsto make sure that they are understood
and implemented and that operators can comply with them without any unnecessary burden;

Recognizing that clear and updated rules are essential to improve the overall compliance,
Agrees asfollows:

1. The Secretariat will carry out an assessment of the existing body of decisions and resolutions, including
reporting obligations and data submission, and will draft a document with suggestions concerning the
possible amendment, consolidation or elimination of those measures which are outdated, or which are
no longer necessary. In the case of data submission requirements, the document will identify those
which are no longer useful or are redundant.

2. Thisassessment and the resulting draft document with suggestions will be completed by the Secretariat
by 15 May 2027 and presented to the Review Committee (COR) and to the Scientific Advisory
Committee (SAC), as appropriate, for their consideration and recommendation to the Commission.

3. Atits2027 Annua Meeting, the Commission —on the basis of the analysis of the Secretariat and taking
into account the outcome of the discussions of the meetings of the subsidiary bodies - will deliberate
on the follow-up of this process and amend — where relevant — those measures which are outdated or
no longer necessary.
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2d. Terms of Reference of an ad hoc IATTC-WCPFC Joint Working Group on South
Pacific Albacore Tuna

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-04

RESOLUTION ON TERMS OF REFERENCE OF AN AD HOC IATTC-WCPFC JOINT
WORKING GROUP ON SOUTH PACIFIC ALBACORE TUNA

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103 Mesting:

Considering the mandates for cooperation and coordination between the Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission (IATTC) and the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) with respect
to the south Pacific abacore tuna contained in, inter alia, IATTC Resolution C-24-04 and the
recommendation adopted by the WCPFC at its 21st meeting instructing the Chair of the WCPFC to help
develop Terms of Reference for the establishment of a Joint Working Group;

Recognizing the importance of South Pacific albacore as a tuna species harvested by members of both
Commissions;

In accordance with the provisions of Article XXIV of the Antigua Convention and taking into account
Article 22 of the Convention on the Conservation and Management of Highly Migratory Fishinthe Western
and Central Pacific Ocean,

Agrees.

To establish an IATTC-WCPFC Joint Working Group on South Pacific albacore tuna (SPAJWG) to
enhance cooperation between WCPFC and IATTC for South Pacific abacore tuna research and
management, with the following terms of reference:

1. The SPAIWG shall be composed of representatives designated by Members of both Commissions and
WCPFC Participating Territories, and who may be accompanied by such experts or advisors as each
Member may deem appropriate. The SPAJWG may also include, as observers, representatives of
relevant intergovernmental organizations as well as non-governmenta organizations accredited to
either Commission.

2. Thefunctions of the SPAJWG shall be the following:

a. To deveop a common understanding and approach for the conservation and management of
South Pacific dbacore in both convention areas;

b. To enhance the harmonization of harvest strategies and other conservation and management
actions through, inter alia, the development of a workplan for the SPAIWG, which shall be
developed at itsinaugura meeting in the first half of 2026;

c. To develop compatible and/or harmonized management arrangements or measures for South
Pacific albacore, as appropriate, across all fisheries, including the coordination of catch and/or
effort levels between the two Commissions;
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d. To coordinate scientific research and analyses and facilitate the collection and exchange of
relevant fisheries data, scientific knowledge, and expertise;

e. Toidentify priority areasfor improvement in monitoring, reporting, and data sharing;

f. To collaboratein the identification of waysto streamline the relevant decision-making processes
within each Commission to ensure efficient progress towards the robust conservation and
management of South Pacific albacore;

g. To undertake additional tasks related to South Pacific albacore, as appropriate and pursuant to
corresponding requests from both Commissions,

h. To report to each Commission on the advances of its work.

Regarding the overlap area, the SPAJWG may consider recommendations for coordinated data
collection, scientific work, and management in this area, taking into account decisions jointly taken by
the two Commissions.

Each Commission will appoint a co-chair of the SPAIJWG for the term each will determine.

The Secretariats of both Commissions will coordinate the adoption and implementation of all
arrangements needed for the work of the SPAJWG. This includes the preparation, translation, and
dissemination of meeting documents, information sharing, in a manner consistent with the applicable
rules and procedures of each Commission. Unless otherwise provided for, the IATTC Secretariat shall
be responsiblefor providing simultaneous English-Spanish interpretation for meetings of the SPAIWG,
and the tranglation of meeting documents between the two languages, as appropriate.

Mestings of the SPAJWG will be convened by the Co-Chairs, consistent with the relevant rules of
procedure of both Commissions, and in consultation with the Chair and Director of each Commission,
in aformat to be decided on a case-by-case basis (virtual, presential or hybrid), taking into account the
matters to be discussed and, inter alia, the availability of funding.

The SPAIJWG shall adopt its conclusions and recommendations by consensus. If efforts to achieve
consensus fail, the meeting reports shall so indicate and shall reflect the SPAIWG discussions.

The conclusions and recommendations adopted by the SPAJWG shal be submitted to both
Commissions, aswell asto their subsidiary bodies as appropriate.

In order to optimizeits work, as appropriate, the SPAIJWG, through the Co-Chairs:

a.  will ensure coordination with other relevant subsidiary bodies of both Commissions, particularly
with aview to seeking their inputs;

b. may seek appropriate inputs from all relevant stakeholders, such as inter-governmental and non-
governmental organizations or natural persons such as scientists, researchers, managers,
industries, etc

These Terms of Reference shall enter into force at the time of their adoption by both Commissions,
with the Terms of Reference and Workplan open for review by each Commission and revised as
appropriate, annualy.
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2e. Creation of a Working Group on Dorado

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"YMEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-05

RESOLUTION ON THE CREATION OF A WORKING GROUP ON DORADO

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103 Mesting:

Acknowledging that dorado (Coryphaena hippurus) has been identified as a highly migratory species in
accordance with Annex | of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and is
therefore regulated by the Agreement on Straddling and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks;

Bearing in mind that Article | of the Antigua Convention extends the scope of the IATTC to other species
of fish caught by vessels fishing for tuna and tuna-like species, and that Article VII of the Convention
empowers the Commission to adopt appropriate measures to reduce the catch of non-target species and to
improve the sustainability of the fisheriesin the Convention Area;

Considering that dorado is caught incidentally by purse-seine vessels operating in the Convention Area, as
has been recognized by Resolutions C-04-05 and C-23-09;

Recalling that Resolution C-04-05 establishes measures for the prompt and unharmed rel ease, to the extent
practicable, of non-target species, including dorado, and recognizes their importance for artisanal fisheries,
recommending the devel opment of specific measures to mitigate bycatch;

Taking into account that three technical meetings on dorado have been held (October 2014, October 2015
and October 2016) with the objective of promoting synergy among IATTC Membersfor regiona research
on dorado; reviewing the current status of knowledge on dorado; identifying available data sets in the
regional fisheries; and formulating a plan for future collaborative research, in consultation with the
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) and based on its technical recommendations to ensure scientific
support;

Reaffirming the need to harmonize the measures adopted by the IATTC with nationa regulations, in
accordance with the principle of compatibility established in Article V of the Antigua Convention and
Article 7 of the Agreement on Straddling and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks;

Recognizing that, although Resol ution C-23-09 promotes collecting data on dorado and creating avoluntary
group to identify avail able information on dorado (Coryphaena hippurus) in the variousfisheries of interest
to the IATTC, no formal institutional mechanisms have been established within the IATTC to
systematically coordinate these efforts;

Considering that, in document SAC-15 INF-R, the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) expressly
recognizes the recommendation to create a working group, noting that this could improve data collection
and strengthen the technical staff's ability to fulfill its scientific functions. However, the SAC has not
followed up on the recommendation to establish a working group to coordinate these efforts and propose
integrated management measures,

Considering that, through document SAC-16-07 on the IATTC Strategic Science Plan for 2026-2030, the
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Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) establishes the heed to carry out conventional stock assessments of
priority species, including dorado, in collaboration with external organizations during 2026-2030;

Sressing that creating a working group on dorado would make it possible to consolidate available
information, detect critical knowledge gaps, assess stock status and formulate technical recommendations
for sustainable management, considering both its bycatch and itsimportance as atarget speciesfor artisanal
fisheries,

Emphasizing that dorado is an essentia source of income and food security for many artisana fishing
communities in the region, and that various international instruments, including the Code of Conduct for
Responsible Fisheries and the Voluntary Guidelines for Securing Sustainable Small-Scale Fisheries,
promote the participation of these communities in decision-making processes;

Reaffirming the principle of the ecosystem and precautionary approach to fisheries management, aswell as
the need to promote equity, socia inclusion and respect for traditional knowledge in regiona fisheries
governance,

Agrees:

1. To establish amultisectora Working Group on Dorado (Coryphaena hippurus) (WGD) inthe IATTC
Convention Areawith the participation of scientists designated by the Members, technical officersfrom
fisheries authorities, representatives of the artisanal and industria fishing industries, managers and
observers.

2. The objectives of the Working Group shall be to:

Systematize and analyze the existing information on the dorado fishery.

Identify critical information gaps.

Identify stock structure

Establish priorities for data collection and scientific collaboration.

Assist with stock status assessment, or appropriate stocks, to the extent possible.

-0 2 0 o9

Formulate technical recommendations for the sustai nable management of the resource.
Propose the establishment of a management strategy for the dorado resource.

Conduct regiona technical/scientific workshops with stakeholders, leading to an updated dorado
stock assessment, or appropriate stocks.

Present a progress report at the annual meeting of the SAC and the IATTC, starting in 2026. The
first WGD meeting shall be held within six months of the resolution's adoption. A progress report
shall be presented at the next SAC and IATTC meetings, and a consolidated technical report shall
be presented no later than two years after the resol ution's adoption.

3. ThelATTC Director will coordinate with interested CPCs and other stakeholdersto identify the budget
needed for ng the dorado stocks. Thiswork will be conducted with external financial, technical
and scientific support. The IATTC staff will remain in charge of supervising the stock assessment
within the limit of the IATTC budget.

To the extent possible, the Working Group shall collaborate with other similar working groups on
dorado management established in other Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMO) of
coastal States, aswell as other relevant regional cooperation mechanisms.

5 Q@
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2f. Amendmentsto Resolution C-12-06 on rules of procedure regarding capacity loans or
concessions and chartering of vesselswith temporary transfers of capacity

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-06

AMENDMENTSTO RESOLUTION C-12-06 ON RULES OF PROCEDURE REGARDING

CAPACITY LOANS OR CONCESSIONSAND CHARTERING OF VESSELSWITH
TEMPORARY TRANSFERS OF CAPACITY

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103 Mesting:

Recalling the conclusions and recommendations of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity;

Acknowledging that capacity loans are intended to allow vesselsto enter the IATTC Regional Register and
represent a collaborative step between CPCs to enable the development of the fishery of the loaning or
conceding CPC,

Agrees:

To adopt the following rules of procedure regarding capacity loans or concessions and chartering of
vessels with temporary transfers of capacity.

1

A. CAPACITY LOANSOR CONCESSIONS

A vessel that usesloaned or conceded capacity may be added to the IATTC Regional Vessel Register,
using a specified amount of capacity, expressed in cubic meters of well volume, that the loaning or
conceding Member or Cooperating non-Member (“CPC”) has available. The vessel must fly the flag
of the receiving CPC.

Both CPCsinvolved shall agreethat the vessel may be removed from the Regional Register at any time
at the request of either one of them, by means of awritten communication to the Director. If the vessel
is removed from the Regional Register, the capacity that it utilizes shall revert to the loaning or
conceding CPC, and shall be used again by that CPC only, unless the loaning CPC notifiesthe Director
otherwise. Thereceiving CPC shall have no right to the capacity utilized by the vessel if it isremoved
from the Regiona Register.

If the vessal changes flag during the period of the loan or concession, it shall be automatically removed
from the Regiona Register, and the capacity shall revert to the loaning or conceding CPC. If thereis
agreement on a change of flag for the vessd to a third CPC, the loaning CPC and the third CPC shall
follow the process of changing flag in accordance with the established procedures.

Thereceiving CPC, astheflag government of the vessel, shall belegally responsiblefor all the activities
of the vessel associated with compliance with the rules, recommendations, and resolutions of the
Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP) and the IATTC.

The arrangement for the loan or concession of capacity, in order to be valid and effective, shall be
notified in writing to the Director by the competent authorities of both CPCs, jointly or consecutively.
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The Director shal report this arrangement in the monthly capacity reports, and it shall be noted in
the Regional Register as part of the information associated with the vessdl.

Both CPCsinvolved shall provide the Director with acopy of the documentation for the capacity loan
or concession, which he shall keep confidential, unless both CPCs decide otherwise.

B. VESSEL CHARTERSWITH TEMPORARY CAPACITY TRANSFERS

7.

8.

10.

11.

In the case of vessel charters with temporary transfers of capacity, and in order for the corresponding
flag change to be reflected in the Regiona Register, the Director must receive acopy of the agreement
for the temporary transfer of capacity, together with documentation showing that the CPC granting the
charter (“chartering CPC”) has suspended the vessel’s flag or authorized the registration of the vessel
under another flag, and that the receiving CPC (“charterer CPC”) has granted or authorized the vessel
to utilize, its flag. Once this information is received, the corresponding change will be made in the
Regional Register.

All this documentation shall be kept confidential by the Director, unless both CPCs involved decide
otherwise.

The charterer CPC, asthevessdl’sflag government, shall be legally responsible for al mattersrelated
to the activities of the vessel associated with compliance with the rules, recommendations, and
resolutions of the IATTC and the AIDCP, from the time when the flag changes from the chartering
CPC to the charterer CPC.

The Director must receive confirmation from both CPCsthat, if the vessel isremoved from the Regiona
Register, its capacity shal revert to the chartering CPC and may be used only by that CPC, unless both
CPCsnotify the Director otherwise. The charterer CPC shall not have any rights regarding the capacity
of the vessd if it isremoved from the Regional Register.

When the charter agreement terminates, the vessel with temporary transfer of capacity shall return to
the chartering CPC, unless the chartering CPC informs the Director otherwise.

C. COMMON RULES FOR CATCH RECORDS WITH OR WITHOUT CHARTERING,

12.

WHEN THERE ISA CAPACITY LOAN OR CONCESSION

Unless otherwise agreed upon by the parties to the arrangement, catches reported in accordance with
Resolution C-03-05 derived from loaned or conceded capacity, whether with or without chartering,
shall be recorded statistically by the IATTC in proportion to the fraction of the loaned or conceded
capacity used, as attributable to the loaning or conceding CPC for historical record purposes and
participation in the fishery only.
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2g9. Amends and replaces Resolution ¢-24-06 on fish-aggr egating devices

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-07

AMENDSAND REPLACES RESOLUTION C-24-06 ON FISH-AGGREGATING
DEVICES!

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103" Mesting:

Considering that Document SAC-14-16 on the recommendations of the Scientific Advisory Committee
(SAC) to the Commission states the following with respect to fish-aggregating devices (FADs): “ Taking
into account the importance of FAD recovery, the SAC requeststhat the Commission clarify if vessels other
than authorized purse seiners could carry out thisrecovery and under what circumstances, and considers,
should it be necessary, an update of Resolution C-99-07 on FADS” ;

Noting that the fishery on FADs has grown in the last years, in catches of juvenile tunas, in particular
yellowfin, in the purse-seine fishery in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO);

Noting that the activity on FADs is one of the main fishing strategies in recent years, making it important
to devise solutions for FADs recovery in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO);

Concerned about the reduction in the average size of bigeye tuna caught by the purse-seine fishery in the
EPO;

Concerned about the use of non-biodegradable materials in the construction of FADs that might be found
abandoned and drifting in the EPO;

Reiterating the need to seek a viable solution to reduce incidental catches of juvenile bigeye and yellowfin
tunain the purse-seine fishery in the EPO;

Reaffirming its commitment to the application of the precautionary approach, which establishesthat “[t] he
absence of adequate scientific information shall not be used as a reason for postponing or failing to take
conservation and management measures’ (Antigua Convention, Article 1V, par. 2);

Recalling that under Resolution C- 22-03 (not applicable “to troll vessels, pole-and-line vessels or vessels
engaged in the transshipment of fresh fish at sea” par. 3), except under the transshipment monitoring
program established by the Resolution, “all transshipment operations in the Antigua Convention Area of
tuna and tuna species and sharks(...) must take placein port.” (par. 2);

Recalling that Resol utions adopted by the IATTC at its 61% and 62™ M eetings contai ned recommendations
that the Parties prohibit the use of tender vessels whose role it is to deploy, repair, pick up, or maintain
FADs at sea,

1. Recommends to the Members and Cooperating Non-Members (CPCs) under whose jurisdiction
vessels operate in the EPO that:

! Resolution C-24-06 had amended and replaced Resolution C-23-03, which had amended and replaced Resolution
C-99-07.
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(@ CPCswill continue with the scientific working group established in accordance with Resolution C- 99-
07 to carry out comprehensive research, in conjunction with the IATTC staff, to include, but not be
limited to:

i. The relationship between catches of bigeye and yellowfin tuna and the maximum depth of
FADs.

i. Theeffect of the use of baited FADs on catch rates and size composition of the catch of tunas.
iii. Estimates of the natural mortality of the various populations of tunas.

iv. The establishment of a maximum number of sets on floating objects which the tunafishery in the
EPO can support.

v. Thecatchesof tunas and associated and dependent speciesin thefishery on floating obj ects between
130°W and 150°W.

vi. Theimpact of permanent or temporary closureof areasto theuseof FADs, especially in combination
with other regulatory measures being considered by the Commission.

vii. The feasibility of a program to place observers on purse-seine vessels smaller than Class 6 (< 363
metric tons carrying capacity) and the appropriate level of observer coverage necessary to obtain
reliable scientific information.

2. CPCs shall prohihit the use of tender vessels operating in support of vessels fishing on FADs in the
EPO, without prejudice to similar activitiesin other parts of the world.

3. The Director shall continue research into the use of fishing gear and/or techniques to reduce the catch
of small tunas and the bycatch of non-target species and continue to report to the Commission on the
results of this research.

4. The Scientific Advisory Committee shall, in co-operation with the IATTC staff and fully involving the
Ad Hoc Permanent Working Group on FADs, provide advice to the Commission in view of its 103
Session on the potentia benefits and modalities of implementation of a FAD register, coherently with
the approach which is being implemented in other RFMOs.

5. To prevent drifting loss or stranding, CPCs are encouraged to initiate recovery programs of drifting
FADs through cooperative initiatives among fishing vessels operating in the Convention Area or
vessals implementing projects for the recovery of such FADs. Without restricting regular fishing
operations of purse seine vessels fishing with FADs, such recovery activities shall be limited to the
collection of drifting FADsfor final disposal and not to perform any type of maintenance or adjustment.
Except for authorized tuna purse seine vessels, these vessels shall not deploy FADs. Drifting FADs
collected under the voluntary recovery program shall be taken on board and brought to port for
recycling or disposal. The provisions of this paragraph shall bein effect until 31 December 2028, while
the initial results are analyzed. This paragraph shall be applied without prejudice to the existing
obligations of fishing vesselsincluding those in other IATTC Resolutions.

6. CPCsthat decide voluntarily to initiate these programs shall report all associated information on FAD
recovery activities to the IATTC Secretariat, by dther directly entering data into the IATTC/SPC Recovery
database or by completing and submitting the FAD dghting form from Appendix 3 of FAD-09-INF-A, so that
exclusively and for scientific purposes, the scientific staff, complying with rules of confidentidity, can
andyzethe dataon ayear- by-year bassand report these resultsto the Ad Hoc Permanent Working Group
on FADs and the SAC, information which may be used exclusively for the corresponding purposes.

7. For the purpose of assisting FAD recovery efforts, CPCs shall require vessel owners and operators
flying their flag to keep the FAD satdllite buoys signal active when drifting south of 10°S L atitude and
west of 100°W exclusively to share their position to FAD recovery programs or other vessels capable

49



of retrieving FADs as described in paragraph 5. These satellite buoys shall remain excluded from active
dFADs limits pursuant to paragraph 19 of Resolution C-25-01, provided that:

i. Thebuoysonly send location data for recovery purposes?,
Ii.  The buoy location are provided by the buoy service providers;
iii. Thelocation data shall be shared with afrequency of at least one position per day;

iv. Theposition shall not be visiblefor the owner of the dFADs and these “ non-fishing dFADS” shall
not be on;

v. The buoys of “non-fishing dFADS’ shall emit location for at least 6 months when drifting in the
area as defined in this paragraph;

vi. In 2027, the FAD WG and SAC should analyze dFAD recovery data and make an appropriate
recommendation to the Commission for adjusting the length of time dFAD locations must be
shared with FAD recovery entities.

2 A field for “echosounder = on/off” shall be added to the required data fieldsin Annex IV of Resolution C-25-01
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2h. Conservation measuresfor the protection and sustainable management of sharks
[amends and replaces Resolution C-24-05 and previous resolutions)

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-08*

CONSERVATION MEASURESFOR THE PROTECTION AND
SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT OF SHARKS

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, at the occasion
of its 103" meeting:

Recalling that the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) International Plan of Action
for the Conservation and Management of Sharks calls on States, within the framework of their respective
competencies and consistent with international law, to cooperate through regional fisheries organizations
with aview to ensuring the sustainability of shark stocks as well as to adopt a Nationa Plan of Action for
the conservation and management of sharks;

Recognizing further that some shark species are highly migratory, and that harmonized conservation and
management, where appropriate, may help to ensure sustainable management at the regional level.

Noting that sharks are part of pelagic ecosystems and are caught by vessels fishing for tunas and tuna-like
speciesin the Convention Areg;

Recalling that under the Antigua Convention, “fish stocks covered by this Convention” means “stocks of
tunas and tuna-like species and other species of fish taken by vesselsfishing for tunas and tuna-like species
in the Convention Area’, and that under Article VIII, paragraph 1 (c), the Commission shall *adopt
measures...to ensure the long-term conservation and sustainable use of the fish stocks covered by this
Convention”;

Considering that that Article VII, paragraph 1 (f) of the Antigua Convention establishes that the
Commission shall “adopt, as necessary, conservation and management measures and recommendations for
species belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for, or dependent on or associated
with, the fish stocks covered by this Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring populations of
such species above levels at which their reproduction may become seriously threatened”;

Recognizing the need to collect data on catches, effort, discards, and utilization, as well as information on
biological parameters of the species managed by the IATTC, particularly sharks;

Noting that in its Consolidated Resolution on Bycatch (C-04-05), the IATTC requires that purse-seine
vessals release unharmed non-target species, to the extent practicable, including sharks, and urges

$ Amends and replaces Resolution C-24-05 which had amended and replaced Resolution C-23-07 which
consolidated and replaced Resolutions C-05-03, C-16-04 and C-16-05
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governments with vessels targeting species covered by the Antigua Convention to provide any required
bycatch information as soon as possible. Further noting the IATTC staff's 2016 conservation
recommendationsfor the release of sharks caught by purse-seine vessels and for prohibiting the use of shark
lines by longline vessel s targeting tuna and swordfish;

Aware that specific measures to be respected by vessels of al fishing gears are necessary for the
conservation of sharksin the Convention Area;

Desiring to consolidate IATTC Resolutions C-05-03, C-16-04, C-16-05, and to strengthen shark
conservation and management measures in the eastern Pacific Ocean;

Further considering the recommendations of the first meeting of the Permanent Working Group on
Ecosystem and Bycatch (EBWG), which were endorsed by the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) at its
14" meeting, regarding the need to address best handling and rel ease guidelines and to explore new bycatch
release devices and collect more post-release survival data for non-target shark species impacted by
fisheries under the purview of the IATTC, as well as the recommendation from the SAC the adoption of a
conservation and management measure requiring sharks with fins naturally attached to the body until the
point of the first landing;

Considering aso the need to improve the identification process of the shark species caught by fishing
vessdls targeting species under the purview of IATTC, with a view to their management and the integral
utilization of the catches;

Recalling that the EBWG recommends that a fishery conservation and management measure be adopted
that requires sharks to keep their fins attached to the body until the first point of landing;

Addressing the need to consolidate and continue updating the management regime for sharks associated
with fisheries devel oped under the Antigua Convention;

Agrees asfollows:
DEFINITIONS

1. For the purpose of this Resolution:

Shark finning means the practice of removing any fin from a shark’s body and discarding its body
prior to landing.

Fin means any shark fin (including the tail) or a portion thereof.

Full utilization meansretention by avessel of all partsof the shark, except head and guts, as appropriate
until the first point of landing.

Naturally attached meansthat all fins of the shark are fully or partially connected to the carcass of the
shark by connective tissue or cartilage.
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Buoy lines meansindividual lines or |leadersthat are attached to the float line or to the floats directly,
and that are constructed of steel, metal, wire trace, or other materials?. Schematic diagram available at
Annex 1.

Wire leaders means individual lines or leaders that are constructed of sted, metal, or wire trace,
adjacent to the hooks and that are attached to the main line or abranch line. Schematic diagram available
at Annex 1.

APPLICATION

2. This Resolution shall apply to all vessels operating pursuant to the IATTC Convention in the Convention
Area.

NATIONAL PLAN OFACTION

3. Members and Cooperating Non-Members (“CPCs”) should establish and implement a national plan of
action for conservation and management of sharks, in accordance with the FAO International Plan of
Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks.

RETENTIONAND UTILIZATION

4. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to require that their fishers fully utilize al retained catches of
sharks, with the exception of those species for which a retention ban has been adopted by the IATTC.

5. CPCsshall prohibit shark finning.

6. CPCs shall ensure that al sharks are landed with all fins naturally attached to the body. In order to
facilitate on-board storage, shark fins may be partidly sliced through and folded against the shark
carcass as appropriate but shall remain naturally attached to the carcass until the first point of landing
(see Annex 2).

7. Until the end of 2026, notwithstanding paragraphs 6, and other provisionsin this Resolution, CPCs may
take alternative measures to ensure that individual shark carcasses and their corresponding fins can be
easily identified on board the vessel at any time, using one of the following methods:

) each individual shark carcass and its corresponding fins are stored in the same bag, preferably
a biodegradable one

(i) each individua shark carcass is bound to the corresponding shark fins using rope or wire; or,

(iii)  the shark fins and the corresponding shark are identically, uniquely, and numerically tagged
in amanner that an authorized inspector can readily identify the matching of the shark finsto
the corresponding shark.

8. Fishing vessels are prohibited from retaining on board, transshipping, landing or trading of any fins
harvested or that have been removed on board in contravention of this Resol ution.

9. Paragraphs4 to 8 shall be reviewed, in consultation with IATTC scientific staff, and amendments shall
be adopted by the Commission in 2026, as necessary. If no agreement is reached in 2026 on paragraph
7, paragraph 7 shall be replaced with the following text: Notwithstanding paragraphs 6, and other

2These are also commonly known as “shark lines.”
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10.

11.

provisions in this Resolution, CPCs may take alternative measures to require their vessels to have
onboard finsthat total no more than 5% of the weight of sharks onboard, up to thefirst point of landing.
CPCsthat currently do not require fins and carcassesto be offloaded together at the point of first landing
shall take the necessary measures to ensure compliance with the 5% ratio through certification,
monitoring by an observer, or other appropriate measures.

BYCATCH AND RELEASE
CPCs shall prohibit vessels targeting tuna and/or swordfish from using buoy lines.
CPCs shall require their vessels to promptly release unharmed all sharks (alive or dead) that are not

retai ned--the extent practicable, as soon as they are seen on the line, entangled in the net, or brailed on
the deck, taking due consideration the safety of any person on board, using the following procedures.

For purse seine vessels:

a. when seen entangled in the net, disentangle the sharks and release them into the ocean as soon as
possible.

b. sharks brailed on deck must be returned to the water as soon as possible, either utilizing a ramp
from the deck connecting to an opening on the side of the vessel, or through escape hatches. If
ramps or escape hatches are not available, the sharks must be lowered with a sling or cargo net,
using a crane or similar equipment, or asindicated in Annex 3 or any future revisions, asidentified
pursuant to paragraph 12.

c. prohibit the use of gaffs, hooks, or similar instruments for the handling of sharks.

d. prohibit the lifting of sharks by the head, tail, gill dits, or spiracles, or by using bind wire against
or inserted through the body. Prohibit the punching of holes through the bodies of sharks (e.g., to
pass a cable through for lifting the shark).

e. prohibit the lifting of whale sharks (Rhincodon typus) onboard the vessel and prohibit the towing
of whale sharks out of a purse-seine net, e.g., using towing ropes.

For longline vessels:

12.

f. leavethe shark in the water, where possible.
g. usealine cutter to cut the branchline as close to the hook as possible, and so that less than 1 meter
remains on the animal, to the extent practicable.

The IATTC Scientific Staff, in collaboration with the IATTC SAC and EBWG, shall continue to
develop, taking into account the practicability for fishing vessels, and recommend to the Commission
a comprehensive set of best handling and release practices for the safe release of sharks for inclusion
inthismeasurein 2026. Inthe meantime, CPCs may €l ect to use the safe handling and rel ease guidelines
described in Annex 3 and as appropriate, the tools identified in Annex 3.1 of this Resolution.

RESEARCH

13. Among shark species, the list of speciesin Annex 4 shall be given priority for research. The IATTC

Scientific Staff in collaboration with EBWG and CPCs, shall continue to review and recommend
changes to Annex 4 to the Commission, as appropriate.
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14. The scientific staff, in collaboration with researchers associated with CPCs, EBWG and SAC, shall
continue eval uating — through a specific pilot study — the use of specific tools, such as velcro straps and
harnesses to lift sharks by their caudal peduncle and present the results to the EBWG and SAC for
consideration as a potential best practice for safe handling and release methods for sharks.
Exceptionally, for this controlled pilot experience managed by the staff, the lifting of sharks by the tail
will be permitted. Whale sharks shall be excluded from the pilot study.

15. The IATTC Scientific Staff, in consultation with the SAC and EBWG shall continue to develop and
strengthen a data coll ection program for sharks associated with fisheries managed by the Commission,
making use of existing research and data collection mechanisms and programswith agoal to implement
and maintain a standardized program that includes the monitoring of shark catches in small scale,
coastal fisheries, as identified in SAC-15-10, by 2026, taking into consideration the capacity
requirements of those CPCs.

16. In 2026, the IATTC, Scientific Staff in collaboration with the IATTC SAC and EBWG shall develop
and recommend to the Commission a Shark Research Plan that will prioritize research activities for
Carcharhinus longimanus and C. falciformis, Sphyrnalewini, S. zygaena, Alopias pelagicus, Alopias
supercilicious, Prionace glauca, and S. mokarran,and as appropriate, the other species listed in Annex
4. This Shark Research Plan will include timelines and financial considerations for stock assessments,
ecological risk assessments, and recommended management strategy evaluations. This plan will aso
identify opportunities for collaboration with the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission
(WCPFC) for Pacific-wide stocks.

17. Beginning in 2027 and annually thereafter, the IATTC scientific staff, in collaboration with the SAC
and EBWG, shall provide an update on the Shark Research Plan at the SAC and recommendations to
the Commission, as appropriate.

18. The IATTC SAC with support from Scientific Staff and the EBWG shall review the information
reported by CPCs annually and will, as necessary, provide recommendations to the Commission on
ways to strengthen the conservation and management of sharks within IATTC fisheries, including
consideration of the use of wire leaders, by vessels fishing tuna and tunalike species.

19. By 2027, CPCs will undertake, where possible, in cooperation with the IATTC scientific staff, actions
to:

a identify ways to make fishing gears more selective, where appropriate, including research
into alternative measures to wire leaders;

b. improve knowledge of key biological and ecologica parameters, life-history and
behaviora traits, and migration patterns of key shark species,

C. identify key shark mating, pupping, and nursery areas, and

d. improve handling practicesfor live sharks to maximize their post-release survival.

REPORTING AND DATA COLLECTION

20. The Commission shall consider appropriate assistance to developing CPCs for the identification of
shark species/groups and the collection of data on their shark catches.
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

Each CPC shall annually report data for catches, effort by gear type landing and trade of sharks, by
species where possible, in accordance with |ATTC reporting procedures, including available historical
data, of the fisheries under the purview of the Commission.

CPCs are encouraged to provide aggregated information on trade, as available.

CPCs shall aso provideto the IATTC, through observer programs, € ectronic monitoring programs or
other means, the species identification, the number and status (dead/alive) of all sharks caught, in
accordance with applicable monitoring requirements, including those caught incidentally and/or
released by purse seine vessels of all capacity classes and longline vessels.

The IATTC Secretariat will develop a template for CPCs to report on the implementation of this
Resolution for adoption by the Commission in 2026.

In 2026, CPCs shall use the annua compliance questionnaire to report on their compliance with this
Resolution.

In 2027, CPCs shal use the reporting template provided by the Staff to annually report on its
implementation of this Resolution. Reports for the previous year shall be submitted to the IATTC
Secretariat, by June 30 of each year.

REPEAL AND ENTRY INTO FORCE
This Resolution shall replace Resolution C-24-05 upon its entry into force on January 1, 2026.
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Annex 1

Schematic diagram of shark linesand wire leaders

Buoy lines: individual lines or leaders that are attached to the float line or to the floats directly, and that
are constructed of steel, metal, wire trace, or other materials, and are deployed in the water column at
depths shallower than the mainline®.

Wire leaders; individua lines or leaders that are constructed of steel, metal, or wire trace, and that are
attached to the main line or abranch line.

Longline

BhayHihews =—

mainline

wire leaders ==

" Encodls
' ;-:- wire leaders ranchlines

3 These are also commonly known as “shark lines.”
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Annex 2
Diagram of allowable partial cuts

Naturally attached means that all fins of the shark must be fully and/or partially connected to the body of
the shark by connective tissue or cartilage, while at sea. In order to facilitate on-board storage, shark fins
may be partialy sliced through and folded against the shark carcass, but shall not be removed from the
carcass until thefirst point of landing. Below is a schematic to guide fishers.

1. Only head and guts, as appropriate, may be removed at sea.

2. Apartia cut a the level of the base of the dorsal fin and the base of the pectoral fins is permitted.

3. A partia cut at the level of the caudal peduncle of the base, alowing the caudal fin to be folded over
the posterior area of the shark’s trunk is permitted.

4. A full cut dong the abdomina section is permitted in the case of the Blue Shark (P. glauca) in the
process of gutting, provided the fins remain naturally attached.

----- partial cut
—  full cut
uncut remainder
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Annex 3 Best safe handling and release practices (BHRPS) for sharks

Bearing in mind that the primary aim of rel ease processesisto ensure the highest level of survival of sharks
and that, whenever possible, prompt, and effective action will be taken to return the shark to the sea and
prioritizing that the life and safety of the crew is not compromised and that crew members shall endeavor
to avoid hazards in the safe handling and release operations for sharks.

To maximize the efficacy and utility of adopted BHRPs, CPCs should ensure crew are educated and trained
by qualified staff on these practices regularly. Illustrated best handling and release practices should be
available on the vessels.

All fisheries
SHOULD

* Releasethe shark in the water, if possible.
*  Encourage theimmediate release of sharks.

SHOULD NOT

» Attach sharksto vessal and drag while vessel operations are underway
» Hitor kick the shark

* Leave sharks laying on the deck, exposed to sun or air, except to the extent necessary to carry out
these practices

* Insert handsinto gill dits.

Pur se-seine fishery

SHOULD NOT

* Roll sharksthrough the power block
For sharksentangled in the net:

» SHOUL D Release the shark from the net, always preventing it from ascending to the power block.

» Maneuver the animal into a stretcher/cradle or ramp and release it on the opposite side of the
vessel.

When brailing sharks on board:
SHOULD

» According to the vessel’s conditions, to the extent possible, use bycatch reduction devices (BRDs;
e.g., hoppers or ramps) to ensure sharks are sorted on the main deck and do not go down the loading
hatch.

» Release the shark as soon as possible. The recommended practice is to remove the shark from the
brailer, hopper or ramps by grabbing it, without suspending it, by the caudal peduncleto placeit on
deck. This should be done manually whenever possible.

e Maneuver sharks into a stretcher/cradle or ramp immediately when possible and release it on the
opposite side of the vessel from the net.
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Consider the use of a bycatch/waste ramp on the lower decks to facilitate fast and safe release of
sharks that were not sighted on the main/working deck.

For whale sharks

SHOULD

Leave whale sharksin the water for release.

Release of whale sharks prior to brailing.

If thewhale shark is at the side of the vessel and its head is pointed towards the stern of the vessdl,
the shark should be released (by opening or cutting the net in front of the sharks mouth)

If the head of the whale shark is pointed towards the bow of the boat, the crew in charge of the net
hauling operation can maneuver the winch and the capstan to bring the whale shark close to the
hull, then stand the animal on the net and roll it outside the bunt.

SHOULD NOT

Land awhale shark on deck regardless of size
Start a brailing processif it endangers the survival of the whale shark.
Pull or drag whale sharks out of the net by the tail or caudal peduncle.

Longlinefishery (also applicableto fisheries of other surfacefleets other than purse seine)

SHOULD

For sharks captured by vesselswith high freeboard (>2m):

Slow the vessal to bring the sharks alongside for identification and removal of gear.
Avoid removing hooks from sharks. If attempting to remove hooks use long-handled de-hookers
for vessels with high freeboards.
To the extent practicable and ensure that weights are removed, when cutting the line.
Avoid bringing sharks on board for gear removal if possible. If sharks are brought on board for gear
removal:
0 Useadip net or lasso to help lift them onboard
0 Useastretcher or cradle for handling and restraint for the safety of the crew and to reduce
injury to the animal.
0 Maneuver shark using manual restraint of the pectora fins and the caudal peduncle (this
may require two crew members depending on the size of the animals

For all longline vessels (also applicableto surface fleet fisheries):
SHOULD NOT

Drag sharks behind the vessel until the hook rips free of the jaw.

Lift sharks onboard without the use of a dipnet and or second point of attachment to support the
weight of the animal, noting it is not recommended to lift sharks onboard the vessdl.

Attempt to remove a hook from alive shark if the hook is not visible.

Insert gaffs, hooks, or similar instruments into the bodies of live sharks

Cut into the jaw for removal of the hook.

Lift sharks onto the deck if possible.
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Annex 3.1
Recommended toolsfor best handling and release practices

FOR PURSE SEINE FISHERIES

» Bycatch sorting/rel easing devices for working/main deck (e.g., hopper with a door, ramp) ¢
Stretcher/cradle

FOR LONGLINE FISHERIES
» Dipnet
e Short de-hooker (for sharks brought on board)
e Linecutter
e Short handled de-hooker (vessels with low [<2m] free-board)
e Long-handled line cutter (equal or in greater in length than the vessal’s freeboard)
» Long-handled de-hooker (equal or in greater in length than the vessel’s freeboard)
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Annex 4

List of priority speciesfor research and management

Familia Nombre cientifico Common name Nombre comun
Alopiidae Alopias pelagicus Pelagic thresher Zorro pelégico
Alopiidae Alopias superciliosus Bigeye thresher Zorro ojon
Alopiidae Alopias vulpinus Common thresher Tiburdn zorro pinto
Carcharhinidae Carcharhinus brachyurus Copper shark Tiburdn cobrizo
Carcharhinidae Carcharhinus falciformis Silky shark Tiburon sedoso
Carcharhinidae Carcharhinus galapagensis Galapagos shark ggl;g;g:

Carcharhinidae

Carcharhinus longimanus

Oceanic whitetip shark

Tiburén punta blanca
oceanico

Galeocerdonidae Galeocerdo cuvier Tiger shark Tintoreratigre
Lamnidae Isurus oxyrinchus Shortfin mako shark Mako de aleta corta
Lamnidae I surus paucus Longfin mako shark Marrgjo carite
Lamnidae Lamna ditropis Salmon shark Marrgjo salmon
Lamnidae Lamna nasus Porbeagl e shark Marrgjo sardinero
Carcharhinidae Prionace glauca Blue shark Tiburon azul
Pseudocarchariidae  Pseudocarcharias kamoharai  Crocodile shark Tiburdn cocodrilo
Rhincodontidae Rhincodon typus Whale shark Tiburon ballena
Sphyrnidae Sphyrna lewini Scalloped hammerhead shark  Cornuda comdn
Sphyrnidae Sohyrna mokarran Great hammerhead Cornuda gigante
Sphyrnidae Sphyrna zygaena Smooth hammerhead shark Cornudacruz
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2i. Conservation measures for shark species, with special emphasis on the silky shark
(Carcharhinusfalciformis), for the years 2026- 2028

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

103"YMEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5-September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-09

AMENDSAND REPLACESRESOLUTION C-23-08

CONSERVATION MEASURESFOR SHARK SPECIES,WITH SPECIAL
EMPHASISON THE SILKY SHARK (Carcharhinusfalciformis), FOR THE YEARS 2026-
2028

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103 meeting:

Considering that Article VII, paragraph 1 (f), of the Antigua Convention indicates that the Commission
shall “adopt, as necessary, conservation and management measures and recommendations for species
belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for, or dependent on or associated with,
the fish stocks covered by [the] Convention”;

Recalling Article 1V, paragraph 3, of the Antigua Convention, which states that “where the status of target
stocks or non-target or associated or dependent speciesis of concern, the member s of the Commission shall
subject such stocks and species to enhanced monitoring in order to review their status and the efficacy of
conservation and management measures, revising those measures regularly in the light of new scientific
information available”;

Recognizing that silky sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis) are the shark species most commonly caught as
bycatch by purse-seine vesselsin the Convention Areg;

Recognizing that measures should be implemented to allow silky shark populations to rebuild in the
Convention Aresg;

Awar e of the need to establish conservation measuresfor the protection of sharks, especially the silky shark;

Recalling that Resolution C-19-05 requiresthe IATTC scientific staff to develop compl ete assessments of
the silky shark stocks, but that due to alack of datait has not been possible to conduct these and thus have
indicators of the status of these species; and

Emphasizing the necessity of obtaining better data to achieve management measuresin accordance with the
variability of the fisheries, as well as to improve the understanding of fishing and pupping areas, catches
and fishing effort that affect the fishing mortality of sharks by multi-species longline fleets, both artisanal
and industrial, in the coastal countries.

Agrees asfollows:

1. To continue the long-term sampling program (Project C.4.a), to the extent possible, in those shark
fisheries related to tunas and tuna-like species in Central America with the goal of improving data
collection for ng indicators of silky shark stocks.

2. Members and Cooperating Non-Members (CPCs) shall prohibit retaining on board, transshipping,
landing, or storing, in part or whole, carcasses of silky sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis) caught by
purse-seine vessels in the IATTC Convention Area. CPCs shall require that their purse-seine vessels
release live silky sharks whenever possible. However, if silky sharks are unintentionally caught and

63




10.

frozen as part of purse-seine vessel’ s operations, if the flag CPC’ s governmental authorities are present
at the point of landing, the whole silky shark must be surrendered to them. If the flag CPC's
governmental authorities are unavailable, the whole silky shark surrendered may not be sold or bartered
but may be donated for purposes of domestic human consumption. Silky sharks surrendered in this
manner shall be reported to the Secretariat.

CPCs shall require all longline vessels whose fishing licenses do not include sharks as afishing target
but catch sharks incidentally, to limit bycatch of silky sharks to a maximum of 20% of the total catch
by fishing trip in weight. The 20% limit is set as an interim limit in the absence of data and scientific
analysis on which to base conservation and management measures, and will be revised, based on
recommendations by the scientific staff, once improved species-level catch and composition data are
available.

CPCs shall require their multi-species fisheries using surface longlines' to limit the catch of silky sharks
of lessthan 100 cm total length to 20% of the total number of silky sharks caught during the trip.

CPCsthat allow retention of silky sharks by their longline vessels, shall ensure compliance with the
measures established in paragraphs 3 and 4 by means of control and inspection mechanisms, for Port
CPCs and FHag CPCs, as applicable. At a minimum, such mechanisms shall require effective
inspections at the time of first unloading in port or the submission of catch logbooks that will
alow for species identification, verification of size when caught, and enforcement of applicable
sanctions such as prevention of entry into markets of product caught in violation of this
measure. Where applicable, internationally recognized certification and reporting proceduresfor the
conservation of silky sharks may be used for fulfilling the obligations of this paragraph. CPCs shall
inform the IATTC Secretariat of the use of said certification procedures. Data derived from these
control and i nspection measures shall be communicated to the Secretariat, in accordancewith IATTC
data submission requirements.

The IATTC scientific staff shall indicate to the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) the
geographical location of the silky shark pupping areas in the Convention Area. CPCs shall require
vessalsto not fish in silky shark pupping areas, as may be adopted by the Commission, in accordance
with the recommendation of the IATTC scientific staff, in coordination with the SAC.

For those multi-species fisheries using surface longlines that have captured more than 20% of silky
sharksin weight on average in ayear, CPCs shall prohibit the use of steel leaders during a period of
three consecutive months each year. The average proportion of silky sharks in the catch will be
calculated from data of the previous calendar year. New vessels entering the multi-species fisheries
affected by this Resolution and those for which no data are available from the period immediately
prior shall be subject to the provisions of this paragraph.

At the SAC meeting in the year 2027and at the subsequent meeting of the IATTC in 2027, the IATTC
scientific staff shall present to the SAC an analysis of the unloading, observer, and long-term sampling
program data on the catches of sharksin the fisheriesin central America with which they shall also
recommend any improvement of the resolution including an adjustment on the period of prohibition

(paragraph 7).

CPC shall ensurethat the closure period for not using steel leadersby their vessel s subject to paragraph
7 coincide with the periods recommended on the basis of the analyses indicated in paragraph 8.

Vessels of lessthan 12 m length overall using manually operated fishing gear (i.e. without mechanical
or hydraulic winches) and that do not deliver to motherships at any time during the fishing trip are
excluded from the application of this resolution. For this excluded fleet, CPCs shall continue working
with the Commission’ sscientific staff on the strengthening of data-collection programs, whose progress
shall be presented at the meeting of the SAC in 2026 and in full in 2027.

! For the purposes of thisresolution, surfacelonglines are those in which the majority of hooksfish at depths
shallower than 100 meters and target species other than swordfish.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

CPCsshall notify the Director, before 1 October of each year, the single period of restricted use of steel
leaders referred to in paragraph 7 which will be observed for the calendar year.

CPCs shall keep a record of the vessels and the period to which each vessel operator or owner has
committed for the enforcement of this resolution.

CPCs shall require the collection and submission of catch data for silky sharks, in accordance with
IATTC data reporting requirements. CPCs shall also record, through observer programs and other
means, for purse-seine vessels of all capacity classes, the number and status (dead/alive) of silky sharks
caught and released and report it to the IATTC.

The Commission shall prioritize research by the scientific staff in the following areas:
a. ldentification of the pupping areas of the silky shark.

b. Mitigation of bycatch of sharks, especially in longline fisheries, and surviva of sharks caught by
all types of gears, giving priority to gears with significant catches. Surviva experiments should
include studies of the effects on survival of shorter sets and the use of circle hooks.

c. Improvehandling practicesfor live sharksto maximize post-release survival.

d. Establishtheappropriatenessof the percentagelimit onsilky sharkscatch established in paragraphs
3and 4.

This Resolution shall be reviewed by the scientific staff and at the meeting of the SAC in 2027, in order
to evaluate the adequacy of the measures of this Resolution.

This Resolution shall enter into force on 1 January 2026 and shall be reviewed at the IATTC annual
meeting in 2028.
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2j. Financing for FY 2026

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1 -5 September 2025

RESOLUTION C-25-10

FINANCING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2026

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commisson (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103" Mesting:

Understanding the importance of ensuring sufficient funding for the Commission in a timely manner, so
that it may continueto effectively devel op and implement the agreed conservati on and management program
for the living marine resources of the IATTC Convention Area, and conduct the associated data collection
and research;

Noting that non-payment of the agreed contributions may impair the Commission’s ability to continue its
operations,

Awar e that the allocation of the costs of supporting the Commission among Members should be transparent,
fair and equitable, stable, and predictable, but aso should allow for redistribution of costs as new Members
join;

Bearing in mind the decision of the Commission to revise Resolution C-15-05, whereby the Commission,
at its 89" Meeting, had agreed on a formula for calculating the contributions of the Members to the
Commission’s budget for the years 2013-2017 and beyond, and without prejudice to new formula to be
adopted;

Agreeing on the need to maintain on an exceptional basisthe samelevel and distribution of contributions as
for thefiscal year 2023;

Considering the relevant provisions of the Antigua Convention.

Noting that several non-Members derive benefits from catching or utilizing fish covered by the Convention,
but do not make contributions to the Commission’ s budget;

Taking note of the Commission staff’ s proposals regarding the budget presented in Document CAF-12-01;
and

Recognizing the need to seek economiesin the operation of the Commission, in order to reduce costs,
Agrees:

1. To adopt a budget of US$ 9,250,111, which includes funding for the Integrated Port Sampling
Program (IPSP) of US$ 460,000 for fiscal year (FY) 2026, for which the members will pay the sum
of US$ 8,519,111 with the remaining balance of US$ 731,000 funded by the cumulative carryover.

2. That the Members shall contribute to the Commission’s budget for FY 2026 in accordance with the
following schedule:
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FY 2026 (US$)

Belize 46,071
Canada 133,226
China 285,562
Colombia 300,522
Korea 244,743
CostaRica 152,049
Ecuador 1,848,566
El Salvador 116,650
United States 1,746,553
France 156,218
Guatemaa 70,309
Japan 274,261
Kiribati 45,861
Mexico 1,155,882
Nicaragua 92,884
Panama 800,106
Peru 199,671
Chinese Taipe 235,794
European Union 362,641
Vanuatu 52,499
Venezuela 199,042
Total 8,519,111
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3. PROPOSAL S (Not Adopted)
3a. B-1 KOR,USA. Protection of Cetaceans

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

103f° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103B-1 REV-1

SUBMITTED BY THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA AND THE UNITED
STATESOFAMERICA

RESOLUTION C-25-XX
ONTHE PROTECTION OF CETACEANS

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Cetaceans (whales, dolphins and porpoises) are known to play a vital role in maintaining
healthy marine ecosystems but a number of species are threatened or endangered according
to the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) and there is evidence that
purse seine and longline fishing gears interact with cetaceans, which may lead to injury or
mortality of these animals.

This proposal seeks to ensure that there is a consistent and harmonized conservation and
management measure for cetaceans across the Pacific Oceans, noting that Western and
Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) adopted at its 21st Regular Session of the
Commission in 2024 aCMM for the protection of cetaceans which appliesto not only purse
seine vessels but also longline vessals.

While IATTC Resolution C-04-05 (Consolidated Resolution on Bycatch) requires purse
seine vesseals to release all non-target species in general, a stand-alone Resol ution focused
on the protection of cetaceans which encompasses longline fisheries as well would be
necessary to effectively protect cetaceansin IATTC fisheries.

This proposal does not intend to affect or alter the existing and future rights and obligations
under the AIDCP.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City on its 103"
Meeting:

Recognizing the ecological and cultural significance of cetaceans in the Pacific Ocean,

Further recognizing that some cetacean species and populations in the Pacific Ocean are
threatened or critically endangered;

Considering the adverse effects of fishing for tuna and tuna-like species on some populations
of cetaceans in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) through capture, injury and mortality;

Mindful that cetaceans are particularly vulnerable to being encircled by purse seine nets, due
to the propensity of tunato form schools around them, or for toothed cetaceansto be attracted to
the same prey as tung;

Awar e that longline fishing grounds overlap with the distributions of certain cetacean speciesand
that cetacean interactions with longline fisheries are known to occur in the Convention Area;
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Noting that the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC), at its 21st Regular
Session of the Commission in 2024, adopted Conservation and Management Measure (CMM)
2024-07 for protection of cetaceans from purse seine and longline fishing operations,

Mindful that IATTC and WCPFC should endeavor to adopt, to the extent practicable, consistent
and harmonized conservation and management measures across the Pacific Ocean;

Conscious that the Agreement of the International Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP) aims
to progressively reduce incidental dolphin mortalities in the purse-seine fishery to levels
approaching zero and that the Agreement, its annexes and the measures adopted by its Parties set
forth strict equipment and operational requirements,

Recalling that the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) and the Working Group on Ecosystem
and Bycatch (WGEB) have underscored the importance of improved understanding of incidental
interactions with cetaceans in the Convention area and have recommended to develop Best
Handling and Release Practices guideline

Recognizing that Article VI, paragraph 1 (f) of the Antigua Convention requires the Commission
to “adopt, as necessary, conservation and management measures and recommendations for
species belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for, or dependent on or
associated with, the fish stocks covered by this Convention, with a view to maintaining or
restoring populations of such species above levels at which their reproduction may become
serioudy threatened”;

Recalling Article VI, paragraph 1 (g), of the Antigua Convention to “adopt appropriate measures
to avoid, reduce and minimize waste, discards, catch by lost or discarded gear, catch of non-target
species (both fish and non-fish species) and impacts on associated or dependent species, in
particular endangered species;”

Agrees asfollows:

1 CPCs shall prohibit their flagged purse seine vessels from setting a purse seine net on a
school of tuna associated with a cetacean in the Convention Area, if the animal is sighted prior
to commencement of the set.

This paragraph does not apply in the case of dolphins! encircled by vessels with a Dolphin
Mortality Limit under the AIDCP.

2. CPCs shall require that, in the event that a cetacean is unintentionally encircled in the
purse seine net, the master of the vessel shall:

@ ensure that all reasonable steps are taken to ensure its safe release (see Appendix 1 and
Annex |). This shall include stopping the net roll and not recommencing fishing operation until
the animal has been released and is no longer at risk of recapture; and

(b) through the logbook or any other means such as on-board observers, report the incident
to the relevant authority of the flag CPC to the extent possible, including details of the species
(if known) and number of individuals, location and date of such encirclement, steps taken to
ensure safe release, and an assessment of the life status of the animal on release (including, if
possible, whether the animal was released alive but subsequently died).

1 For the purpose of this paragraph, “Dolphins’ means species of the family Delphinidae associated with the fishery
for yellowfin tunain the AIDCP Agreement Area.
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3. CPCs shall prohibit all longline and purse seine vessals flying their flag, including
vessels fishing under charter arrangements, from, transshipping, landing, and, to the extent
possible, retaining onboard, any cetacean, in whole or any part thereof, in the Convention Area.

4, CPCs shall require al longline vessels flying their flag, including those fishing under
charter arrangements, to release, taking into account the safety of the crew, any cetacean that
is caught or entangled by its fishing gear in the Convention Area as soon as possible and in a
manner that resultsin aslittle harm to the cetacean as possible and utilizing the Best Practices
for the Safe Handling and Release of Cetaceans set out in the Appendix 1 and Annex I, if
possible.

5. In taking steps to ensure the safe release of the cetacean as required under paragraphs
2(a) and 4, CPCs shall require the master of the vessel to follow any guidelines adopted by the
Commission for the purpose of this measure.

6. In applying steps under paragraphs 2(a), 4 and 5, the safety of the crew shall remain
paramount.

7. CPCs shall provide their purse seine and longline operators with information on the
Best Practices for the Safe Handling and Release of Cetaceans outlined in Annex | and 11.

8. The Secretariat shall report annually on the implementation of this Resolution,on the
basis of observer reports and any other reports and provide updates on the guidelines included
in Appendix 1, Annex | and Annex |1, as appropriate, within the framework of the best handling
and release practice workplan of the Staff (EB-02-03) andthe Strategic Science Plan (SSP,
IATTC-103-033).

9. This Resolution is without prejudice to the existing provisions and any future provisions
adopted under the AIDCP.

10.  This Resolution shall enter into force on [July 1, 2026] and be reviewed at the Commission
meeting in [2028].
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Appendix 1

BEST PRACTICE GUIDELINES FOR SAFE HANDLING AND RELEASE OF
CETACEANS

The following are guiddines for best handling practices of marine mammals, specifically
cetaceans, for purse seine and longline vesselsfishing for tunaand tuna-like speciesin the Pacific
Ocean:

GENERAL PROVISIONS:

Safety First: These guidelines should be considered in light of safety and practicability for crew.
Crew safety should always come first. Cetaceans can be very powerful and hooked or entangled
cetaceans can be unpredictable, therefore it is not safe to enter the water in order to release an
animal.

Suggested Equipment: Vessels should have equipment on board to facilitate the release of
cetaceans. For purse seine vessels, suggested equipment includes. canvas or net dlings or
stretchers for carrying or lifting, large mesh net or grid to cover hatches/hoppers, and tools for
cutting/removing net. For longline vessels, suggested equipment includes long handled cutters
and de-hookers. Long handled cutters should be safety cutters or have a safety blade to avoid
injuring the animal.

Training: Crew should be provided with training on best practicesfor the safe handling and rel ease
of cetaceans, including the use of appropriate equipment carried on board for such purposes.

Notifications: Once a cetacean is observed inside a purse seine net or hooked or entangled on
longline gear, immediately notify the captain or fishing master and ensure the crew knows what
to do.

Genera Guidelines: For all gear types, keep animals in the water whenever possible. Removing
acetacean from the water isextremely stressful for the animal and can causeinjury, so they should
be released while in the water, wherever possible. However, cetaceans can be very powerful and
hooked or entangled cetaceans can be unpredictable, therefore it is not safeto enter the water in
order to release an animal. If it is necessary to land small cetaceans on deck in purse seine
fisheries, aways minimize time on deck and release cetaceans back to the water as soon as
possible. When handling cetaceans, it is always best to handle with two or more people.
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Annex |

GUIDELINESFOR THE SAFE HANDLING AND RELEASE OF CETACEANS
PURSE SEINE GEAR

FOR LARGE CETACEANS (baleen whales and sperm whales) :
1. Largecetaceans should remaininthe water
2. Do not attempt to release large cetaceans by having crew in the water, to the extent possible

3. Releasetheanimal asquickly aspossible, without jeopardizing the safety of the crew

FOR SMALL CETACEANS (all toothed whales other than sperm whal es):
Do's:
If in purse seine net:

1. Facilitate release of cetaceanswhilethey are still free-swimming using whatever meansthat are safe
and practical (e.g. back down procedure!, ‘ dolphin gate’ 2cutting net, etc.)

Ifin brail or on deck:

1. Cetaceansthat cannot bereleased in the water without compromising the saf ety of the crew or
the cetacean itself should be returned to the water as soon as possible, either utilizing aramp
from the deck connecting to an opening on the side of the vessel, or through escape hatches. If
ramps or escape hatches are not available, cetaceans should be lowered with asling or cargo
net, using a crane or similar equipment, if available.

2. If entangled in netting, carefully cut the net away from the animal and release it to sea as
quickly as possible with minimal or no netting attached to the animal.

3. If ondeck, keep theanimal in an upright position, with dorsal side up.

Be cautious of the tail, which is powerful and can cause injury. Lift from the mid-section of
the cetacean when possible, and never from the tail.

Cease hauling until cetacean isreleased, rel ease cetacean as soon as possible.

Release cetaceans away from fishing operations, when main engines are in neutral to minimize
the risk of further entanglement. Maintain observation of released animals until they have
disappeared from sight or are sufficiently distant from the vessel to ensure no further
interaction before resuming fishing operations.

Don’ts.
1. Donot handlethe animal in any way that could cause harm, including

a. Do not cut or punch holesthrough the animal’ s body

b. Do not use gaffsor sharp objectsto grab, move, or hold the animal

1 Backdown Procedure: The vessel goes astern, so the corkline becomes lliptical and the most forward end is
pulled below the surface, thus facilitating escape.

2 Dolphin gate: A prefabricated quick rel ease rope detaches the corkline from the seine net, which sinks and
creates an opening for escape

72



Do not leave the animal exposed to sunlight for extended periods on deck

Cetaceans breathe through their blowhole. Do not drag or pull the cetacean underwater
in amanner that preventsit from surfacing to breathe. Do not cover or block the
blowhole, or spray water in or near it, or allow water or other material to flow into the
blowhole.

Do not push, pull, bend, or lift by tail, flippers, fins, flukes or beaks

Do not rest the cetacean on sharp or rough surfaces.
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Annex ||

GUIDELINES FOR THE SAFE HANDLING AND RELEASE OF CETACEANS
LONGLINE GEAR

FOR LARGE CETACEANS (baleen whales and sperm whales) :

1. Largecetaceans should remaininthewater

2. Do not attempt to release large cetaceans by having crew in the water, to the extent possible
3. Maneuver vessel to minimizetension on thefishing gear, to the extent possible
4

Release the animal asquickly as possible, without jeopardizing the saf ety of the crew
FOR SMALL CETACEANS (all toothed whales other than sperm whal es):

Do's.
1. Determineif theanimal ishooked or entangled and prepareto removetheline.

a. If entangled: To the extent possible, maneuver the vessel in away that will reduce
tension on theline. Use along-handled line cutter to cut as much line off of or asclose
to the animal asyou can.

b. If hooked:

i.  Determine whether the hook isingested or not. If the hook appearsto be
ingested, to the extent possible, maneuver vessel in away that will reduce
tension on the line. Use along-handled line cutter to cut the line as close to
the hook as possible, removing as much gear as possible

ii.  If the hook isnot ingested:
1. If using “weak” 3 circle hooks:

a. Tothe extent possible, maintain tension on the line, giving
the hook a chance to straighten and rel ease the animal without
the hook or trailing line attached.

b. If the hook does not straighten, use ade-hooker to remove the
hook and trailing line.

c. If thehook is not straightened or removed, use along-handled
line cutter to cut the line as close as you can to the hook,
removing as much gear as possible.

2. If not using weak circle hooks: Avoid pulling sharply on the
branchline. To the extent possible, maneuver vessel in away that will
reduce tension on the line. Use along-handled line cutter to cut the
line as close to the hook as possible, removing as much gear as
possible.

Don’ts:

1. Do not handlethe animal in any way that could cause harm

3 Circle hooks with awire diameter of 4.5 mm or less with an offset not to exceed 10 degrees.
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Do not use gaffs or sharp objectsto grab, move, or hold an animal

Do not cover or block the blowhole, or spray water in or near it, to allow uninterrupted
breathing

Do not push, pull or lift by tail, flippers, fins, flukes or beaks

Do not drag or pull the cetacean underwater in amanner that prevents it from surfacing
to breathe.
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3b. D-1 CAN. Climate Change

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 D-1

SUBMITTED BY CANADA

RESOLUTION C-25-XX
ON CLIMATE CHANGE

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Canada is proposing updating the Climate Change Resolution to reflect recent
endorsements by the Science Advisory Committee (SAC). The first, the addition of a
reference to the ongoing workplan. The second, the inclusion of the Terms of References
to clearly outline and re-enforce the importance of the participatory workshops.

TheInter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in PanamaCity on the occasion of
its103" Meeting:

Committed to the objective of the Antigua Convention to ensure the long-term conservation and
sustainable use of the fish stocks covered by the Convention;

Recognizing international initiatives to address climate change and its effects, including through the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, the Paris Agreement, and the Glasgow
Climate Pact;

Acknowledging the work of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change with specific reference to
the Sixth Assessment Report (2022);

Aware that, in September 2022 the UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) Committee on
Fisheries (COFI) highlighted the need for developing guidance on climate resilient fisheries
management including a process to facilitate coordination and cooperation among RFMO/RFBs;

Mindful that climate change isleading to shifts in the distribution and abundance of fisheries, altering
ecosystems, affecting livelihoods, and increasing uncertainty in food and economic security worldwide;

Recognizing that the Second World Ocean Assessment within the framework of the United Nations
(2021) highlights the need to integrate climate change-related stressors, such as acidification, hypoxia
and ocean warming, into fisheries management considerations,

Noting the importance of addressing the impacts of climate change on target stocks, non-target species,
and species belonging to the same ecosystem as the target stocks in the Convention Area;
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Acknowledging that several regional fisheries management organizations, including the Western and
Central Pecific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC), the International Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), the South Pacific Regional Fishery Management Organization (SPRFMO),
the North Pacific Fisheries Commission (NPFC) and the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC) have
taken action to prepare for the impacts of climate change on the fisheries under their jurisdiction;

Further acknowledging that both the 1st Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and
Bycatch and the 14th Meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee recommended adding climate
change as standing agendaitems going forward,;

Resolves as follows:

The Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch (EBWG) i+ dnce 2024 and annually thereafter shall
include climate change as an agendaitem at their annual meeting. Within this agenda item, the EBWG
will evaluate any issue related to climate change and may provide advice to the Scientific Advisory
Committee (SAC) and the Commission regarding amendments to existing resolutions or proposed new
resolutions that may be necessary because of climate change impacts on fisheries in the Convention
Area

The SAC) since 2024 and annually thereafter shall include climate
change as an agendaitem at their annual meeting. Within this agendaitem, the SAC will highlight and
consider the best scientific information available on the relationships between climate change, target
stocks, non-target species, and species belonging to the same ecosystem or associated with the target
stocks.

To the extent feasible, the IATTC scientific staff will take into consideration existing information on
climate change when developing stock assessments and management strategy evaluations and will
identify information needs to be implemented in the management of the resource. It will also discuss
and propose plans for collection of existing information on climate change related variables that ater
ocean water conditions relevant to the physiology and behavior of species and that determine species
distributions, such as those related to warming, acidification and hypoxia. The SAC shall consider the
recommendations of the IATTC scientific staff when formulating its recommendations to the
Commission on how existing resolutions and proposed new resolutions can best promote resilience to
climate change impacts on fisheries in the Convention Area.

The Commission will convene avirtual climate change workshop annudly in the first quarter of
the year to discuss progress on, and implementation of, the scientific staff's workplan, as
recommended in SAC-15-121. The Terms of References to guide the series of workshops are outlined
in Annex A.

The Commission since 2024 and annually thereafter shall include climate change as an agendaitem at
the ordinary annual meeting of the IATTC, considering climaterelated SAC and EBWG
Recommendations in its deliberations, as well as any other considerations regarding climate change
impacts on species under the purview of the Antigua Convention and any related impacts on the
economies of CPCs.

At the SAC meeting in 2024 and annually thereafter, the Director and Commission shall consider and

I Including updates to the main goal, scope and framework as found in SAC-16 INF-P.
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present options to reduce the environmental and climate impacts of the activities of the Commission
and its subsidiary bodies, such as by providing hybrid options for meetings.

7. Thescientific staff shall incorporate in the next edition of the science strategic plan the issue of climate
change and itsimpact on target species, non-target species, and the EPO ecosystem in generdl.

8. Thisamendment to Resolution C-24-10 shdll be effective on January 1, 2026.
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ANNEX A

TERMSOF REFERENCE FOR
WORKSHOPSADDRESSING CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE ANTIGUA CONVENTION AREA,
INCLUDING ASSESSING AND MITIGATING ITSIMPACTS

1. TheWorkshopswill set out to achieve, without excluding others:
a  Scopeand goals of work
b. Climate-resilient fisheries framework
c. Strategictool identification and development, and
d. Tactical tool identification and devel opment, including management action
TheWorkshopswill be organized and facilitated by the IATTC scientific staff.

The Workshops will be held by videoconference or in person, in order to facilitate participation of
all relevant stakeholdersfrom all CPCs.

4. TheWorkshopswill be open to the participation of relevant stakeholders, such as scientists, fishery
managers, fishing industry representatives, administrators, representatives of nongovernmental
organizations, and fishers. Global experts may be invited to participate, as needed.

5. The Workshopswill facilitate a structured process for the Commission to consider the activities and
phases of the climate change workplan and its implementation.

6. TheWorkshops will enhance communication and foster mutual understanding on mattersrelated to
the assessment and mitigation of climate change effects and the promotion of climate-resilient
fisheriesamong al relevant stakeholders.

7. The EBWG and the SAC will review the outcomes of the Workshops at its meetings and provide
additional input if needed.

8. The outcomes of the Workshops, including any conclusions and recommendations that may have
been reached, will be presented at the annual meeting of the Commission, for its consideration and
endorsement as appropriate.

9. The IATTC scientific staff will present to the SAC an annual report for Workshops that have
occurred since the previous SAC meeting. With the inclusion of any additional input from the SAC
and other IATTC scientific staff recommendations as appropriate, which may include updatesto the
climate change workplan, this document will be presented afterwards to the Commission at its
annual meeting, with a summary and assessment of all progress made to date.
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3c. G-1USA, FRA-OT. Boarding and Inspection Procedures

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 G-1 REV-1

SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATESAND FRANCE-OT

RESOLUTION ON BOARDING AND INSPECTION PROCEDURES

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Rationale: The Commission relies upon a number of monitoring, control, and surveillance activities to effectively
manage fishing vesselsin the Convention Area. High Seas Boarding and Inspection (HSBI) schemes are recognized
as playing a critical role in ensuring effective enforcement of RFMO resolutions, a level playing field for
participants, and sustainabl e fishing practices. Ensuring compliance with IATTC resol utions and recommendations
is essential for the effective functioning of the Commission. The Commission has the opportunity to build upon the
precedents and best practices set by other RFMOs that have established HSBI schemes.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recalling that Article VII1(1)(n) of the Antigua Convention provides that the Commission shall promote
the application of any reevant provision of the Code of Conduct and of other relevant international
instruments including, inter alia, the International Plans of Action (IPOASs) adopted by the FAO in the
framework of the Code of Conduct;

Further-nNoting that Article VII (1)(i) of the Antigua Convention establishes a comprehensive program for
data collection and monitoring which shall include such elements as the Commi ssion determines necessary;

Further noting that Article VII (1) (v) of the Antigua Convention calls on the Commission to adopt measures
or recommendations as may be necessary to achieve the objective of this Convention, including non-
discriminatory and transparent measures consistent with international law, to prevent, deter and eliminate
activities that undermine the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures adopted by the
Commission;

Mindful that Article XV 111 (4)(b) of the Antigua Convention requires each party to ensure that vessel owners
and/or captains allow the Commission, in accordance with the rules of procedure adopted by the
Commission in this respect, to collect and analyze information necessary for carrying out the functions of
the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission;

Recognizing that paragraph 28.7, among others, of the FAO IPOA to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal,
Unreported and Unregulated (1UU) Fishing provides that States should cooperate in monitoring, control
and surveillance, including through international agreements,

Further Recognizing paragraph 80.8 in the FAO IPOA 1UU, described above, pertainsto Regional Fisheries
Management Organizations (RFMOs) and recommends that States consider the development within an
RFMO, where appropriate, of boarding and inspection regimes consistent with internationa law,
recognizing the rights and obligations of mastersand inspection officers;

Taking into account that IUU fishing activities in the Convention Area undermine the effectiveness of
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IATTC resolutions, and high seas boarding and inspection programs have been recognized by the
international community as an important tool for combating 1UU fishing;

Committed to a level playing field for IATTC Members and Cooperating Non-Members and
sustainabl e fishing practicesin the eastern Pacific Ocean;

Considering that other regiona tuna fisheries organizations and other regiona fisheries management
organizationsin the Pacific have adopted High Seas Boarding and | nspection schemes, the Commission hasthe
opportunity to build on these efforts;

Further considering that three RFM Os that have overlapping Convention Areas with IATTC, the Western
and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC), the North Pecific Fisheries Commission (NPFC), and
South Pacific Regiona Fisheries Management Organization (SPRFMO), have High Seas Boarding and
Inspection schemes,

Understanding that consistency between the WCPFC and the IATTC is useful for measures such as High
Seas Boarding and Inspection, and that this Resolution strives for consistency with the WCPFC
Conservation and Management Measure 2006-08;

Agreesthat:
DEFINITIONS

1. For the purposes of interpreting and implementing these procedures, the following
definitions shall apply:

a

“Convention” means the 1949 Convention for the Establishment of an Inter- American
Tropical Tuna Commission, and the Convention for the Strengthening of the IATTC
Established by the 1949 Convention between the United States of Americaand the Republic
of Costa Rica (Antigua Convention).

“Commission” means the Commission established by the Convention, commonly known
asthe Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC);

“Member” means a member of the Commission as defined in Articles I (para. 7) and
XXXI (para. 5) of the Antigua Convention. With regard to fishing entities that are
Members of the Commission, paragraph 5 of this resolution shall apply.

“Party” means High Contracting Party to the 1949 Convention for the Establishment of
an Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission, and Party to the Antigua Convention as
defined in Article | (para. 6) of the Antigua Convention.

“Authorities of the Inspection Vessel” means the authorities of the Member of the
Commission under whose jurisdiction the inspection vessd is operating;

“Authorities of the Fishing Vessel” means the authorities of the Member of the
Commission under whose jurisdiction the fishing vessel is operating;

“Authorized inspection vessel” means any vessel included in the Commission Register as
authorized to engage in boarding and inspection activities pursuant to these procedures,

“Authorized inspector” means inspectors employed by the authorities responsible for
boarding and inspection included in the Commission Register and authorized to

conduct boarding and inspection activities pursuant to these procedures.

PURPOSE

2. Boarding and inspection and related activities conducted pursuant to these procedures shall be for
the purpose of ensuring compliance with the provisions of the Convention and any resolution
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adopted by the Commission and in force.
AREA OF APPLICATION

3. These procedures shall apply on the high seas within the Convention Area.
GENERAL RIGHTSAND OBLIGATIONS

4. Each Member of the Commission may, subject to the provisions of these procedures, carry out
boarding and inspection on the high seas of fishing vessels engaged in or reported to have engaged
in afishery regulated pursuant to the Convention.

5. Unless otherwise decided by the Commission, these procedures shall aso apply intheir entirety
as between a Party and afishing entity that is a Member of the Commission, subject to and 45
days after a notification to that effect to the Commission from the Party concerned.

6. Each Member of the Commission shall ensure that vessals flying its flag accept boarding and
inspection by authorized inspectors in accordance with these procedures. Such authorized
inspectors shall comply with these procedures in the conduct of any such activities.

GENERAL PRINCIPLES

7. These procedures shall be implemented in a transparent and non-discriminatory manner, taking
into account, inter alia:

a. such factors as the presence of observers on board avessel and the frequency and results
of past inspections; and

b. thefull range of measuresto monitor compliance with the provisions of the Convention and
agreed resolutions, including inspection activities carried out by the authorities of Members
of the Commission in respect of their own flag vessels.

8. While not limiting efforts to ensure compliance by all vessels, priority for boarding and
inspection efforts pursuant to these procedures may be given to:

a. fishing vesselsthat are not onthe IATTC Regional Vessel Register;

b. fishing vessels reasonably believed to engage or to have been engaged in any activity in
contravention of the Convention or any IATTC resolution adopted thereunder;

C. fishing vessals whose flag Member does not dispatch patrol vessels to the area of
application to monitor its own fishing vessels;

d. fishing vessalswithout observers on board;
€. large-scaetunafishing vessls;

f. fishing vesselswith aknown history of violating any conservation and management measure
adopted pursuant to an international agreement or any country’s national laws and
regulations.

9. The Commission shall keep the implementation of these procedures under review.
PARTICIPATION

10. The Commission shall maintain a register of all authorized inspection vessels and authorities or
inspectors. Only vessels and authorities or inspectors listed on the Commission’s register are
authorized to conduct boardings pursuant to this measure within the Convention Area.

11. Each Member that intends to carry out boarding and inspection activities pursuant to these
procedures shall so notify the Commission, through the Executive Director, and shall provide
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the following:

a. with respect to each inspection vessel it assigns to boarding and inspection
activities under these procedures:

I.  details of the vessdl (name, description, photograph, registration number, port of
registry (and, if different from the port of registry, port marked on the vessel hull),
international radio call sign and communication capability);

ii.  notification that the inspection vessel is clearly marked and identifiable as being
on government service;

iii.  notification that the crew has received and completed training in carrying out
boarding and inspection activities at sea in accordance with any standards and
procedures as may be adopted by the Commission.

b. with respect to inspectorsit assigns pursuant to these procedures:
i. thenamesof the authoritiesresponsible for boarding and inspection;

ii.  notification that such authorities’ inspectors are fully familiar with the fishing activities
to be inspected and the provisions of the Convention and resolutionsin force; and

ili.  notification that such authorities’ inspectors have received and completed training in carrying
out boarding and inspection activities at seain accordance with any standards and procedures
as may be adopted by the Commission.

12. Where military vessels are used as a platform for the conduct of boarding and inspection, the
authorities of the inspection vessel shall ensure that the boarding and inspection is carried out by
inspectors fully trained in fisheries enforcement procedures, or duly authorized for this purpose
under national laws, and that such inspectors meet the requirements established in these
procedures.

13. Authorized inspection vessels and inspectors notified by Members of the Commission pursuant to
paragraph 11 shall be included on the Commission Register once the Executive Director confirms
that they meet the requirements of that paragraph.

14. To enhance the effectiveness of the Commission’s boarding and inspection procedures, and to
maximize the use of trained inspectors, Members of the Commission may identify opportunities to
place authorized inspectors on inspection vessels of another Member of the Commission. Where
appropriate, Members of the Commission should seek to conclude bilateral arrangements to this end
or otherwise facilitate communication and coordination between them for the purpose of
implementing these procedures.

15. The Executive Director shall ensure that the register of authorized inspection vessels and authorities
or inspectorsisat all timesavailable to all Members of the Commission and shall immediately circulate
any changesthereinin atimely manner and without delay (e.g., 1-2 business days). Updated lists shall
be posted on the Commission website in atimely manner and without delay (e.g., 1-2 business days).
Each Member of the Commission shall take necessary measuresto ensure that theselists are circulated
to each of its fishing vessels operating in the Convention Areain atimely manner and without delay
(e.g., 1-2 business days).

PROCEDURES

16. Authorized inspection vessels shall fly, in clearly visible fashion, the IATTC inspection flag as
designed by the Commission and adopted at the 2026 Commission meeting.

17. Authorized inspectors shal carry an identity card approved by appropriate authorities of the
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inspection vessdl identifying the inspector as authorized to carry out boarding and inspection
procedures under the auspices of the Commission and in accordance with these procedures.

18. An authorized inspection vessel that intends to board and inspect afishing vessel on the high seas

that is engaged in or reported to have engaged in a fishery regulated pursuant to the Convention
shall, prior to initiating the boarding and inspection:

a

make best efforts to establish contact with the fishing vessel by radio, by the appropriate
International Code of Signals or by other accepted means of aerting the vessel; provide the
information to identify itself as an authorized inspection vessel - name, registration number,
international radio call sign and contact frequency;

communicate to the master of the vessel its intention to board and inspect the vessel under
the authority of the Commission and pursuant to these procedures; and

initiate notice through the authorities of the inspection vessel of the boarding and
inspection to the authorities of the fishing vessel.

19. In carrying out boarding and inspection pursuant to these procedures, the authorized inspection vessel
and authorized inspectors shall make their best effortsto communicate with the master of the fishing
vessels in a language that the master can understand. If necessary to facilitate communications
between the inspectors and the master of the vessel, the inspectors shall use the relevant part of the
standardized multi-language questionnaire to be prepared by the Secretariat and circulated to dl
Members of the Commission with authorized inspection vessels.

20. Authorized inspectors shall have the authority to inspect the vessdl, its license, gear, equipment,
records, facilities, fish and fish products and any relevant documents necessary to verify compliance
with the resolutions in force pursuant to the Convention.

21. Boarding and inspection pursuant to these procedures shall:

a

be carried out in accordance with internationally accepted principles of good
seamanship so as to avoid risks to the safety of fishing vessels and crews;

be conducted as much as possible in a manner so as not to interfere unduly with the lawful
operation of the fishing vessel;

take reasonabl e care to avoid action that would adversely affect the quality of the catch;
and

not be conducted in such manner asto constitute harassment of afishing vessel, its officers
or crew.

22. In the conduct of aboarding and inspection, the authorized inspectors shall:

a

present their identity card to the master of the vessel and a copy of the text of the relevant
measures in force pursuant to the Convention in the relevant area of the high seas;

not interfere with the master’s ability to communicate with the authorities of the fishing
vessal;

complete the inspection of the vessal within 4 (four) hours unless evidence of a
serious violation, as defined in paragraph 35 below, isfound,

collect and clearly document any evidence they believe indicates a violation of
measuresin force pursuant to the Convention;

provideto the master prior to leaving the vessel acopy of an interim report on the boarding and
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ingpection including any objection or statement which the master wishesto include in the report;

f. promptly leave the vessel following completion of the inspection; and

g. provideafull report on the boarding and inspection to the authorities of the fishing vessel,
pursuant to paragraph 28, which shall also include any master’s statement.

23. During the conduct of aboarding and inspection, the master of the fishing vessel shall:

24,

25.

a follow internationally accepted principles of good seamanship so as to avoid risks to the
safety of authorized inspection vessels and inspectors;

b. accept and facilitate prompt and safe boarding by the authorized inspectors;

C. cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel pursuant to these
procedures;

d. not assault, resist, intimidate, interfere with, or unduly obstruct or delay the
inspectors in the performance of their duties;

e. dlow the inspectors to communicate with the crew of the inspection vessel, the
authorities of the inspection vessel, as well as with the authorities of the fishing vessel
being inspected;

f. provide them with reasonable facilities, including, where appropriate, food and
accommodation; and

g. facilitate safe disembarkation by the inspectors.

If the master of a fishing vessal refuses to allow an authorized inspector to carry out a boarding
and inspection in accordance with these procedures, such master shall offer an explanation of the
reason for such refusal. The authorities of the inspection vessel shall immediately notify the
authorities of the fishing vessel, as well as the Commission, of the master’s refusal and any
explanation.

The authorities of the fishing vessd, unless generaly accepted international regulations,
procedures and practices relating to safety at sea make it necessary to delay the boarding and
inspection, shall direct the master to accept the boarding and inspection. If the master does not
comply with such direction, the Member shall suspend the vessel’s authorization to fish and order
the vessal to return immediately to port. The Member shall immediately notify the authorities of
the inspection vessel and the Commission of the action it has taken in these circumstances.

USE OF FORCE

26.

27.

The use of force shall be avoided except when and to the degree necessary to ensure the safety of the
inspectors and where the inspectors are obstructed in the execution of their duties. The degree of
force used shall not exceed that reasonably required in the circumstances.

Any incident involving the use of force shall be immediately reported to the authorities of the
fishing vessal, as well as to the Commission.

INSPECTION REPORTS

28.

Authorized inspectors shall prepare a full report on each boarding and inspection they carry out
pursuant to these procedures in accordance with aformat that may be specified by the Commission.
The authorities of the inspection vessel from which the boarding and inspection was carried out shall
transmit a copy of the boarding and inspection report to the authorities of the fishing vessel being
inspected, as well as the Commission, within 3 (three) full working days of the completion of the
boarding and inspection. Whereit isnot possiblefor the authorities of the inspection vessel to provide
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such report to the authorities of the fishing vessel within this timeframe, the authorities of the
inspection vessel shall inform the authorities of the fishing vessel and shall specify the time period

within which the report will be provided.

29. Such report shall include the names and authority of the inspectors and clearly identify any
observed activity or condition that the authorized inspectors believe to be a violation of the
Convention or resolutions in force and indicate the nature of specific factual evidence of such
violation.

SERIOUSVIOLATIONS

30. In the case of any boarding and inspection of a fishing vessel during which the authorized
inspectors observe an activity or condition that would constitute a serious violation, as defined
in paragraph 35, the authorities of the inspection vessels shall immediately notify the
authorities of the fishing vessel, directly as well as through the Commission.

31. Upon receipt of a notification under paragraph 30, the authorities of the fishing vessels shall
without delay:

a. assume their obligation to investigate and, if the evidence warrants, take enforcement
action against the fishing vessd in question and so notify the authorities of the inspection
vessel, aswell as the Commission; or

authorize the authorities of the inspection vessdl to completeinvestigation of the possible
violation and so notify the Commission.

32. In the case of 31(a) above, the authorities of the inspection vessel shall provide, as soon as
practicable, the specific evidence collected by the authorized inspectors to the authorities of the
fishing vessal.

33. In the case of 31(b) above, the authorities of the inspection vessel shall provide the specific
evidence collected by the authorized inspectors, along with the results of their investigation, to
the authorities of the fishing vessel immediately upon completion of the investigation.

34. Upon receipt of a notification pursuant to paragraph 30, the authorities of the fishing vessel
shall make abest effort to respond without delay and in any case no later than within 3 (three)
full working days.

35. For the purposes of these procedures, a serious violation means the following violations of the
provisions of the Convention or resolutions adopted by the Commission;

a

fishing without a license, permit or authorization issued by the flag Member, in
accordance with Resolution C-24-07, including any superseding resolutions or
amendments thereto;

faillure to maintain sufficient records of catch and catch-related data in
accordance with the Commission’s reporting requirements or significant
misreporting of such catch and/or catch-related data;

fishingin aclosed areg;
fishing during a closed season;

intentional taking or retention of species in contravention of any applicable
resol ution adopted by the Commission;

significant violation of catch limitsor quotasin force pursuant to the Convention;

87



g. using prohibited fishing gear;
h. falsifying or intentionally concealing the markings, identity or registration of afishing
vessd;

i. concealing, tampering with or disposing of evidence relating to investigation of a
violation;

J.  multiple violations which taken together constitute a serious disregard of
measures in force pursuant to the Commission;
k. refusal to accept aboarding and inspection, other than as provided in paragraphs 24 and 25;

|. assaulting, resisting, intimidating, sexualy harassing, interfering with, or unduly
obstructing or delaying an authorized inspector;

m. intentionally tampering with or disabling the vessel monitoring system; or

n. such other violations asmay be determined by the Commission, once these areincluded
and circulated in arevised version of these procedures.

0. Interacting with a data buoy or deploying fishing gear within one nautical mile of a
data buoy.

ENFORCEMENT

36. Any evidence obtained as a result of a boarding and inspection pursuant to these procedures with
respect to violation by a fishing vessal of the Convention or resolution adopted by the Commission
and in force shall be referred to the authorities of the fishing vessel for action in accordance with
Article XVIII and Article X1X of the Antigua Convention as well as Resolution C-22-02, including
any superseding resol utions or amendments thereto.

37. For the purposes of these procedures, the authorities of the fishing vessels shall regard interference
by their fishing vessels, captains or crew with an authorized inspector or an authorized inspection
vessel in the same manner as any such interference occurring within its exclusivejurisdiction.

ANNUAL REPORTS

38. Members of the Commission that authorize inspection vessel sto operate under these procedures
shall report annually to the Commission on the boarding and inspections carried out by its
authorized inspection vessels, as well as upon possible violations observed. The reportsshall be
provided to the Commission at |east 30 days prior to the IATTC Annual Meeting.

39. Members of the Commission shall include in their annual statement of compliance within
their Annual Report to the Commission under Resolution C-22-02 of the Convention action
that they have taken in response to boarding and inspections of their fishing vessels that
resulted in observation of alleged violations, including any proceedings instituted and
sanctions applied.

OTHER PROVISIONS

40. Authorized inspection vessels, while carrying out activities to implement these procedures, shall
engage in surveillance aimed at identifying fishing vessels of non-Members undertaking fishing
activities on the high seas in the Convention area. Any such vesselsidentified shall be immediately
reported to the Commission.

41. The authorized inspection vessel shall attempt to inform any fishing vessel identified pursuant to
paragraph 40 that it has been sighted or identified as engaging in fishing activities that are
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undermining the effectiveness of Convention and that this information will be distributed to the
Members of the Commission and the flag state of the vessdl in question.

42. If warranted, the authorized inspectors may request permission from the fishing vessel and/or the
flag state of the vessel to board avessel identified pursuant to paragraph 40. If the vessel master or
the vessel’s flag state consents to a boarding, the findings of any subsequent inspection shall be
transmitted to the Executive Director. The Executive Director shall distribute thisinformation to all
Commission Members as well asto the flag State of the fishing vessel.

43. Any claim submitted for damage, injury, death or loss resulting from an operation carried out under
these procedures shall be processed and considered by the Member whose official(s) are asserted
by the claimant to be responsible for the acts or omissions out of which the claim arises, in
accordance with the domestic laws of that Member.

COMMISSION COORDINATION AND OVERSIGHT

44. Authorized inspection vesselsin the same operational area should seek to establish regular contact for
the purpose of sharing information on areasin which they are patrolling, on sightings and on boarding
and inspections they have carried out, as well as other operational information relevant to carrying
out their responsibilities under these procedures.

45, The Commission shall keep under continuous review the implementation and operation of these
procedures, including review of annual reports relating to these procedures provided by Members.
In applying these procedures, Members of the Commission may seek to promote optimum use of
the authorized inspection vessels and authorized inspectors by:

a. identifying priorities by area and/or by fishery for boarding and inspections pursuant to these
procedures;

b. ensuring that boarding and inspection on the high seasis fully integrated with the other
monitoring, compliance and surveillance tools availabl e pursuant to the Convention;

C. ensuring non-discriminatory distribution of boarding and inspections on the high seas among
fishing vessels of Members of the Commission without compromising the opportunity of
Members of the Commission to investigate possible serious violations; and

d. taking into account high seas enforcement resources assigned by Members of the
Commission to monitor and ensure compliance by their own fishing vessels, particularly
for small boat fisheries whose operations extend onto the high seasin

areas adjacent to waters under their jurisdiction.
SETTLEMENT OF DISAGREEMENTS

46. In the event of a disagreement concerning the interpretation, application or implementation of these
procedures between two or more Members (“the parties™), the parties concerned shall consult in an
attempt to resolve the disagreement.

47. If the disagreement remains unresolved following the consultations, the Executive Director of the
Commission shall, at the request of the parties concerned, and with the consent of Commission, refer
the disagreement to the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission (Compliance Committee). The Compliance Committee shall establish a panel of five
representatives, acceptable to the parties to the disagreement, to consider the matter.

48. A report on the disagreement shall be drawn up by the panel and forwarded through the
Compliance Committee Chair to the Commission within two months of the Compliance
Committee meeting at which the case is reviewed.
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49. Upon receipt of such report, the Commission may provide appropriate advice with respect to any
such disagreement for the consideration of the Members concerned.

50. Application of these provisions for the settlement of disagreements shall be non-binding. These
provisions shall not prejudice the rights of any Member to use the dispute settlement procedures
provided in the Convention.

51. ThisResolution shall enter into force 1 January 2027.
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3d. I-1 ECU. Reference points for swordfish.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103*° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-1031-1

SUBMITTED BY ECUADOR

INTERIM REFERENCE POINTSFOR SWORDFISH IN THE IATTC AREA

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM
REFERENCE POINT REQUIREMENTS

e The most common reference points used for swordfish in other RFMOs are based on biomass and
fishing mortality. There has been arecurring tendency to consider MSY asthe target reference point
and use afraction of it asthe limit reference point. Documents SAC-08-05¢(iii) and SAC-14 INF-O
provide relevant background information.

e ThelATTC has encountered significant challenges in establishing M SY -based reference points for
tropical tunas due to technical, analytical, and operational difficulties. As aresult, the Commission
has experienced delays in adopting reference points, which has generated significant debate
regarding the identification and proposal of harvest contral rules.

e In 2025, the IATTC scientific staff made the following recommendations regarding swordfish
management and data collection (SAC-16-11): (i) adopt interim reference points for the stock and
(ii) continue monitoring the stock together with benchmark stock assessments every three to five
years.

e During its 15" meeting in 2024, the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) suggested that the
scientific staff provide support in supplying data on the South Pacific swordfish fishery, and that
these data be used in an update of the benchmark stock assessment to be presented to the SAC in
2026.

PROXY REFERENCE POINTS

e Although the swordfish benchmark assessment scheduled for 2026 could provide adequate
information on the size and status of the stock relative to reference levels, the MSY estimates may
not be robust enough for an updated model, which will require rigorous analytical and technical
development.

o If RMS estimates are not robust or generate uncertainty that makes decision-making impossible, the
identification and selection of reference points based on these quantities should follow a similar
course to that in tropical tunas, delaying the adoption of management strategies.

e |f RMS estimates are unreliable, making decision-making difficult, the identification and selection
of reference points based on these quantities should follow asimilar processto that applied to tropical
tunas, delaying the implementation of management strategies.

e Given the delay in adopting RM S-based reference points, the adoption of proxy reference points
should be considered as a precautionary measure. Early implementation of these reference points
would allow short-term conservation measures to be applied, based on the results of the reference
model for swordfish.
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PROPOSAL C-25-XX

INTERIM REFERENCE POINTSFOR SWORDFISH IN THE IATTC AREA

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the occasion
of its 103" meeting:

Taking into account that the objective of the Antigua Convention is to ensure the long-term conservation
and sustainable use of the stocks in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO);

Recalling Article 7 of the Antigua Convention, which assigns to the Commission the function of adopting
conservation measures based on the best scientific evidence available;

Aware of its responsibility to make recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members
(CPCs) regarding the long-term sustainable use of stocks of tuna and tuna-like species,

Recognizing that swordfish (Xiphias gladius) is apriority species for management by the Commission, and
that fishing activities have increased significantly over the last decade;

Noting that document SAC-16-11 of the Scientific Advisory Committee recommends the implementation
of specific reference points, among others, based on the precautionary approach;

Concerned about the implementation of the swordfish research plan within the scheduled timeframe,
including the benchmark assessment expected to be completed in 2026;

Agrees:

To adopt Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) proxy target and limit reference points to facilitate
determining the conservation status of swordfish in the EPO.

INTERIM REFERENCE POINTS

1. To provisionally adopt the following proxy reference points:

a. Target Reference Point: The equivalent to 35% of the spawning biomass that would occur
in the absence of fishing.

b. Limit Reference Point: The equivaent to 20% of the spawning biomass that that would
occur in the absence of fishing.

2. These reference points are not the “optimal” options for swordfish, but they are feasible until more
appropriate ones are identified and adopted.

3. Theproxy reference pointsindicated in paragraph 1 may be interpreted as a deliberation by managers,
based on conservation goals and aligned with the scientific staff's proposals. In fact, document SAC-
14-INF-O provides a set of options for the target reference point that are consistent with those in this
proposal.

4. Adopting the proxy reference points indicated in paragraph 1 would allow for the establishment of
multi-year management cycles similar to those applied to tropical tunas, which should be maintained
through benchmark assessments conducted every three to five years.

5. A multi-year cycle, such as 2027-2029, should provide atechnical and analytical framework enabling
CPCs to identify and adopt optimal reference points consistent with improvements in benchmark
assessments.
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3e. J-1 ECU. Management strategies.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103*° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 J-1

SUBMITTED BY ECUADOR

RESOLUTION C-25-XX

CONSERVATION MEASURE TO ESTABLISH A MANAGEMENT
STRATEGY FOR TROPICAL TUNA FISHERIESIN THE EASTERN
PACIFIC OCEAN

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the occasion
of its 103" meeting:

Awar e of itsresponsibility to conduct scientific studies on tunaand tuna-like speciesin its Convention Area
and to formulate recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) regarding those
resources,

Acknowledging that excessive fishing effort could reduce the potential production of the resource;
Concerned about the increasing capacity of purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area;

Taking into account the best available scientific information, as reflected in the recommendations of the
IATTC staff, aswell asthe precautionary approach;

Recalling the recommendations of the IATTC scientific staff and the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC)
on the precautionary approach and limit reference points, which the Commission considers to be of high
priority; and

Aware of the ongoing work on the development of reference points and harvest control rules for tropical
tunasin the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO);

Agrees.

To implement management measures for tropical tunas in the EPO based on the Management Strategy
Evaluation (M SE) process, which has been devel oped by the IATTC scientific staff and will be strengthened
through the actions of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Management Strategy Evaluation (WGMSE).

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

1. The Commission shall commit to developing and implementing harvest strategies for each of the
tropical tunastocks or fisheries in the EPO during the new three-year cycle (2026-2028), in accordance
with the process implemented by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Management Strategy Evaluation
(WGM SE) and the management measures proposed to the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC).

2. Without prejudice to the direction in which the WGM SE proceeds, the Commission shall require that
harvest strategies contain the following elements:

a) Define explicit management objectives, with specific deadlines, for the fishery or tropical tuna,
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b) Identify target and limit reference points for each tropical tuna species,
c) Establish acceptable risk levelsto avoid exceeding the limit reference points,

d) Implement a cost-effective monitoring strategy that uses the best available information to assess
performance relative to the reference points,

€) Adopt harvest control rules that achieve target reference points and avoid limit reference points,
and

f) Implement Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE), which periodically reviews the performance
of the proposed harvest control rules relative to management objectives and includes risk
assessment.

SPECIAL REQUIREMENTSOF A HARVEST STRATEGY

. While developing harvest strategies, the Commission may adjust the elements outlined in paragraph 1
on acase-hy-case basis, with the objective of meeting the specific requirements of the fishery or tropical
tuna stock. This may include establishing interim or provisional elements of a harvest strategy. The
absence of adequate scientific information shall not be used as areason to postpone or not adopt harvest
strategies.

. Harvest strategies shall not result in the direct or indirect transfer of a disproportionate burden of
management measures to CPCs.

. The Commission shall agree on awork plan and indicative time frames for adopting harvest strategies
for bigeye, yellowfin and skipjack tunas consistent with the recommendati ons made by the WGM SE to
the SAC. The Commission and the SAC shall review thiswork plan annually, beginning thisyear, 2025,
with actions for bigeye tuna.
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3f. L-1 EUR. Amendment to C-19-08 on scientific observers for longliners.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103R> MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 L-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION C-1925-08 XX

RESOLUTION ON SCIENTIFIC OBSERVERS FOR LONGLINE VESSELS

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Bibae—SpainPanama City, Panama
on the occasion of its 103" 94** Meeting;

Recognizing the need to collect scientific information on target species as well as comprehensive data on
interactions with non-target species, in particular, sea turtles, sharks and seabirds;

Noting the need to ensure uniform and equitable treatment of all tuna-fishing vessels operating in the
Convention Area;

Noting that all large purse-seine vessels operating in the Convention Area are required to carry scientific
observers aboard, in accordance with the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program,
and that the Commission has recommended the extension of observer coverage to smaller purse-seine
vessels on a voluntary basis;

Acknowledging that some CPCs’ shipowners of purse-seine vessels smaller than Class 6 make economic
efforts to provide information on their activities, carrying observers aboard, in support of scientific research
and thus Mindful of the need to ensure a level playing field among all tuna-fishing vessels operating in the
Convention Area;

and
Taking into account all recommendations of the staff, the SAC, for 2023 in Document SAC-14-16, and the
Working Group on Bycatch at their meetings in 2019 and the considerations of the CPCs; Fakine—inte

Agrees that:

1. Each Member and Cooperating non-Member (CPC) shall ensure that active longline vessels greater
than 20 meters length overall carry human observers, in accordance with the following timeline of
observation coverage:

15" January 2026 7%
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+:2.For the purposes of this Resolution, the units to measure observation coverage are number of sets or

1% January 2027 9%

1% January 2028 11%
1% January 2029 13%
1% January 2030 15%

number of hooks deployedtene hifre a Y re-days-o hing®

or-hooksdeployed.

Following the planned 2027 review of Resolution C 24-09. the Commission shall review this resolution

4.

at its 2028 annual meeting and consider - on the basis of CPC experiences with the use of EM in IATTC
fisheries - the feasibility of allowing for EM to be used as a partial substitute or a complement for
human observers to fulfil certain IATTC observer coverage requirements.

The main task of the scientific observers and/or EMS shall be to record;- censistent-with-data-standards
established-by—the SAC—any—available biolegical-information;—the catches of targeted fish-species,
species composition, size distribution of the catches and any available biological information, as well
as any interactions with nontarget species such as sea turtles, seabirds and sharks_including their
condition when captured and released and, when appropriate and relevant for scientific purposes, to
monitor the application of mitigation measures agreed by the Commission in a timely and accurate
manner.

2.5. At the latest by the 30" of May, each CPC shall update the list of its vessels by specifically indicating

which vessels are active and the percentage of observers aboard, in addition to inactive and/or sunk
and/or decommissioned vessels.-

6. Each CPC shall endeavour endeaverto ensure that observer coverage is representative of the activities
of its fleet, including in terms of gear configuration, target species and fishing areas.

4

5.7.CPCs shall:

a. Ensure that the minimum level of coverage is met;

b. Take all necessary measures to ensure that observers are able to carry out their duties in a competent
and safe manner;

c. Endeavor to ensure that observers alternate vessels between their assignments;

d. Ensure that the vessel on which an observer is placed provide suitable food and lodging during the
observer's deployment at the same level as the officers, where possible. Vessel masters shall ensure
that all necessary cooperation is extended to observers in order for them to carry out their duties
safely, including providing access, as required, to the retained catch, and catch which is intended
to be discarded.

8. Scientific observers shall submit to their flag CPC authorities a report on these observations at the latest
30 days after the end of each fishing trip.
9. Every year, CPCs shall submit to the Scientific Advisory Committee, through the Director, by 31

March, the scientific observers’ information on the previous year's fishery in a format established by
the Committee.
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10. The Director, in cooperation with the scientific staff and the Scientific Advisory Committee, shall
review the existing reporting format detailing the required data to be collected directly by scientific
observers and shall communicate it to the Commission at the latest by the 31% of December 2026.
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Template for annual summary reports on fleet information and observer data for longline vessels >20 m LOA
aoperating in the EPO

{adopted by the 10" Mesting of the IATTC Scientific Advisory Committee, May 2019)

cPC l Nam=

FLEET INFORMATION (vessels >20 m LOA)

shallow sets Deep sets
Bt types cambioed {15 HPB/HEF* or <100 m max hook tepth) {215 HPB/HBEF or 2100 m max hook depth)
Pariod covered pn e NLE TeaES
DE-BAMM-YY — DD-MMM-YY DD-MMM-YY — DD-MMM-YY
fram [XXKJ"W to [(XXX)°W and from (XXX)"W to (XXX)"W and from (XRX)°W to [XXX|*W and
Area i from (XX1°S/N to (XX)°s/N from (XXJSS/N Lo (XX)PS/N from [XXJPS/N 1o (XXJPS/N
“ %
Total Fleet | Observed nhs:xgd Total Fleet | Observed Ahsared Total Fleet | Observed e |
MNo. of vessels that fished
No. of trips
No. of effective days fishing
No. of sets

No. of hooks {in thousands)

{If unknown, approx. no. of hooks/set, using a *)

Predaminant® hook type/size (IATTL code)

predominant bait type>

Page3-ofl14

* Hooks per basker / Hooks betwesen floats
2 'pradaminant’ means most common, Le., =50%
3 Bait codes: $Q - squid; F - fishes {e.g. Scomber spp.); A — artificial lure {e.g. plastic jig)
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NON-RETAINED SPECIES (vessels >20 m LOA)

No. of individuals observed

& Shallow sets Deep sets
Both set types combined {<15 HPB/HBE* or <100m max hook depth) | (215 HPB/HBF or >100m max hook depth)
Released Released Released
Species o Alive y Condition Alive Dead Condition Alive Dead Condition
code unknown unknown unknown

DKK | Leatherback (Dermochelys coriacea)

TTL |Loggerhead (Caretta caretta)

TUG |Green (Chelonia mydas)

LKV | Olive ridley (Lepidochelys olivaceal)

Add rows for additional species as required

Sharks and rays

FAL |Silky (Corcharhinus faiciformis)

OCS | Oceanic whitetip (Carcharhinus longimanus)

BSH | Blue shark (Prionace glauca)

SMA | Shortfin mako (isurus oxyrinchus)

SPL | Scalloped hammerhead (Sphyma lewini)

SPZ |Smooth hammerhead (Sphyrna zygaena)

SP—{SresriTaTTTET e st Sy TokoTTaTT

RMB |Giant manta ray (Manta birostris)

Add rows for additional species as required

Marine mammals

FAW | False killer whale (Pseudorca crassidens)

DRR |Risso’s dolphin {Grempus griseus)

SGF | Guadalupe fur seal (Arctocephalus townsendi)

Add rows for additional species os required

Seabirds

DQS |Antipodean albatross (Diomedea antipodensis)

DPK |Waved albatross (Phoebastria irrorata)

DIZ | Laysan albatross (Phoebastria immutabilis)

DAQ | Short-tailed albatross (Phoebastria albatrus)

Add rows for additional species as required

Billfishes

MLS |Striped mariin (Kajikio audax)

S5P | Shorthill spearfish (Tetrapturus angustirostris}

BUM | Blue marlin (Makaira nigricans)

Add rows for additional species as required
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LONGLINE GEAR FORM EF2
VESSEL: SAMPLE No: OBSERVER:
Registration Length e Fuel capacity 1| Number of crew
Company name Width Fuel used .| Water capacity 5al
e Catch conserve
Captain Name Draft " Type of fuel aowitiod
" 5 Distance deck Type (fibra- If the vessel is a ‘fibra’,
Ueparture dasciiune to water m mother ship) | mame of mother ship |
Arrival date/time Well capacity T Number of fibras
Departure port Main mator TN Sl patial;
Arrival port Aus. maotor
: S o] [y . [ Distance btwn. | Max. hooks on [ Numhber of | Number of
Characteristics Quantity | Material = | Diameter | Length | Color hooks) iniins] Tights) yaddio aavs)
/e O '7/ N .
T, - .m‘m. Jm‘m‘ T
Upper gangion fath Yes{ ) No( ) Byhand( )
> 7 Manual crank ()
Middle gangion / nm fath Dropline counection o mainline: Hydraulic crank ()
Lower gangion 7////A Knots ( ) Snaps( ) Other &)

Floatline / dropline /) W' ‘ Fishing ger diageamm
Buoy 2 ‘ ,/////A
Float . ii/////A

J-straight/ .y | Manufac- Ring Other | Obscrvations
J-curved Material rarer Offset (Yes /No) | derails

Type 3
Hooks (3/C) Size
Hnok@

Hook B

Hook ©

* Use numbers from code tables F2sv2: 0222012
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LONGLINE SET FORM

VESSEL: SAMPLE No: OBSERVER:
; £ Hook Hook. Hook. 0
Set number b REIRIE AL Number of B P Type of bait et
Srart End Start End hooks in the < total
LAT st by type: Bait 1
vDate L | LON Total no. of hooks in set: Balt 2
TIME No. of hooks lost: Bair 3
Target Set Yes Retrieval divection Seaswrf. | No.hooks | Avg hook | Bottomlongline?
Fishery Special?  [] Starttoend [ ] temp. | btwa. floats depth Ves: No
Pairolled? D End to ctart [:I |:] I:]

Observations:
SET RETRIEVAL ¢ Hook. Hook. | Hook. o
Set number Number of 8 < Type of bait % of
Start End Start End hooks in the (e 3t total
LAT SSDY P Balr1
TDate & CON Toral no. 0f NOOKS 1 St Bait £
TIME No. of hooks last: Bait 3
Target Set Yes  |Retrieval direction Sea surf. | No.hooks | Avg. hook | Botrom longline?
Fishery | Specal? [ | |Starttoend [ | temp. | btwa. floars |  depth Yes No
Patrolled? [ | |Endtostatt [ ] i O
Observations:
SET RETRIEVAL Hook, Hook. | Hook % of
Set number i Number of T £ hait
Start End Start End hooks in the o © ) st total
LAT SEt v typec Bair 1
LDatel | LON Total no. of hooks in set: Bait 2
TIME Ne. of hooks lost: Bait 2
Target Set Yes Retrieval direction Sea surf. | No.hooks | Ave. hook | Bottomlongline?
Fishery Special? D Start to end D temp. | btwn. floats depth Yes No
Patrolled? [ | |Endtostat [ | [ [
Observations:
F3svl: 02/2012
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CATCH FORM F4
VESSEL: SAMPLE No: OBSERVER:
Haok | Die = LENGTHS (cm) Male sharks
Set | . } Number| Hook | =00% | DHPOT S | qyeioht s c |8
No. Time Species name caught @ BE loca‘tmn snion M-,l (ke) |POL-FL-| PCL- i cL s \E' OY eroxiions
F-2 TL-CCL| DI | (em) E
coew L| N
—— Fi/ FOR LENGTS T TAIAL LEHATH - TL TOTAL LENGTH cOL: Ciieres
F—— PUL PRECAUOAL LENGTH — |— Paadia
“TILS MTERDOT AL _" \
_,pe-ﬂ"”"l "‘%_-,;"'g T e [ 2
s g s = NG T
1 :% T swseinm F4s v1: 0212012

* Use numbeis from code tables



TURTLE FORM ES
(Record turtle sightings only for hawksbill, loggerhead and leatherback turtles)
VESSEL: SAMPLE No: OBSERVER:
Dat Ti Set Speci S CEL) ccw? Tail Hook Calor of the
e il number s e (cm) (cm) LTC (cm) @ B© nearest float or buoy™
Pasition: Latitude Longitude
Condition *( ) Entanglement *( ) Hooking *( ) Disposition™( ) Observations:

Turtle location in relation to the fishing gear

Hook location and turtle entanglement

b

‘ Surface fishery

4

.

|

| Bottom fishery

- N

o 8

Existing tag 1:

Existing tag 2:

New tag 1:

New tag 2:

'CCL: Curved carapace length “CCW: Curved carapace width

VENTRAL VIEW

* Use numbers from code tables
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BIRD FORM Fél
VESSEL: SAMPLE No: OBSERVER:
Positon Age Sex | Caught | oo | Cond- . 3 Dispo-
s.“ Date | Time Species name : % Immature~l [ M-1| inset o~ | itien Mk:" A Mit:g.Z sition lfhot’o Observations
No. Latitade | Longitude |~ 4205 | Foa | vesNo @B‘g g . | Yes/No
* Use numbers from code tables
T6s v1:07/2014
e T
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3g. M-1 Various. Ecosystem approach.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103*° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 M-1

SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA, BELIZE, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, NICARAGUA AND PANAMA

RESOLUTION ON THE PROGRESSIN THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE ECOSYSTEM APPROACH TO FISHERIESMANAGEMENT
(EAFM)

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The ecosystem approach to fisheries management (EAFM) is one of the main guiding principles of
fisheries management. The EAFM considers all the ways a fishery can impact its environment, from
biological, ecological, social, and economic perspectives. This approach aimsto maintain sustainable
production systems in line with Sustainable Development Goal 14 and the principle that healthy
oceans produce healthy fisheries.

The EAFM is present in many of the Commission's adopted resol utions and the work of its scientific
staff. This approach is frequently referenced during discussions on fisheries management. However,
thereis no specific framework to guide the definition of EAFM elements and their operationalization
under an appropriate standard.

The goal of this proposal is to establish the conditions necessary to fill operational gaps and ensure
the proper and timely implementation of the EAFM in IATTC fisheries.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on
December 1-5, 2025, on the occasion of its 103 Meeting,

Committed to the objective of the Antigua Convention to ensure the long-term conservation and
sustainable use of the fish stocks covered by the Convention and to give particular consideration to
the adoption, as necessary, of conservation and management measures and recommendations for
species belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for, or dependent on or
associated with, the fish stocks covered by this Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring
populations of such species above levels a which their reproduction may become seriousy
threatened;

Recognizing the provisions of international law that oblige States to ensure the conservation of living
resources and to maintain or restore stocks of harvested species at sustainable levels, and require
consideration of an ecosystem approach to the management of straddling and highly migratory fish
stocks;

Considering the need for cooperation between Regional Fisheries Management Organizations
(RFMOs) and other instruments, frameworks, and treaties related to fisheries and biodiversity;
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Bearing in mind the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries and the FAO Guidelines on
Fisheries Management, Volume Two: The Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries, which urge States and
RFMOs to adopt a precautionary approach and ecosystem considerations in fisheries management;

Noting the increasing impacts of climate change, pollution, and habitat degradation on marine
biodiversity and fisheries productivity;

Recognizing the progress made by the IATTC, including the establishment of the Working Group on
Ecosystem and Bycatch, aimed at data collection, stock assessment, and bycatch mitigation, and the
need to build on these efforts to incorporate broader ecosystem considerations;

Recalling IATTC Resolutions C-23-10 and C-24-10 on climate change, which recognize the need to
address the impacts of climate change on fisheries and to incorporate climate considerations into the
work of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies;

Taking note of the Ecocard work plan, including its objectives to facilitate the operationalization of
the EAFM by improving ecosystem-based scientific advice for management through the devel opment
and application of meaningful and effective communication tools and products;

Acknowledging that climate change, ocean acidification, and other anthropogenic pressures not
related to fishing are atering the distribution and abundance of stocks of tunas and associated species
in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), which should be considered in IATTC resolutions on climate
change in conjunction with ecosystem considerations, so that productive fisheries based on resilient
resources can be maintained;

Recognizing that implementing an ecosystem approach is essential to ensuring the socioeconomic
resilience of fisheries-dependent communities by ensuring that fisheries management not only
maintains the health of fish stocks, but also preserves the long-term livelihoods, food security, and
well-being of fishers and their communities; and

Desiring to ensure the long-term conservation and sustainable use of tuna stocks and associated
ecosystems in the EPO by adopting an ecosystem approach to fisheries management;

Resolves the following:

1 The Commission shall progressively implement an ecosystem approach to fisheries
management (EAFM) in the EPO and support the conceptua framework necessary for implementing
the EAFM, including social and economic impact elements and indicators to be defined as soon as
possible. In 2026, the Ecosystem and Bycatch Working Group shall review its Terms of Reference
and propose any adjustments to the SAC for its assessment and recommendation of possible
adjustments to the Commission.

2. When making recommendations pursuant to Article VII.1 of the Antigua Convention,
particularly when developing conservation and management measures, the Commission shall
consider the minimum elements for the implementation of an ecosystem approach to fisheries
management (EAFM).

3. Within the limits of its budgetary resources, the Commission shall continue to support
research and analysis on ecosystem considerations, including studies on the relationships between
IATTC fisheries and species, associated species, and ecosystems. This shall include socioeconomic
research on fisheries of interest to ensure a comprehensive ecosystem approach.

4. With the support of the staff and relevant subsidiary bodies, the Commission shall develop
an operational definition of the EAFM in the context of the IATTC and its components to formalize
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and standardize the implementation of the EAFM. The staff shall provide a review of the degree to
which these elements have been implemented, including those that have aready been part of the
Commission's previous work (e.g., bycatch mitigation, ecosystem studies, etc.) and shall develop an
EAFM implementation plan for consideration by the Commission.

5. Based on the results and recommendations of this assessment, the IATTC scientific staff is
tasked, in collaboration with the relevant subsidiary bodies, with developing an EAFM
Implementation Plan.

6. Additionally, the staff shall present the results and recommendations of this assessment to
the Commission in 2026.

7. Promote regiona cooperation with other Regional Fisheries Management Organizations
(RFMOs), particularly the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission, as well as other
relevant instruments, bodies, legal frameworks, and scientific bodies to harmonize EAFM practices
and share best practices.

FUNCTION OF THE SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE (SAC)

8. Following analysis by the Ecosystem and Bycatch Working Group, the SAC shall include,
as a permanent item on the agenda, the assessment of the impacts of fishing and other anthropogenic
and environmental factors, including climate change, on target and non-target species, and
ecosystems.

a) The SAC shall take into account ecosystem considerations that advance ecosystem-based
management advice when providing its management advice, including recommendations on
minimizing adverse impacts on marine ecosystems and providing information that may assist
CPCsin improving their resilience to climate change.

b) To the extent possible, the IATTC scientific staff shall endeavor to incorporate ecosystem
considerations into scientific advice for fisheries management. Based on this, the staff shall
devel op and present recommendationsto the Commission on how to integrate these considerations
more effectively into existing and new resolutions in the context of the Convention Area.

¢) The SAC shall identify knowledge gaps and prioritize research to improve the understanding of
ecosystem dynamics, the impacts of climate change, and the socioeconomic implications for
fisheries-dependent communities.

RESPONSIBILITIESOF THE COMMISSION

0. In 2026 and every year thereafter, the Commission shall include ecosystem considerations as
an agenda item in its regular meetings, including through recommendations related to ecosystems
from its subsidiary bodies, aswell as any other considerations related to ecosystem impacts under the
Antigua Convention.

10. The Commission shall incorporate ecosystem considerations into the development and
adoption of conservation and management measures, whenever possible, ensuring their contribution
to the long-term sustainability of fisheries and ecosystemsin the OPO.

CAPACITY BUILDING AND COOPERATION

11. The Commission shall promote cooperation and coordination with other RFM Os and rel evant
international organizationsto contributeto an integrated ecosystem approach to fisheries management
in al ocean basins.
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12. With the Secretariat's support, the Commission shall implement capacity-building programs
to help CPCs implement the ecosystem approach and address the impacts of climate change.

13. With the Secretariat's support, the Commission shall collaborate with other tuna RFMOs, the
FAO, and other relevant organizations to secure technical and financial support for these initiatives.

MONITORING AND REVIEW

14, The Commission shall review the progress in the implementation of the EAFM annually,
including how climate change impacts are being addressed.

15. The Commission shall review this Resolution and itsimplementation no later than three years
after its adoption, and periodically thereafter, to ensure its effectiveness and relevance.

APPLICATION

16. This Resolution shall enter into force on [DATE] and shall remain in force unless it is
amended or replaced by the Commission.
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3h. O-1 VARIOUS. Amendment to Resolution C-14-03 regarding the capacity building fund.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103R° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 O-1

SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA, BELIZE, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, NICARAGUA AND PANAMA

AMENDMENT TO PARAGRAPH 5¢c OF RESOLUTION C-14-03

EXPLANATORY MEM ORANDUM

Exercising the functions of Chair, facilitator, or coordinator of the Commission or its subsidiary bodiesis
essential to developing and adopting resolutions and recommendations, as well as to the Commission's
decision-making process. In accordance with the Antigua Convention's implicit principles of effective
participation and inclusiveness, any difficulties that developing country Members encounter in exercising
their rights and responsibilitiesto the minimum extent required shall be addressed in amanner that mitigates
inequalities, particularly economic ones. The Capacity Fund, governed by Resolution C-14-03, was created
for this purpose.

Given that the majority of Members are developing countries and territories, and that the Commission has
recently benefited from greater participation by Chairs from these states, a particular difficulty has been
identified: ensuring such participation, given the financial difficulties of these Members. This could
discourage this trend and have negative effects. In view of this, a practical approach to effectiveness is
required. This approach would allow Chairs to attend meetings in person, if permitted, and exercise their
functions with the necessary objectivity. Thiswould eliminate the dual status of representative of aMember
and Chair at the same time. The presented proposal intends to enable the Director, using the Capacity
Development Fund, to authorize expenses for these individuals to attend meetings while carrying out their
chair and coordination duties, on the same basis as representatives of Members who receive this financia
support.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City (Panama) on the
occasion of its 103" Meeting:

Taking into account the provisions of Article XXI1I of the Antigua Convention that the Commission shall
seek to adopt measures relating to technical assistance, technology transfer, training and other forms of
cooperation, to assist developing countries that are members of the Commission to fulfill their obligations
under the Convention, as well asto enhance their ability to devel op fisheries under their respective national
jurisdictions and to participate in high seas fisheries on a sustainable basis;

Recalling that the Antigua Convention, in its Article XXI1I, likewise establishes that the members of the

Commission shall facilitate and promote such cooperation, especialy financial and technical, and the
transfer of technology, as may be necessary for the effective implementation of the previous paragraph;
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Considering that it is essential to ensure broad, dynamic, and substantive participation by the delegates of
the Members of the Commission, including, among others, the opportunity to be elected as Chairs of the
bodiesthat are part of the Commission's structure;

Recognizing that the Fund established by Resolution C-11-11 and amended by Resolution C-14-03 was
created to ensure the broad participation of developing countries and territories in the work of the
Commission, given the importance of greater involvement of these countries and territories in all areas of
regulatory decision-making;

Agrees.
To amend subparagraph c of paragraph 5 of Resolution C-14-03, so that it now reads as follows:

“c. The participation in person of representatives of developing countries in the meetings of the
Commission or its subsidiary bodies, as well as of scientific experts in the meetings of the
Scientific Advisory Committee, and of the Chairs of the Commission or its subsidiary bodies,
who are national s of those countries, for the exercise of that capacity during the corresponding
non-virtual meetings.”

The Director shall submit an annua report to the Committee on Administration and Finance

detailing the use of funds under this subparagraph, specifying the amounts used, the meetings
covered, and the criteria applied.
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3i. P-1 VARIOUS. Financial contributions from NGOs.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
103"° MEETING

Panama City, Panama
1-5 September 2025

PROPOSAL IATTC-103 P-1

SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA, BELIZE, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, NICARAGUA AND PANAMA

RULESFOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONSFOR
THE PARTICIPATION OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS (NGOs) WITH OBSERVER STATUSAT
MEETINGS OF THE COMMISSION AND ITS SUBSIDIARY
BODIES

EXPLANATORY MEM ORANDUM

In accordance with paragraph 2 of Article XV of the Antigua Convention, regarding the principle
of transparency, the Commission is entitled to adopt rules for the parti cipation of hon-governmental
organizations, within the framework of Annex 2 of the Convention. Paragraph 10 of the Annex
establishes that the Director may require observers to pay reasonable fees and to cover costs
attributable to their attendance at meetings.

The Commission has long maintained a policy of requiring NGOs to contribute US$500 per
meeting of the Commission, and this has been understood to include entire cycles of meetings that
may take place on one or more consecutive days and even up to two weeks, which is neither
reasonable nor proportionate, given that the space provided at the meetings for representatives of
these organizations has a relative cost, since logistics are generally arranged according to the
number of participants.

This proposa does not seek to discourage NGO participation, but rather to regulate their
contributions so that, for financial reasons, they can be guaranteed the space they require.
Therefore, it establishes an interim payment mechanism and allows for the development of an
appropriate adjustment method when necessary.

Additionally, this proposal aimsto align the IATTC's internal practices with the principles of good
governance and responsible financial management. By implementing a flexible contribution
structure based on actual costs, the Commission fulfillsits transparency and effective participation
mandates while fostering stronger, more sustainable collaboration with civil society. This will
enable the IATTC to optimize its resource alocation and strengthen its work under the Antigua
Convention.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Panama City, Panama, on the
occasion of its 103" meeting:
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Taking into account the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article XV of the Antigua Convention, which
states that the Commission shall promote transparency in its decision-making, including, among
others, ensuring opportunities for interacting with non-governmental organizations of civil society;

Recognizing that meetings of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, where documents are
reviewed and interests relevant to decision-making are discussed, are based on the best scientific
information available;

Bearing in mind that paragraph 10 of Annex 2 of the Antigua Convention empowers the Director
to require non-Party and NGO observers to pay reasonable fees, and to cover costs attributable to
their attendance;

Aware of the various formats in which the meetings of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies
have been held, whose costs and logistics differ depending on the requirements of the place, time,
and space where they take place;

Seeking to facilitate mechanisms that provide adynamic criterion for cal culating reasonable feesto
be charged to observers;

Bearing in mind that the current fee has not been changed for more than ten years, while the costs
of organizing and holding meetings have increased significantly;

Seeking to align practices with the principles of good governance and responsible financia
management by establishing a more flexible contribution structure based on cost dynamics.

Agrees,

1. To define the base amount to be charged to non-governmental organizations for participation as
observers in each meeting of the Commission, group, or subsidiary body, in the amount of one
thousand five hundred US dollars when up to three representatives attend. For each additional two
representatives, the fee shall beincreased by seven hundred and fifty US dollars.

2. Thefee shall be one thousand US dollars for the first three representatives and two hundred and
fifty US dollars for each additional representative in the case of fishermen's organizations from
developing coastal countries that are Members of the IATTC, which shall be accredited by
providing a statement in the application and a copy of their statutes.

3. The Director may exempt the organizations referred to in the preceding paragraph from payment
if they represent coastal or small-scale fishermen who can prove their status and demonstrate that
they have a plan in place for responsible fisheries management among their members, in line with
IATTC management measures and knowledge.

4. Non-governmental organizations that make voluntary cash contributions to the Commission's
general budget of at least forty thousand dollars shall be exempt from paying for up to three seats
for their representatives as observers during the fiscal year in which the contribution was made.

5. In 2026 and every two years thereafter, the Committee on Administration and Finance shall
evaluate this provision and may recommend modifications based on a dynamic model using cost
variables and incentives for non-governmental organizations to contribute to scientific work,
including through projects related to the analysis of indicators of the socioeconomic impact of
fisheries management measures.
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4. REPORTS
4a. Summary Report of the 16th Meeting of the SAC and text of recommendations

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE

16™ MEETING

La Jolla, California (USA)
02-06 June 2025

SUMMARY REPORT

1. Opening of the Meeting

The 16th Meeting of the SAC was opened by the Chair, Dr. Arnulfo Franco with a welcome to all
attendees. Participants were reminded to submit via email comments, presentations, or declarations
for formal inclusion in the minutes. A list of attendees of SAC-16 can be found in Appendix A.

2. Adoption of Agenda

The provisional agenda was presented, outlining the week's work plan, with morning sessions
dedicated to presentations and afternoon sessions to discussions. The agenda included discussions on
tropical tunas (stock assessments, data collection, development of harvest strategies), FADs,
temperate tunas and other species, ecosystem and bycatch, and management strategies, culminating
in SAC recommendations. A proposal to circulate a compilation of all staff recommendations and in
this and future meetings of the SAC was made. That was approved without revision.

3. The fishery in the EPO
a. The tuna fishery in 2024 (SAC-16-01)

The IATTC Coordinator of Scientific Research, Dr. Alexandre Aires-da-Silva, provided an overview of the
tuna fishery in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPQ) in 2024, serving as background for discussing staff
recommendations for management. Over the last 10 years, average total retained catches of tuna were
approximately 745,000 tons, composed primarily of skipjack tuna (SKJ, 43%), yellowfin tuna (YFT, 35%),
and bigeye tuna (BET, 12%). Preliminary estimates for 2024 indicated a historic record high of over 1
million tons of tuna caught, 40% higher than the 10-year average. This is largely due to SKJ catches
being 100% above the 10-yr average.

The purse seine fishery dominated among all fishing gear types, accounting for about 86% of total tuna
catches over the last decade, with the longline fishery contributing about 9%. Longline effort has been
relatively stable or slightly declining over the last 15 years. Historically, BET comprised about 90% of
longline catches before the expansion of the floating-object fishery in the mid 1990s, but this has
shifted to 30-40% over the last 20 years. Purse seine fleet capacity, after a post-COVID reduction, was
at about 260,000 cubic meters in 2024, nearing its pre-COVID peak. Total fishing effort (number of
sets) increased by 5% in 2024, reaching around 32,000 sets. While floating object sets have shown an
increasing trend, there was a 12% drop in 2024 due to a strong increased number of unassociated sets
(+77%).

In 2024, Ecuador accounted for 43% of total tuna catches, Mexico 19%, and Panama 15%. Species-
specific catches in 2024 showed YFT at 294,000 tons (20% higher than the 10-year average), mainly
from dolphin-associated fisheries (61%), with 2025 expected to be an "extraordinary year" due to
strong 2021 recruitment. SKJ reached a historic record of about 645,000 tons (doubling the average),
mostly from floating object sets (72%). BET catches were 52,000 tons (43% lower than average), greatly
attributed to the effectiveness of the Individual Vessel Threshold (IVT) measure implemented in 2022
to reduce BET catches on floating-object sets.
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Discussion:

e Mexico suggested including South Pacific Albacore in future presentations to the SAC under this
heading, and other participants agreed that the submission of longline from the SPA fishery was
important.

e The SAC participants also discussed efforts to improve longline CPUE and indices of abundance, as
well as the impacts of El Nifio on aspects recruitment- particularly yellowfin tuna.

4. Tropical tunas: stock assessments and data collection
a. Stock Status Indicators (SAC-16-02)

Dr. Mark Maunder presented stock status indicators for BET, YFT, and SKJ, using data from purse seine
and longline fisheries from 2000 onwards. Indicators included number of sets, catch by species and set
type, catch per set, and average length. YFT in the dolphin associated fishery showed an increasing
CPUE trend since 2018. BET catch from longline fisheries was reduced to 60% of its 2000 average. A
new joint longline index (Japan and Korea) showed an increasing trend for YFT since 2018 and
improved precision for both YFT and BET.

Discussion:

e Japan inquired about the online availability of the joint longline indices document and differing
trends between joint and nominal YFT indices. Dr. Carolina Minte-Vera explained that combining
Japanese and Korean data improved the precision of the YFT relative abundance trend, decreasing
both the variance and the mean of the trend in the latest period.

e The United States asked if BET longline CPUE had increased due to reduced juvenile mortality. Dr.
da Silva confirmed that there has been a recent decline in BET fishing mortality (F) coinciding with
the implementation of the Individual Vessel Threshold (IVT) measure. A pulse would be expected
to start to show in the longline fishery in late 2024 and 2025.

e Participants also discussed YFT/SKJ CPUE increases and whether these were more likely due to
increases in biomass or targeting shifts. Dr. da Silva indicated that the staff is carefully looking into
these trends. At this stage, it appears that the most likely source of increase in YFT CPUE was
favorable environmental conditions and strong recruitment.

b. Yellowfin (YFT) benchmark assessment (SAC-16-03)

Dr. Carolina Minte-Vera presented the 2025 YFT benchmark assessment, an integrated statistical age-
structured assessment using Stock Synthesis. Spatial structure is the main uncertainty. The assessment
included two hypotheses of spatial structure, one that considered the whole EPQ, fit to a purse-seine
based index of abundance, and another that split the EPO into a northeast (NE) and a southwest (SW)
region, with separate models for each region, fit to purse-seine and longline indices of abundance
respectively. The regions were delimited using length composition data and catch per set of small fish.
Models for each hypothesis further incorporates spatial information through an "areas-as-fleet"
approach. Other key developments included new growth and natural mortality models fitted to otolith
and tagging data, and updated reproductive biology. Emphasis was placed on weighting abundance
indices and length frequency data. New indices included a suite of dolphin associated purse seine
indices and, for the first time, a multi-fleet (Japan and Korea) longline index, a combination that
reduced uncertainty in the longline index and allowed it to be used to fit the SW model. Risk analysis
results indicated a 0% probability of breaching the limit reference point for fishing mortality or
spawning biomass, with biomass well above the limit for all scenarios considered. A comprehensive
tagging program was suggested for future improvements, given the strong spatial structure of
yellowfin tuna in the EPO.

Discussion:
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e Japan questioned how it was concluded that the spatial structure assumption improved model
performance given that was no direct metric to compare the EPO-wide models versus the region
specific models for NE and SW and in the EPO-wide models. there Dr. Minte-Vera noted there was
conflict between size composition data (preferring higher biomass) and CPUE (supporting lower
biomass). In addition, she clarified that if the biomass estimated from region-specific models were
combined, it was lower than that estimated biomass for the models for whole EPO, indicating that
a much larger abundance was needed to accommodate conflicting data sets in the EPO-wide
models. The region-specific models estimated different recruitment trends from the regional
length frequencies. For precautionary management, it is important to consider the regional
models and recognize that the high biomass estimated in the EPO-wide models maybe results from
model misspecification.

e The European Union expressed concern that length composition data might be increasing the scale
of the EPO-wide models and questioned the realism of high natural mortality scenarios and the
arbitrary nature of the 1% effort creep level.

e Mexico agreed with spatial differences in YFT parameters but stressed that "stock" is an
administrative, not biological, definition, making separate management for mixed regions
challenging.

c. Skipjack (SKJ) risk assessment (SAC-16-04)

Dr. Rujia Bi presented the risk assessment for skipjack in the EPO. The risk analysis is based on the 2024
SKJ benchmark assessment results. The risk analysis indicated a 4% probability that the spawning
biomass at the start of 2024 was below 30% of the unexploited level, according to the dynamic SBR
(dSBRwsy-proxy). Also, it indicated zero probability that average fishing mortality during 2021-2023
exceeded the level associated with the target biomass (Fusy.proxy). With respect to the limit reference
points, the risk assessment indicated less than 1% probability that the spawning biomass at the start
of 2024 was below the limit reference point (Simit). There was no discussion.

d. Improving the IATTC traditional purse-seine port sampling program (SAC-16-05)

Dr. da Silva presented the staff's proposal for an Integrated Port Sampling Program (IPSP), aiming to
merge existing programs and improve data collection based on Resolution C-24-01 and external review
recommendations. The IPSP proposes a probability sampling protocol, increased flexibility in trip/well
selection, and enhanced within-well sampling coverage. Goals include providing fleet-level data with
variance estimates, developing new catch estimation methods, maintaining services to support the
Individual Vessel Threshold (IVT) measure to reduce BET catches, and refining morphometric
relationships. The proposed budget for IPSP is similar to the 2025 EMP budget (5460,000 USD).

Dr. Cleridy Lennert-Cody provided further details on the proposed IPSP, clarifying its purpose to
improve species and size composition data for fleet-level catch estimation and provide trip-level BET
catch estimates to support the IVT measure. Improvements include probabilistic sampling, removing
area/month constraints, and increased within-well coverage. The IPSP aims for ~70% trip coverage and
~20% well coverage. Data from IPSP can be post-stratified for comparability with data collected under
traditional port sampling activities.

Discussion:

e Guatemala expressed serious reservations, citing a lack of clarity in financial objectives and the
relationship between the Individual Vessel Threshold (IVT) measure and the proposed integrated
sampling program. They also questioned the low sampling time allocated to current field office
staff and suggested transferring sampling protocols to CPCs. Panama and Nicaragua indicated
sharing many of these concerns. Guatemala provided the following statements for inclusion in the
SAC-16 report:

Guatemala strongly believes that this program would be acceptable if its sole purpose is
scientific, provided that other lower-cost alternatives (such as CPCs managing the program) are
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also considered. Guatemala is convinced that the enhanced sampling has no essential value in
terms of control, given that under current management provisions, the responsibility for catch
estimates lies with the CPCs. Port Sampling estimates are only one of several valuable inputs and
have proven to be statistically close to the data in the Note of Sale. Therefore, due to financial
constraints, Guatemala does not prioritize this project and would only consider it if external (non-
budgetary) support is available.

Guatemala cannot join the consensus for the approval of this project due to its financial impact.
It was noted that the Enhanced Sampling program had a lower cost (despite our concerns
regarding the reasonableness of certain expenses and labor-related issues). Instead of reducing
costs, the Integrated Program implies an increase of S60K in field office-related expenditures,
raising the total from S400K to S520K.

e The United States supported the IPSP as a necessary update for data modernization and its
potential to support the EM program, tagging program, and understanding the effects of the IVT
measure.

5. Tropical tunas: development of harvest strategies
a. BET Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) (SAC-16-06)

Dr. Mark Maunder presented the IATTC staff's proposed candidate harvest strategy for BET, clarifying
reference points and guiding the consideration of alternative strategies. The approach is based on best
available science and MSE from other tuna stocks. Reference points include Target (Smsy, Fmsy, With 30%
of unexploited spawning biomass (So) as a proxy target) and Limit (7.7% of equilibrium virgin spawning
biomass). The 30% S, target is proposed as more globally consistent level and offering a larger buffer
from the limit.

The Antigua Convention mandates maintaining or restoring populations to produce MSY. For BET,
reducing catches is a likely objective. A model-based approach is recommended for the Harvest Control
Rule (HCR) due to objectives tied to target reference points. A 3-year management period is suggested
for stability. The staff-recommended HCR is simple, designed to achieve objectives, and ensures
biomass fluctuates around the target, with action taken well before the limit. Fishing mortality would
reduce linearly to zero as spawning biomass declines from 20% Sp to 0% SO. Maximum change in
closure days is 10 days. Exceptional Circumstances (ECs) are proposed as safeguards for unforeseen
factors, including breaching the limit reference point, fishing mortality exceeding historical levels, or if
the harvest strategy is no longer appropriate. Reduced BET closures would increase SKJ fishing
mortality, making a new tagging program essential for maintaining a reliable SKJ assessment.

Discussion:

e Several delegations expressed concern regarding the IATTC staff recommendation that a harvest
strategy be adopted in 2025, indicating that, in their view, adequate testing and consideration of
the proposed strategy had not yet occurred. Multiple delegations also expressed concern with the
proposed approach that breaching of limits would be treated as “exceptional circumstances.”

b. Staff recommendations for conservation and management: tropical tunas (SAC-16-11)

Dr. da Silva presented the staff's recommendations. The SAC’s view on these topics are reflected in
Section 1 of the SAC’s recommendations to the Commission (SAC-16-11).

c. Strategic Science Plan (2026-2030): workplan for stock assessments and development of harvest
strategies for the tropical tunas (SAC-16-07)

Dr. da Silva presented the proposed investigations for the staff under the next Strategic Science Plan
(SSP) cycle (2026-2030).

Discussion:

123



e Some participants questioned whether the scope of the SACs consideration of the SSP (and other
topics) should include matters of budget, or whether the proper role of the SAC should be to
help prioritize the work of staff with the understanding that endorsement of various programs
and components are necessarily conditional upon the approval of funding through the budget
process or otherwise.

6. FADS

Dr. da Silva presented the proposed staff’s workplan on FAD research, focusing on improving data
collection, understanding FAD effects on tuna populations and ecosystems, and developing
management options. Dr. Jon Lopez detailed the plan, including optimizing FAD recovery programs and
incentive systems.

a. Report of the FADs WG

The report and recommendations of the FAD WG were presented by the Chair, Dr. Josu Santiago and
can be found in Appendix B

Discussion:

The methodology for approving recommendations from the ad hoc FADs working group was discussed.
Dr. Santiago explained the SAC could endorse recommendations as is, or with modifications if
consensus was reached. Documentation of minority positions was considered. Recommendation 5.6
on FADs was provisionally bracketed. The remainder of the Working Group’s recommendations were
endorsed by the SAC.

7. Temperate tunas and other species
a. Pacific bluefin tuna (PBF): MSE and harvest strategies (ISC and IATTC-WCPFC-NC JWG)

Dr. Josh Madeira, IATTC co-chair of the IATTC-WCPFC NC Joint Working Group on Pacific Bluefin Tuna
(PBF), provided an update, noting the success of the previous year's meeting and significant progress
in the PBF MSE. Dr. Shuya Nakatsuka, Chair of the ISC Bluefin working group, confirmed the MSE work
was virtually concluded, pending final ratification by ISC. Dr. Hiromu Fukuda presented the PBF
population projections which indicated an increase in spawning biomass with a high probability of
exceeding the rebuilding objective. Participants took note that a recorded presentation by Dr. Desiree
Tomasi is available online.

Discussion:

e China requested more detailed information on changes in catch and fishing effort and inquired
about the notable decrease in average PBF tuna weight in 2022. Dr. da Silva explained that PBF
availability in the EPO is subject to fluctuations influenced by environmental conditions and
migratory patterns. Dr. Michelle Dreyfus (Mexico) added that the Mexican fleet's pursuit of larger
tuna for fattening operations has contributed to increased average size in recent years.

b. North Pacific albacore (NP-ALB): harvest strategies (ISC)

Dr. da Silva presented an overview of North Pacific Albacore catches, mostly from the western and
central Pacific, with recent EPO catches averaging approximately 8,000 tons, a notable decrease.
Trolling is the predominant gear. The latest ISC stock assessment confirmed the population's healthy
status. Staff recommendations focused on maintaining fishing intensity at or below fishing mortality
reference points and considering criteria for exceptional circumstances.

Discussion:

e Canada and the United States expressed general support, emphasizing updating the harvest
strategy to include exceptional circumstances.

c. South Pacific albacore: harvest strategies (SP-ALB): Harvest Strategies (WCPFC)
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Dr. da Silva reported a considerable increase in recent SP-ALB catches within the EPO, primarily by
longline. The latest SPC stock assessment concluded a healthy population status. IATTC staff
recommended continued population monitoring in collaboration with the SPC and favorably
considering efforts to establish a joint working group with the WCPFC to coordinate management
strategies and development of harvest strategies.

Discussion:

e Mr. Brad Wiley updated on the possible formation of an IATTC-WCPFC joint working group (JWG)
for SP-ALB, with proponents of its creation highlighting the success of IATTC-WCPFC NC JWG for
PBF as a precedent. Terms of reference and a detailed work plan are being developed jointly
through an informal process that includes CPCs of both commissions.

Discussion:

e China, Canada, and the United States expressed strong support for establishing the joint working
group. Canada also expressed interest in developing a specific data form for South Pacific Albacore.

d. Staff recommendations for conservation and management: temperate tunas (SAC-16-11)

Dr. da Silva presented the IATTC staff’s recommendations for temperate tunas found in document SAC-
16-11.

e. Strategic Science Plan (2026-2030): workplans for the temperate species (SAC-16-07)

Dr. da Silva outlined proposed strategic objectives for temperate species, including continuing stock
assessments and monitoring shark species, dorado, and swordfish.

8. Ecosystem and bycatch
a. Sharks and rays
i. List of Ray species under the purview of the IATTC (SAC-16-08)

Dr. Shane Griffiths presented a preliminary list of 17 ray species interacting with IATTC fisheries
prepared by IATTC staff, proposing 7 oceanic and epipelagic species as a provisional list due to higher
interaction with tuna fleets.

Discussion:

e China questioned if high interaction implied vulnerability and inquired about next steps for
monitoring. Dr. Griffiths clarified that vulnerability assessment is the next stage.

e Guatemala expressed concern about including gillnet fisheries and reaffirmed their stance to
exclude them from related proposals. Mexico emphasized that the listed species interact with
fisheries under Commission authority, but are not "under the authority" of the Commission per
se, stressing that the Commission can take conservation but not management measures.

e No consensus was reached during the initial discussions, but the SAC revisited this topic in the
context of the development of recommendations to the Commission and in Recommendation 6.1
endorsed, pursuant to Article VIl of the Antigua Convention, the list of seven species
recommended by IATTC staff.

ii. Characterization of longline fleets in the Convention Area (SAC-16-09)

Leanne Fuller presented a characterization of longline fleets in the Convention area, proposing three
broad categories: large-scale, medium-scale, and small-scale coastal fisheries, detailing their general
characteristics.

Discussion:

e Guatemala praised the work and committed to providing additional information, suggesting the
work continue.
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e China inquired about including hook numbers and somehow distinguishing for tuna species in the
classification.

e Japan questioned considering mother ship operations separately.

e The United States showed interest in small-scale coastal fisheries, asking about gear-switching
proportions and impact on sharks/bycatch. Staff explained they lack information on time
proportion between gears and expect impact data from the ongoing ABNJ project.

e Peru asked about vessels fitting between categories. Ecuador suggested extending trip duration
for medium-scale longliners and clarifying that shark is not a target species in Ecuador.

e Corimahi supported Ecuador's stance, emphasizing the negative socioeconomic impact of circular
hooks in artisanal dorado fisheries.

iii. Guidelines for best handling and release practices for sharks (update) (SAC-16-10)

Dr. Melanie Hutchinson presented best practices for shark handling and release, noting their
effectiveness in reducing mortality rates. Key recommendations for purse seine fisheries included
prioritizing visible shark release using stretchers/cradles, and keeping whale sharks in the water. For
all longline fisheries, recommendations focused on reducing vessel speed, keeping sharks in the water
for gear removal, using dehookers, or cutting lines close to the hook. Prohibited practices included
using towing lines or hooks on live sharks. An update to Resolution C-24-05 was recommended, as well
as funding for training and education.

Discussion:

e Guatemala stressed reviewing language for stakeholder understanding, prioritizing crew safety;,
and reiterated their proposal for the use of "velcro" devices for release of large sharks. The
European Union and Nicaragua supported the idea of a pilot program to investigate the
effectiveness of "velcro" or harness gear, with an emphasis on crew safety. The United States
deemed continued work on tail-lifting and safe handling protocols important. Dr. Hutchinson noted
that studying post-release survival of sharks following use of "velcro" devices implies long-term
tagging studies with the use of satellite tags, which will be expensive. Staff was asked to develop
a research plan and budget for such a study in order to inform further discussion.

b. Climate change
i. Report on 1°*Workshop on climate change

Dr. Dan Crear summarized the first virtual climate change workshop, which had 80 participants from
17 countries and 8 NGOs. The workshop addressed the main objective, scope, and framework of the
climate change work plan. Key recommendations included ensuring climate resilience for fisheries,
developing science-based conservation measures, and promoting implementation led by IATTC staff
and relevant working groups. Priorities cover tuna, associated species, and vulnerable bycatch. The
geographical scope is the entire IATTC Convention area, with multiple temporal scales. Implementation
should be participatory, and IATTC should secure necessary resources, including extrabudgetary
funding. The proposed framework has 7 steps, from defining objectives to monitoring effectiveness.

Discussion:

e Mexico suggested changing "ensure" in the main objective to "contribute".

e Japan asked about the relationship between the workshop and the Ecosystem and Bycatch
Working Group, and the approval process. The Chair clarified that SAC prepares a response to the
Commission after its analysis, and the Commission makes final decisions. The SAC later
recommended that the Commission continue supporting and implementing the proposed climate
change work plan.

c. Staff recommendations for conservation and management: ecosystem and bycatch (SAC-16-11)
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Dr. da Silva presented the staff recommendations under the ecosystem and bycatch heading from
Document SAC-16-11)

Discussion:
Japan provided the following statements for inclusion in the SAC-16 meeting report under this heading:
Seabirds:

Japan does not support the staff recommendation regarding the amendment of seabird measures. This
is because this amendment is based on a proposal from a certain member at last year’s WCPFC, which
was opposed and not supported by many members at last year’s WCPFC Commission meeting due to
practical and safety concerns. While recognizing the need for revision of the seabird measures, Japan
proposes to continue discussions between IATTC staff and relevant CPC scientists through means such
as intersessional workshops, in order to consider appropriate measures that take into account
practicality, safety, and the status of seabird populations.

Sea turtles:

Japan does not support the staff recommendation regarding the amendment of sea turtle bycatch
mitigation measures. This is because, in the bycatch risk assessment of leatherback turtles using EASI-
FISH, the analysis has made unrealistic assumptions about the effectiveness of bycatch mitigation
measures, as Japan has frequently pointed out at the past Bycatch Working Group. Despite IATTC staff
also acknowledging this issue, it is neither reasonable nor acceptable to propose revisions to the
measures based on these results. Furthermore, at the 2nd circle hook workshop in this year, it was
presented that changes to bait and hook types may not result in a reduction of leatherback turtle
bycatch—as is the case with hardshell sea turtles—and that these combinations could have negative
effects on other species, such as shortfin makos. In assessing the effectiveness of bycatch mitigation
measures, it is essential to conduct a comprehensive evaluation that takes all of this information into
account.

d. Strategic Science Plan (2026-2030): workplans on ecosystem and bycatch

Dr. da Silva continued his presentation of the proposed SSP for 2026-2030 without further discussion
by participants.

e. Report of the Ecosystem and Bycatch WG

Dr. Manuel Correia, co-chair of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystems and Bycatch (EBWG),
presented EBWGs preliminary report and recommendations (Appendix C).

Discussion:

e SAC participants discussed at length the role of the EBWG and process for consideration of its
recommendations and were not able to reach a clear, common understanding. The key point of
discussion was whether all EBWG recommendations go directly to the SAC for possible
endorsement for consideration by the Commission, whether EBWG recommendations not
endorsed by the SAC were still sent to the Commission as EBWG recommendations, and whether
and under what circumstances the EBWG could make recommendations directly to the
Commission without consideration or endorsement by the SAC. Japan indicated that their
interpretation of the EBWG TORs was that the EBWG could only make recommendations directly
to the Commission in exceptional circumstances. The United States expressed doubt about that
interpretation but said that they would need to check with their legal counsel before SAC-17 in
order to have a more formal and definitive opinion. Guatemala expressed during the EBWG that
their delegation could consider joining consensus on SAC endorsement of some of the EBWG
recommendations, provided that the discussion could continue in the SAC, and with the
understanding that the EBWG recommendations are intended for the consideration of the SAC;
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and that if this condition was not met, they would not be able to join consensus on the
endorsement of any EBWG recommendations by the SAC.

e The SAC endorsed EBWG recommendations 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 10 and 12 as presented. The SAC was
unable to reach consensus to endorse EBWG recommendation 6 on best handling and release
practices for sharks. Discussion of EBWG recommendation 4 on the list of 7 ray species
recommended by IATTC staff (SAC-16-08) was deferred to Friday during the development of SAC
recommendations, where it was ultimately endorsed by the SAC. The SAC also endorsed EBWG
recommendations 7, 9 and 11 as well, after introducing some editorial changes to be reflected in
the document containing the SAC recommendations to the Commission.

9. Staff recommendations (SAC-16-11)
Dr. da Silva presented the remaining staff recommendations contained in document SAC-16-11.
10. Other business

Canada requested that IATTC staff draft a brief paper for SAC-17, based on any additional input coming
from the 103™ Meeting of the Commission, outlining the process for the SAC to review, edit and
potentially endorse recommendations coming to the SAC from working groups. They also requested
that the staff give a brief presentation on this topic at the start of SAC-17.

Guatemala stated that for future meetings, any scientific action or project presented to the SAC must
include an assessment of its budgetary implications so that it can be properly considered by the CAF.

11. SAC recommendations
The SAC-16 recommendations to the Commission are attached in Appendix D.
12. Adjournment

The 16™ Meeting of the SAC was adjourned at approximately 6:00 pm on 6 June 2025.
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Appendix B

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
AD HOC PERMANENT WORKING GROUP ON FADS

9™ MEETING

LaJolla, California (USA)
28-29 May 2025

CHAIR'SSUMMARY REPORT

AGENDA

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of the agenda

Review of recommendations from the 8" meeting of the FAD Working Group
FAD data reporting established in Resolutions C-19-01 and C-21-04

FAD fishery indicators FAD-09-01
Advances on biodegradable FADs in the EPO FAD-09-02
FAD Register: potential benefits and modalities
Initiatives to reduce impacts of FADs fishing

. Conclusions and recommendations

10. Other business

11. Adjournment the

© O N OWDNPRE

The 9th meeting of the IATTC's ad hoc Permanent Working on FADs was held in La Jolla, California
(USA) on May 28 and 29, 2025. The meeting was chaired by Dr. Josu Santiago, in his capacity as Chair of
the Working Group.

Thelist of participantsisincluded in Annex 1.

The list of documents presented and discussed during the meeting is included below and can be found on
the website of the 9th meeting of the Working Group, aong with the corresponding presentations.

M eeting documents:

> FAD-09-01 - Floating object fishery indicators a 2024 report
» FAD-09-02 - Dynamics of Biodegradable and Conventional FADs in the EPO
> FAD-09-03 - Options for a FAD register

Informational documents:

» INF-A. Analyses of the regional database of stranded Drifting Fish Aggregating Device (dFADs) in
the Pacific Ocean — 2024 update
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Presentations;

9th Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs

A novel deposit-refund system to reduce lost fishing gear impacts in the world's BioFAD impacts
Characterizing drifting fish aggregating device design in the Hawaiian Archipelago from 2009-2025
CIAT- ECOFADS TUNACONS Avances 2024 y 2025 ES

FAD-09-01 Floating object fishery indicators - 2024 report

FAD-09-02 Dynamics of Biodegradable and Conventional FADs in the EPO

FAD-09-03 Options for a FAD register

IATTC Naming System

INF-A Stranded FADs

Options to mitigate dFAD loss and abandonments

RD-C Initiatives for the recovery of plantations in the Eastern Pacific Ocean-TUNACONS

RD-E Programa Recogida Plantados ES

RD-F Data Collection for Assessing Impacts of FAD Stranding Events

Regional data collection program on FAD strandings an update

VVVVVVVVVYVYVYVYYYVY

Under item 8 of the agenda on initiatives to reduce the impact of fishing on FADs, Mr. Gibbons Fly,
Executive Director of the American Tuna Vessdl Association (ATA), made a statement (see Annex 3) in
which he proposed that FADs should not be deactivated when drifting south of 10 degrees south, considered
the southern limit of the fishing zones, since deactivation prevents them from being tracked and monitored
to see if they are heading for ecologically sensitive areas; and that these FADs should not be counted as
active for the purposes of implementing the limits established, provided that no sets are made on them.

This statement was welcomed by the Group and the proposal was supported by severa participants who
took the flaor.

On the issue of FAD recovery, the option of considering financial incentives (e.g., payment of a fee per
FAD deployed) was also mentioned, but with the need to avoid arace to recover FADs even when they are
not at risk of stranding.

Under item 9 of its agenda, the Working Group adopted severa conclusions and recommendations for

consideration by the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC), the text of which is reproduced in the tablein
Annex 2 of this summary report.

With no other mattersto consider, the Working Group noted that its next meeting would be held in the
daysimmediately preceding the 17th meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee in May-June 2026.
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Annex 2

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 9™ MEETING OF THE AD HOCPERMANENT WORKING

ON FADS

Consistent with its terms of reference established in Resolution C-19-01, Annex 111, the Ad Hoc Permanent Working
Group on FADs, in reporting to the Scientific Advisory Committee on the results of its 9" meeting, and in the framework
of the process of coordination with that Committee and with the scientific staff in the identification and review of feasible
FAD management measures, as apreliminary step prior to the presentation of recommendations to the Commission, wishes
to recommend that:

1.

On FAD data reporting

11

1.2

The IATTC scientific staff develop and propose improvements to the characterization of the causes for remote
deactivation and reactivation established in Resolution C-24-01.

The IATTC scientific staff analyze in greater detail the data from observers and satellite buoys to propose methods to
help adequately evaluate the uses/record of the causes for remote deactivation and reactivation to identify possible
opportunities for improvement or updates.

On FAD fishery indicators

2.1. ThelATTC scientific staff continue to refine the indicators, including additional indicators of interest (e.g., last
buoy positions, quantification of strandings and collections) and prepare a guide with a description of each
indicator that facilitate the interpretation and assessment of the implications of each indicator.

2.2. The Commission consider urging flag CPCs to ensure that fishing companies and buoy suppliers provide the
IATTC with available historical information on vessel acoustic buoys received from the original users, including
trajectory and biomass information, to prevent losing this data of enormous value to science, and particularly to
stock assessments. The processing of this data will be subject to the Commission's rules on confidentiality

On biodegradable FADs

3.1

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

The SAC recommend that the Commission consider adopting measures to obtain the necessary data and resources,
including by exploring strategic partnerships and alternative sources of funding, to enable analysis to be carried out to
determine more accurately the final destination of unrecovered FADSs.

Progress be madein analyzing the useful life of biodegradable FADs (“BioFAD”), or that, in addition to the information
provided by observersin the EPO, the IATTC scientific staff provide the Group with a more in-depth analysis, taking
into account the information on the positions of buoys associated with FADs as well as relevant information from
WCPFC observers.

The IATTC scientific staff continue to deepen their analysis of the useful life of BioFADs in collaboration with the
industry.

(a) Interested parties be encouraged to continue pursuing technical studies on biodegradable, natural, or bio-based
materials, useful for the construction of FADSs,
(b) The exchange of experiences be promoted through participatory workshops.

The IATTC scientific staff present to the Working Group an analysis derived from the compilation and evaluation of
the certification options for bio-based materials which are used in FADs, and which will ensure that the new material
and the final product do not contribute to the pollution of the marine environment.

CPCs and other entities be encouraged to engage in BioFADs trials provide more BioFAD data from broader regions
of the EPO in arandom fashion more adequate to making scientific comparisons.
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On the FAD register

(a) Considering the review of the suitability of a FAD Registry in the IATTC area, no need has been identified by the
Working Group to implement such aregistry in the region

(b) The pros and cons of the implementation of different methods for marking FADs be explored.

On FAD retrieval

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

54.

55.

5.6.

(a) The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission that it assess the value of adopting the form
and database for collecting data on stranded FADs to be devel oped by the scientific staff, as harmonized as appropriate
with the form devel oped by the SPC-WCPF, including the identification of possible adjustments.

(b) if aform isadopted for this purpose, its use be preceded by some type of workshop or practical training

The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission to evaluate or assess the adoption of the creation
of stranding data collection programs as well as the analysis of the convenience and operability of a network of these
programsin the EPO.

The IATTC scientific staff, with the support of the FAD Working Group, work on the development of indicators to
enable monitoring of the performance of FAD retrieval programs over time, to recommend improvements.

For the purpose of assisting in the retrieval of FADs and without prejudice to the active buoy limits established by the
Commission, the scientific staff analyze ways to manage deactivations, such as consider expanding the areas for
requiring buoy activations (i.e., par. 23 of C-24-01) to assist with FAD recoveries, with the understanding that FADs
south of 10° S and west of 100°W would not count towards active FAD limits.

The Commission consider assessing the value of establishing an incentive system for CPCsto establish fundsto support
projects and entities dedicated to the tracking, recovery, and retrieval of drifting FADs, in particular those with the
highest risk of drifting into ecologically sensitive areas such as coral reefs and related shoreline habitats.

The Commission consider amending Resolution C-24-01, as appropriate, so that, to assist FAD recovery efforts, FAD
satellite buoys that are deactivated pursuant to paragraph 23 of Resolution C-24-01 and drifting south of 10°S L atitude
and west of 100°W maintain their signal active exclusively to transmit their position to FAD recovery programs, and
remain excluded from buoy limits.
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Annex 3

Statement by Mr. Gibbons-Fly
Executive Director of the American Tunaboat Association (ATA)

PURSE SEINE SECTOR FAD RECOVERY INITIATIVE

Representatives of the purse seine sector have been working to establish a fund to support projects
dedicated to the tracking, recovery, and retrieval of drifting FADs, in particular those with the highest risk
of drifting into ecologically sensitive areas such as coral reefs and related shoreline habitats.

This initiative has included purse seine industry associations from the United States, Ecuador, the EU,
particularly Spain, and others. | can assure you that the purse seine industry is committed to addressing
the issue of drifting FADs in a serious way. But to do so, we need the Commission's help. And in that
regard, we have a specific request for a recommendation from this Working Group to the broader
Commission.

The current tropical tuna measure allows deactivation of FADs when they drift south of 10 degrees, which
is considered the southern limit of viable fishing grounds. However, deactivation would not allow those
FADs to be tracked for the purpose of knowing if and when they head into ecologically sensitive areas, for
example in French Polynesia, Cook Islands, and elsewhere. The ability to monitor FADs south of 10
degrees south is a necessary component of any effort to track and recover these FADs.

At last year’s annual meeting, the United States submitted a proposal that would have allowed, or perhaps
even required, FADs to remain active south of 10 degrees, with the added provision that such FADs would
not count against an individual vessel’s active FAD limit. At the time, we heard the U.S. proposal described
as an “exception” or a “loophole”. But this is not the case given that, under the current rules, those FADs
can simply be deactivated. If these FAD will continue to count against the active FAD limit once they drift
south of 10 degrees for tracking purpose, this Commission is creating a disincentive for vessels to
participate in any FAD recovery efforts.

The purse seine sector should not suffer adverse consequences for trying to do the right thing. Therefore,
we are requesting that this working group include a recommendation that the Commission support
allowing FADs to remain active for tracking purposes only south of 10 degrees, provided that such FADs
would not count against the limit. We are prepared to consider safeguards to ensure no fishing set takes
place on any such FAD.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. | am happy to answer any questions.
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Appendix C

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
WORKING GROUP ON ECOSYSTEMS AND BYCATCH

3R0 MEETING

La Jolla, California (USA)
(hybrid)
26-27 May 2025

CO-CHAIR'S SUMMARY REPORT

The 3rd meeting of the IATTC Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch was held in a hybrid
format in La Jolla, California (USA) on May 26, 27, and part of May 29, 2025. It was chaired by Dr. Yonat
Swimmer and Mr. Manuel Correia, in their capacity as co-chairs of the Working Group. The list of
participants is included in Annex 1.

The meeting agenda is as follows:
AGENDA

1. Opening of the meeting
2. Adoption of agenda
3. Review of recommendations from the 2nd meeting of the EBWG
3a. Brief discussion on recommendations from 2nd Circle Hook Workshop and aim to complete
Res C-19-04 (Co-chairs)
4. Updates on Ecosystem and Bycatch Activities
i. SAC-16-09 Characterization of longline fleets in IATTC Convention area (IATTC Staff)
ii. EB-03 RD-B Information about “Ring-shaped branchline (Meka-Ring) in pelagic longline
fisheries and research plan (Japan Fisheries Research and Education Agency, D. Ochi)
5a. Ecosystems
i. EB-03-01 Ecosystem considerations report (IATTC Staff)
ii. EB-03-04 EB-03-04 Progress of the Ecocard workplan: Purpose and Development of
Framework (IATTC Staff)
iii. Updates on deep sea mining impacts (University of Hawaii)
5b. Climate Change
i. SAC-16 INF-P Climate change staff recommendations: updated (IATTC Staff)
5c. Elasmobranchs
i. SAC-16-08 List of ray species of purview to IATTC (IATTC Staff)
ii. Mobulid Sorting Grids update (C. Heberer, Nature Conservancy)
iii. EB-03 RD-A Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific
Ocean to enhance shark survival (AZTI, ISSF)
iv. Considerations for a shark data collection program in the IATTC (IATTC staff)
v. A shark research plan for the IATTC strategic Science Plan (IATTC staff)
5d. Seabirds
i. EB-03-02 IATTC seabird action plan: Seabird distribution and associated fishery impacts
(IATTC Staff)
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ii. EB-03-03 IATTC seabird action plan: A review of bycatch mitigation options, measures
and use (IATTC Staff)

iii. Predicting albatross bycatch hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean (EDF/ Tommy Clay)

iv. Metapopulation distribution shapes overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird
(EDF/ T. Clay)

v. EB-03-RD-E Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline
fisheries (J Quifiones Davila Peru, NZ)

vi. Testing low-coast mitigation measures to reduce albatrosses and petrels’ bycatch in the
Peruvian artisanal longline fisheries in southern Peru (J. Quifiones, Peru & NZ) (J.
Quifiones, Peru & NZ)

vii. EB-03-RD-C ACAP Best Practice Advice for Reducing the Impact of IATTC Pelagic
Longline Fisheries on Seabirds (ACAP, D. Gianuca)
5e. Best Handling and Release Practices (BHRP)

i. SAC-16-10 Updated best handling and release practices for sharks in IATTC Fisheries
(IATTC)

ii. EB-03-06 Seabird best handling and release practice guidelines (IATTC)

iii. EB-03-05 rev Best handling and release practices for sea turtles captured in IATTC
fisheries (IATTC)

iv. Updates on a manual for handling sea turtles incidentally captured in fisheries (IAC, V.
Cdceres)

v. EB-03-RD-D Can releasing sharks by the tail be a best release practice? (J. Murua, AZTI)

6. Recommendations to the Scientific Advisory Committee
7. Other business
8. Adjournment

The documents of the meeting and their corresponding links, as well as the presentations made, are
listed below and are available on the IATTC website.

Presentations

Twenty-four topics were presented and discussed, encompassed within seven main themes.

PRESENTATIONS PRESENTACIONES
Review of recommendations from the 2nd Revision de las recomendaciones de 1
meeting of the EBWG la 22 reunion del GTECI
I Actualizaciones de las actividades

Updates on activities on ecosystems and )

sobre ecosistemas y capturas 2
bycatch .

incidentales
Ecosystem Ecosistema 3
Climate change Cambio climatico 1
Elasmobranchs Elasmobranquios 5
Seabirds Aves marinas 7

) . Mejores practicas de manipulaciény
Best H [ Rel Pract BHRP ,
est Handling and Release Practices ( ) liberacion (MPML) 5

TOTAL PRESENTATIONS PONENCIAS TOTALES 24
NON-IATTC SPEAKERS PONENTES EXTERNOS A LA CIAT 9
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Meeting documents

2nd Circle Hook Workshop Report -- iattc.org/en-US/Event/DetailMeeting/Meeting-WSHKS-02

EB-03-01 - Ecosystem considerations
EB-03-02 - Seabird distribution and bycatch rates

EB-03-03 - Seabird action plan - A review of bycatch mitigation options measures and
implementations

EB-03-04 - Progress of the EcoCard Workplan

EB-03-05 - Best handling and release practice guidelines (BHRP) for sea turtles
EB-03-06 - Seabird Best Handling and Release Practice Guidelines

SAC-16 INF-P - Climate Change Recommendations

SAC-16-08 - Ray species under the purview of the IATTC

SAC-16-09 - Characterizing and classifying longline fleets in the IATTC

SAC-16-10 - Shark Best Handling and Release Practice guidelines for sharks in IATTC fisheries -
updated

Related documents:

RD-A. Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific Ocean to
enhance shark survival

RD-B. Ring shaped branch lines (meka-ring) in pelagic longline fisheries
RD-C. ACAP Best Practice Advice Pelagic Longline

RD-D. Lifting sharks tail BRDs be a best practice for improved crew safety and shark survival

RD-E. Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline fisheries
RD-F. Predicting albatross bycatch-risk hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean

Background documents:

Murua et al. 2025 — Bycatch Release Devices for elasmobranch mitigation
Metapopulation distribution shapes year-round overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird

Presentations:

4.ii Information about Ring-shaped branchline (Meka-Ring) in pelagic longline fisheries and
research plan
4i - Characterization of longline fleets

5a.i - Ecosystem Considerations

5a.ii - Progress of the Ecocard workplan
5c.ii Mobulid Sorting Grid
5c.iv Considerations for a shark data collection program in the IATTC

5¢.v IATTC shark research plan

5d.iii Predicting albatross bycatch hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean
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https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/8270b8b8-5c96-4c80-a3dc-3b518373a43d/WGEB-03-RD-A_Trialing-shark-bycatch-release-devices-on-board-purse-seiners-in-the-Pacific-Ocean-to-enhance-shark-survival.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/2dc4682d-08f5-4195-ade5-ff0706f1beb5/WGEB-03-RD-B_Ring-shaped-branch-lines-(meka-ring)-in-pelagic-longline-fisheries.pdf?lang=en-US
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https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/0e82b310-6097-42ea-8190-da38b5f956b1/WGEB-03-02_Seabird-distribution-and-bycatch-rates.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/efd80d07-69d9-4a05-a156-5a936955ffc9/WGEB-03-PRES_Characterization-of-longline-fleets-4i.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/d6db7620-daec-4e65-861f-adf614c115bb/SAC-16-08_Ray-species-under-the-purview-of-the-IATTC-01.pdf
mailto:WGIBBONS-FLY@ATATUNA.COM
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/6cd8be7b-b4b2-47af-b99a-596ca153bbac/WGEB-03-PRES_Information-about-Ring-shaped-branchline-(Meka-Ring)-in-pelagic-longline-fisheries-and-research-plan-4.ii.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/50881315-0d41-413f-b269-4fbcc7ad253c/WGEB-03-06_Seabird-Best-Handling-and-Release-Practice-Guidelines.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/547e7db6-cb34-4ae6-a6c1-f5ba0f952e76/SAC-16-INF-P_Climate-Change-Recommendations-2.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/a02c017b-44e1-4004-9a81-7dadcc7df5cd/WGEB-03-PRES_Ecosystem-Considerations-5a.i.pdf

5d.iv Metapopulation distribution shapes overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird

5d.vi Low coast mitigation measures

5dvi - Testing low coast mitigation measures to reduce albatrosses and petrels bycatch in the
Peruvian artisanal longline fisheries targeting sharks in southern Peru

5dvii ACAP Best Practice Advice for Reducing the Impact of IATTC Pelagic Longline Fisheries on
Seabirds

5e.i Best Handling and Release Practices for Sharks, Seabirds and Sea Turtles in IATTC Fisheries

5e.ii Updates on IAC Manual Best Practices for Safe handling and release for Sea Turtles
Incidentally Caught in fishing Operations

5ev - Can lifting large sharks by the tail be a best handling and release practice?

EB-03-02 Seabird distribution and associated fishery impacts
EB-03-03 SAP mitigation options

RD-A - Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific Ocean to
enhance shark survival

RD-E - Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline fisheries

SAC-16 INF-P Climate change staff recommendations updated
SAC-16-08 - Ray species under the purview of the IATTC

As a result of the group's work, several recommendations were agreed upon for consideration by the
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC). These are as follows:

1. Gear Innovation 1. Innovacion de artes de pesca

The EBWG recommends CPCs to make El GTECI recomienda que los CPC pongan a
available to the SAC, through the IATTC disposicion del CCA, a través del personal
Scientific Staff, any information they may cientifico de la CIAT, toda la informacidn que
have on the annular branches, including puedan tener sobre las ramales anulares,
information on catch rates of target and incluyendo informacion sobre las tasas de
non-target species, as well as other captura de especies objetivo y no objetivo, asi
factors that can be used to assess this como otros factores que puedan utilizarse para
modification to longline evaluar esta modificacion de las artes

fishing gear. de pesca de palangre.

2. Organize workshops regarding Shark 2. Organizacion de talleres relacionados a
Conservation Conservacion de los Tiburones.

Recommends that the IATTC Scientific Recomienda que el personal cientifico de la
Staff evaluate the need to organize CIAT evalue la necesidad de organizar talleres
workshops to facilitate information para facilitar el intercambio de informacidn, en
sharing, as aligned with the objectives of linea con los objetivos del plan de investigacion
the research plan for sharks referred to de tiburones referido en el parrafo 15 de Ia

in Paragraph 15 of Resolution C-24-05, Resolucién C-24-05, para su discusion en el
for discussion at the next EBWG. proximo GTECI

3. Seabird Action Plan 3. Plan de Accidn para las Aves Marinas
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https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/e125a958-79b2-41f6-92de-bfc88491613d/WGEB-03-RD-D_Lifting-sharks-tail-BRDs-be-a-best-practice-for-improved-crew-safety-and-shark-survival.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/73bec7ca-dd83-46ea-8410-569eccc63001/WGEB-03-RD-E_Black-petrel-distribution-and-range-wide-overlap-with-pelagic-longline-fisheries.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/07314ab5-19f2-4a1c-9ccc-989fb4d1cde7/WGEB-03-PRES_ACAP-Best-Practice-Advice-for-Reducing-the-Impact-of-IATTC-Pelagic-Longline-Fisheries-on-Seabirds-5dvii.pdf
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Recommends that the IATTC staff
develop a seabird mitigation reporting
template relative to compliance with
Resolutions in force regarding mitigation
measures for seabirds for consideration
by the SAC, with due consideration to
the

operational feasibility of data collection.

Se Recomienda que el personal de la CIAT
elabore una plantilla para la presentacién de
informes relativos al cumplimiento de las
Resoluciones vigentes sobre mitigacion de aves
marinas para su consideracién por el CCA,
considerando debidamente la viabilidad
operativa de la

recopilacion de datos.

4. Rays

4. Rayas

In response to recommendation 6.1(b)
by the IATTC SAC at its 15th meeting in
2024, the EBWG considers that the 7 ray
species in Appendix A to these
recommendations correspond to the
species that have the greatest
interactions with the fisheries under the
competence of the IATTC in order to be
considered for possible adoption by
the Commission (Appendix X).

En respuesta a la recomendacién 6.1(b) del
CCA de la CIAT en su 15.2 reunion en 2024, el
GTECI considera que las 7 especies de rayas de
la Lista B de la Tabla 4 del documento SAC-16-
08 corresponde a las especies que tienen las
mayores interacciones con las pesquerias bajo
la competencia de la CIAT a efecto de que
pueda ser considerada su posible adopcién por
la Comision.

(Apéndice X)

5. Climate Change

5. Cambio climatico

The SAC recommend to the Commission
to continue to support and implement
the proposed Climate Change workplan,
in collaboration with

the IATTC staff, the EBWG and the SAC

Que el CCA recomiende a la Comisién que
continue apoyando e implementando el plan
de trabajo propuesto sobre cambio climatico,
en colaboracion con el personal

de la CIAT, el GTECl y el CCA.

6. Shark Best Handling and Release
(NOT AGREED UPON BY CONSENSUS)

6. Mejores practicas de manejo y libracion de
tiburones (NO ACORDADO POR CONSENSO)

1. Recommends that, in response to the
need to implement efficient and safe
mechanisms for handling and releasing
sharks and management of sharks, the
Scientific Staff, in collaboration with CPC
researchers, can continue undertaking
research on the use of tools for lifting
sharks from their caudal peduncles. for
consideration as a possible good practice
for handling and releasing sharks,
improving non-traumatic release
practices. For these studies and tests,
and given the restrictions established in
current measures, consider protocols to
guarantee their appropriate use,
marking of specimens and

Se recomienda que, en respuesta a la
necesidad de implementar mecanismos
eficientes y seguros para el manejoy la
liberacidon de tiburones, el personal cientifico,
en colaboracién con los investigadores del CPC,
continude investigando el uso de herramientas
para levantar tiburones de sus pedunculos
caudales. Se recomienda considerarlo como
una posible buena practica para el manejoy la
liberaciéon de tiburones, mejorando las
practicas de liberacion no traumatica. Para
estos estudios y pruebas, y dadas las
restricciones establecidas en las medidas
vigentes, se consideren protocolos que
garanticen su uso adecuado, el marcaje de
especimenes y el acompafiamiento de
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accompaniment of observers, among
others. [The scientific staff can review
research form CPCs to consider updating
best handling and release practices].
(NOT AGREED UPON BY CONSENSUS)

observadores, entre otros. [El personal
cientifico puede revisar los formularios de
investigacion del CPC para considerar la
actualizacion de las mejores practicas de
manejoy liberacién.] (NO ACORDADO POR
CONSENSO)

7. Fleet characterization

7. Caracterizacion y Clasificacion de la Flota
Palangrera en la CIAT

Recommends that the work initiated and
described in document SAC-16-09 be
continued, so that in coordination with
the CPCs, field work and more precise
evaluations on individual aspects of each
fleet, the different segments exclusively
of the longline fleets targeting the
species under the Commission's
mandate can be distinguished.

Se recomienda que se continue el trabajo
iniciado y descrito en el documento SAC-16-09,
para que en coordinacion con las CPC, trabajos
de campo y evaluaciones mas precisas sobre
aspectos individuales de cada flota, se
distingan los diferentes segmentos
exclusivamente de las flotas palangreras
dirigidas a las especies bajo el mandato de la
Comisidn.

8. Ecocards

8. Ecocards

The Working Group recommends
continuing collaboration with other
tRFMOs to establish criteria for
delineating ecoregions and to develop
indicators, including socioeconomics.

El Grupo de Trabajo recomienda continuar la
colaboracién con otros OROP para establecer
criterios para delinear ecorregiones y
desarrollar indicadores, incluyendo
socioecondmicos

9. Collection of information

9. Colecta de Informacion

Continue the process of collecting
information, in particular on mortality
and utilization of sharks and other non-
tuna species, relative to coastal fisheries
in the EPO, related to the Presentation
“Considerations for an IATTC Shark Data
Collection Program” (Presentation 5c.iv).

Continuar el proceso de colecta de
informacidn, en particular de mortalidad y
aprovechamiento de tiburones y otras especies
distintas de los tunidos, relativos a las
pesquerias costeras en el OPO, relacionado en
la Presentacion “Consideraciones para un
programa de recoleccién de datos de tiburones
en la

CIAT” (Presentacion 5c.iv).

3rd EBWG RECS/REC 3er GTECI
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Appendix X. Ray species recommended by IATTC scientific staff to be considered as an interim
list of ray species to be considered under the purview of the IATTC

Apéndice X. Especies de rayas recomendadas por el personal cientifico de la CIAT para ser
consideradas como una lista provisional de especies de raya que deben considerarse bajo su
competencia.

Family Species Common name Nombre comun

Dasyatidae Pteroplatytrygon violacea Pelagic stingray Raya latigo violeta

Mobulidae Mobula alfredi Alfred manta Manta de Alfred

Mobulidae Mobula birostris Giant manta Manta voladora

Mobulidae Mobula mobular Spinetail manta Manta de aguijon

Mobulidae Mobula munkiana Munk's devil ray Raya diablo de Munk

Mobulidae Mobula tarapacana Chilean devil ray Manta cornuda o Raya diablo chilena
Mobulidae Mobula thurstoni Smoothtail manta Manta diablo

EBWG3 Recommendations regarding the 2" Circle hook Workshop /

Recomendaciones del GTECI3 respecto al 29° Taller sobre de Anzuelos circulares

1. Circle Hook Minimum Size:

1. Tamafio minimo de los anzuelos circulares:

The Working Group acknowledged, in response to
the Commission’s request regarding Resolution C-
19-04, to determine a minimum size for large circle
hooks, that it is currently difficult to agree upon a
single, appropriate minimum size.

That the SAC consider urging each CPC to continue
to collect information, in the format of their
choice, on the size (including manufacturer
standards) of circle hooks, impacts of circle hooks
on target and non- target species (including catch
rates and post-release mortality), and other
relevant information, and report updates on this
information to the IATTC scientific staff, through
the Director, with a view to considering a
comprehensive bycatch management strategy in
the future, if possible.

El grupo de trabajo reconocid, en respuesta
a la solicitud de la Comisiéon sobre la
Resolucién C- 19-04 de determinar un
tamafio minimo para los anzuelos circulares
grandes, que actualmente es dificil acordar
un tamafio minimo Unico y apropiado.

Que el CCA considere instar a cada CPC a
que continue recopilando informacién, en
el formato que elija, sobre el tamafo de
los anzuelos circulares (incluyendo las
normas del fabricante), el impacto de estos en
las especies objetivo y no objetivo
(incluyendo las tasas de captura y la
mortalidad posterior a la liberacién), y otra
informacién pertinente, y a que informe
sobre las actualizaciones al personal
cientifico de la CIAT, a través del Director,
con miras a considerar una estrategia integral
de gestion de la captura incidental en el
futuro, si fuese posible.

2. Third mitigation option:

2. Sobre una Tercera opcidén de
mitigacion:
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The EBWG recommends the IATTC Scientific Staff
will collaborate with the EBWG, SAC and CPCs to
provide options for the development of a third
mitigation measure to reduce sea turtle bycatch,
that takes into consideration the needs of different
fleets and impacts on different taxa, for
consideration by the SAC at its future meetings.

Con base en la informacién proporcionada
por los CPCy el personal de la CIAT, el GTECI
recomienda que el personal cientifico
colabore con el GTECI, el CCA y los CPC para
desarrollar opciones para una tercera medida
de mitigacidon para reducir la captura
incidental de tortugas marinas, que tome en
consideracion las necesidades de las
diferentes flotas y los impactos en diferentes
taxones, para su consideracion por el SAC en
sus futuras reuniones.

3. Best Handling and Release Practices for
sea turtles

3. Mejores practicas de manipulacién
y liberacién para las tortugas marinas

That as soon as possible, the working group
consider, if necessary, making recommendations
regarding the updating of best practice guidelines
for sea turtle handling and release practices for all
IATTC fisheries.

A la mayor brevedad posible, que el grupo
de trabajo considere, de ser necesario,
hacer recomendaciones en relacién a la
actualizaciéon de las directrices de las
mejores practicas de manipulacidon vy
liberacién de las tortugas marinas para
todas las pesquerias de la CIAT.
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Appendix D

THEINTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISS ON
103" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
01-05 September 2025

DOCUMENT IATTC-103-02

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 16" MEETING OF THE SCIENTIFIC
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

1. TROPICAL TUNAS

That the Commission consider taking actions bearing in mind, among other e ements, the measures proposed by the scientific staff described in
document SAC-16-11.

1.1. Bigeyetuna

(@ That the Commission consider instructing that the candidate harvest strategy for bigeye tuna, described in document SAC-16-11 — Staff
Recommendations 2025 (prepared in compliance with paragraph 8 of Resol ution C-24-01; see al so document SAC-16-06), be tested as a candidate
rulein the management strategy eval uation processin 2025-2026 alongside other proposed candidates (see the report of the 1st meeting (Informal)

of the Ad Hoc Working Group on M SE) and that the performance results be reviewed and analyzed by the Ad hoc Working Group on Management
Strategy Evaluation ( WGMSE)..

(b) That the Commission consider requesting the WGM SE to submit its recommendations to the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) in 2026 for
adoption of an MSE-tested management procedure/harvest strategy so that the SAC may formulate the corresponding proposals to the

Commission, without excluding that their implementation may take place in any of the years of the current management cycle adopted by
Commission.

(c) That the IATTC scientific staff provide the CPCs, by correspondence, at least 30 days prior to the next annual meeting of the Commission, with
atechnical analysisof theimpact of catches by class 4 vessels on the bigeye tuna stock and juvenile yellowfin tuna.

(d) That, taking into account the multispecies nature of the IATTC tropical tuna fisheries, the scientific staff also evaluate the potential impacts of
the implementation of catch strategies for bigeye tuna on the other tropical tuna stocks caught by the IATTC tropical tunafisheries,
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1.2. Yédlowfin tuna

That the IATTC staff continue with, and the Commission support, the yellowfin tuna (Y FT) research plan, especially with regardsto YFT stock
structure in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO).

2. TEMPERATE TUNAS

2.1. Pacific Bluefin tuna

Considering that the SAC endorsed the Staff recommendations on Pacific bluefin tunain document SAC16-11, that the Commission consider
taking actions such as resolutions or recommendations based on these recommendations.

2.2. South Pacific albacoretuna

(8) That the Commission encourage CPCsto participate in the IATTC-WCPFC Joint Working Group on the Management of South Pacific Albacore
Tuna, once it is established.

(b) That the|ATTC Staff continue to collaborate with the Pacific Community (SPC) to monitor the stock status of South Pacific albacore tuna.

2.3. North Pacific albacoretuna

(8 That the Commission, when updating the harvest strategy, note that the change in fishing intensity can potentially be translated into catch and
effort measures according to the rel ationships described in document SAC-15 INF-T.

(b) That the Commission consider the criteria devel oped by the ISC ALBWG for identifying exceptional circumstances for North Pacific albacore
tuna (see document SAC-15 INF-S).

3. MANAGEMENT STRATEGY EVALUATION (M SE)

That the IATTC scientific staff expand the MSE work to test candidate harvest strategies for both purse-seine and longline fisheries, to assist the
Commission with the implementation of a procedure for the management of tropical tunas and ensure balance among different fisheries.

4. DATA COLLECTION AND PROVISION

4.1. TunaTagging

(a8 That the Commission support and prioritize the development of the tropical tunatagging project in the EPO and recommend its implementation
(see document SAC-16 INF-E.b).

(b) That the scientific staff submit to the Commission, at its next annual meeting, alternative proposalsto the current design of the tropical tunatagging
programme, giving priority to cost-efficient schemes that allow scientific objectivesto be achieved and reduce therisk of failurein future basdline
assessments, especialy for skipjack and yellowfin tuna.

4.2. Longlinedatareporting
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That the Commission consider amending Resolution C-03-05 to enable the IATTC scientific staff to access operational set by set level logbook
data from the longline fleet, or at a minimum, data aggregated at a 1 by 1 degree spatia resolution by vessel, month, and hooks per basket (or
hooks between floats) for the construction of abundanceindices and other useful information for stock assessments of tropical and temperate tunas.
This may be currently achieved through a memorandum of understanding between the CPCs and the IATTC to make the data available during the
development of the stock assessment.

6. ECOSYSTEM CONSIDERATIONS

6.1. Elasmobranchs(sharksand rays)

As afollow-up to its recommendation as adopted by the Commission, the SAC endorses the list of 7 ray species as recommended by the IATTC
staff in the context of Paragraph f) Article VI of the Antigua Convention (see document SAC-16-08 Ray species under the purview of the IATTC).

6.2. Pilot Study for shark release devices

(a) With the aim of strengthening efficient and safe mechanisms for the handling and release of sharks, it is recommended that the scientific staff, in
collaboration with researchers associated with CPCs, continue to evaluate through a controlled pilot study the use of specific tools such as Velcro
and harnesses and associated protocols for lifting large sharks from the caudal peduncle (except for whale sharks).

(b) It issuggested that this pilot study be designed with a rigorous experimental approach, in line with the objective of determining the effectiveness
and safety of these tools, the survival of individuals, and the safety of the crew and it is considered essential to include the fishing industry and
specialists with experience in the handling and tagging of large sharks

(c) Itisrecommended that the scientific staff submit the results of the pilot study to the Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch (WGECB) and the
SAC for consideration as a possible good practice for the management and release of incidentally caught sharks, in order to contribute to their
survival.

(d) Given that the conduct of this study could be subject to restrictions arising from existing measures, the SAC requests the Commission to clarify
whether this pilot study could be carried out and under what circumstances, and consequently consider, if necessary, an update of Resolution C-24-
05 on sharks to that effect.

6.3.Sorting grids

That the Director, in coordination with interested CPCs, organize a second regional workshop on the use of tuna sorting grids to consider all
relevant information presented in document SAC-16 INF-M and existing literature, and ensure the participation of all relevant stakeholders,
including global experts, fishermen, fleet owners, and net engineers and manufacturers.

| 7. CLIMATE CHANGE |

(&) That the Commission consider for adoptionthelist of revised IATTC staff recommendations of the main goal, scope, and framework (see document
SAC-16 INF-P) of the IATTC' s proposed climate change workplan (document SAC-15-12).
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(b) That the Commission consider adopting the Terms of References proposed by the IATTC staff (see document IATTC-102 INF-B) to guide the
series of climate change workshops aimed to facilitate staff and stakeholder engagement during the development of the proposed climate change
workplan (document SAC-15-12).

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 9" MEETING OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON FADSASENDORSED BY
THE SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Consistent with its terms of reference established in Resolution C-19-01, Annex 111, the Ad Hoc Permanent Working Group on FADS, in
reporting to the Scientific Advisory Committee on the results of its 9" meeting, and in the framework of the process of coordination with that
Committee and with the scientific staff in the identification and review of feasible FAD management measures, as apreliminary step prior to the
presentation of recommendationsto the Commission, wishesto recommend that:

1. On FAD datareporting

1.1. ThelATTC scientific staff develop and propose improvements to the characterization of the causes for remote deactivation and reactivation
established in Resolution C-24-01.

1.2. The IATTC scientific staff analyze in greater detail the data from observers and satellite buoys to propose methods to help adequately
evaluate the uses/record of the causesfor remote deactivation and reactivation to identify possible opportunitiesfor improvement or updates.

2. On FAD fishery indicators

2.1. The IATTC scientific staff continue to refine the indicators, including additional indicators of interest (e.g., last buoy positions,
quantification of strandings and collection of stranded buoys) and prepare a guide with a description of each indicator that facilitate the
interpretation and assessment of the implications of each indicator.

2.2. The Commission consider urging flag CPCs to ensure that fishing companies and buoy suppliers provide the IATTC with available
historical information on vessel acoustic buoysreceived from the original users, including tragjectory and biomassinformation, to prevent
losing this data of enormous value to science, and particularly to stock assessments. The processing of this data will be subject to the
Commission's rules on confidentiality

3. On biodegradable FADs
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3.1. The SAC recommend that the Commission consider adopting measures to obtain the necessary data and resources, including by exploring
strategi ¢ partnerships and alternative sources of funding, to enable analysisto be carried out to determine more accurately the final destination
of unrecovered FADs.

3.2. Progress be made in anayzing the useful life of biodegradable FADs (“BioFAD”), or that, in addition to the information provided by
observersin the EPO, the IATTC scientific staff provide the Group with amorein-depth analysis, taking into account the information on the
positions of buoys associated with FADs as well asrelevant information from WCPFC observers.

3.3. ThelATTC scientific staff continueto deepen their analysis of the useful life of BioFADsin collaboration with theindustry.

3.4.(a) Interested parties be encouraged to continue pursuing technical studies on biodegradable, natural, or bio-based materials, useful for the
construction of FADs,
(b) The exchange of experiences be promoted through participatory workshops.

3.5. The IATTC scientific staff present to the Working Group an analysis derived from the compilation and eval uation of the certification options
for bio-based materials which are used in FADs, and which will ensure that the new material and the final product do not contribute to the
pollution of the marine environment.

3.6. CPCs and other entities be encouraged to engage in BioFADs trial s provide more BioFAD datafrom broader regions of the EPO in arandom
fashion more adequate to making scientific comparisons.

4. OntheFAD register

(a) Considering the review of the suitability of a FAD Registry in the IATTC area, no need has been identified by the Working Group to
implement such aregistry in the region

(b) The pros and cons of theimplementation of different methods for marking FADs be explored.

5. On FAD retrieval

5.1.(a) The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission that it assess the value of adopting the form and database for
collecting data on stranded FADs to be devel oped by the scientific staff, as harmonized as appropriate with the form devel oped by the SPC-
WCPF, including the identification of possible adjustments.

(b) if aform isadopted for this purpose, its use be preceded by some type of workshop or practical training

5.2. The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission to evaluate or assess the adoption of the creation of stranding data
collection programs as well as the analysis of the convenience and operahility of a network of these programsin the EPO.
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5.3. The IATTC scientific staff, with the support of the FAD Working Group, work on the devel opment of indicators to enable monitoring of the
performance of FAD retrieval programs over time, to recommend improvements.

5.4. For the purpose of assisting in the retrieval of FADs and without prejudice to the active buoy limits established by the Commission, the
scientific staff analyze ways to manage deactivations, such as consider expanding the areas for requiring buoy activations (i.e., par. 23 of C-
24-01) to assist with FAD recoveries, with the understanding that FADs south of 10° S and west of 100°W would not count towards active
FAD limits.

5.5. The Commission consider ng the value of establishing an incentive system for CPCs to establish fundsto support projects and entities
dedicated to the tracking, recovery, and retrieval of drifting FADs, in particular those with the highest risk of drifting into ecologically
sengitive areas such as coral reefs and related shoreline habitats.

5.6. The Commission consider amending Resolution C-24-01, as appropriate, so that, to assist FAD recovery efforts, FAD satellite buoysthat are
deactivated pursuant to paragraph 23 of Resolution C-24-01 and drifting south of 10°S Latitude and west of 100°W maintain their signal
active exclusively to transmit their position to FAD recovery programs, and remain excluded from buoy limits,, provided that sets on these
FADsare prohibited for vessel sregistered withthe IATTC, and they are only maintained active for scientific recovery and analysis purposes.

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 3¢ MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON ECOSYSTEM AND
BYCATCH ASENDORSED BY THE SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE

PRELIMINARY NOTE

(@ The Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) reviewed the report of the 3™ meeting of the Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch (EBWG),
including its recommendations. Although SAC generally supported the recommendations, several suggestions and clarifications were raised
and asaresult SAC did not endorse the recommendations of EBWG3 asits entirety. Instead, SAC took al the recommendations from EBWGS3,
made necessary modifications, and adopted them as part of SAC recommendations.

(b) The SAC noted that the Terms of Reference of EBWG (Resolution C-22-06) states that EBWG recommendations may be submitted to the
Commission directly, whenever they could not be considered and/or endorsed by the SAC or upon the request of the Commission itself (para.
3ii).

(c) Giventhat all the EBWG3 recommendationswere reproduced as part of SAC recommendations with necessary modifications, the SAC agreed
that it is not necessary for the original EBWG3 recommendations to be submitted to the Commission directly. The original EBWG3 report
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including its recommendations can be found in its meeting website.

(d) The SAC also noted that there is ambiguity in paragraph 3 of C-22-06 and, in fact, there were differences of opinion in itsinterpretation and
implementation. The Commission may wish to clarify the intention of the said paragraph if deemed necessary.

(e) One member did not agree with the interpretation that the EBWG could not send forward recommendations to the Commission in the present
circumstance and considers provision to allow direct forwarding to Commission in event that SAC does not reach consensus on endorsement
because one or members do not join consensus.

The EBWG recommendsthat:

1. Gear Innovation

The Commission consider requesting CPCs to make available to the SAC, through the IATTC Scientific Staff, any information they may
have on the annular branches, including information on catch rates of target and non-target species, aswell as other factorsthat can be used
to assess this modification to longline fishing gear

2. Organization of workshopsregarding Shark Conservation

The Commission consider instructing the Director to ensure that the scientific staff consider devel oping regional workshops for the exchange
of data and information, with the aim of strengthening available scientific knowledge and promoting fisheries management practices based
on results derived from popul ation models, which contribute to the conservation of silky, blue, hammerhead and thresher sharksin the EPO.

3. Seabird Mitigation

The Commission consider requesting that the IATTC staff develop a seabird mitigation reporting template relative to compliance with
Resolutions in force regarding mitigation measures for seabirds for consideration by the SAC, with due consideration to the operational
feasibility of data collection.

4. Characterization and classification of longlinefleetsin the Antigua Convention area
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The Commission consider recommending that the work initiated and described in document SA C-16-09 be continued, so that in coordination
with the CPCs, field work and more precise evaluations on individual aspects of each fleet are carried out, distinguishing the different
segments exclusively of the longline fleets targeting the species covered under the Antigua Convention.

5. Ecocards

The Commission consider the IATTC staff to continue collaborating with other tRFM Os to establish criteriafor delineating ecoregions and
to develop indicators, including socioeconomics.

6. Collection of shark infor mation

The Commission consider continuing the process of collecting information in coordination with CPCs, in particular on mortality and
utilization of sharks and other non-tuna species, relativeto coastal fisheriesin the EPO targeting species covered by the Antigua Convention,
related to the Presentation “ Considerations for an IATTC Shark Data Collection Program” (see Presentation 5c.iv).

7. SeaTurtles

7.1. CircleHook Minimum Size:
Considering that both the GTECI and the SAC, in response to the Commission’ srequest regarding Resolution C-19-04, to determine
aminimum sizefor large circle hooks, acknowledged that it is currently difficult to agree upon a single, appropriate minimum size,
that the Commission consider urging each CPC to continue to collect information, in the format of their choice, on the size (including
manufacturer standards) of circle hooks, impacts of circle hooks on target and non-target species (including catch rates and post-
release mortality), and other relevant information, and report updates on thisinformation to the IATTC scientific staff, through the
Director, with aview to considering a comprehensive bycatch management strategy in the future, if possible.

7.2.  About athird mitigation option:
The Commission consider recommending that the scientific staff of IATTC and the SAC develop, as necessary, alternatives for the
development of athird mitigation option, taking into account the needs of the different fleets and the impacts on the different taxa, as
well as measures that have proven to be effective in reducing seaturtle catches, and that do not affect the catch of the target species

7.3.  Best Handling and Release Practicesfor seaturtles:

The Commission consider urging the EBWG, as soon as possible, if necessary, to make recommendations regarding the updating of best
practice guidelines for seaturtle handling and release practices for al fisheries under the competence of the Commission.
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Annex

Evaluation of thefinancial resour ces needed to implement specific recommendationsaslisted below

Conservation

SAC-Recommendation 4.1. Tunatagging 1% year USS$ 1,497,683
2" year US$ 181,243
3 year US$ 116,823
SAC-Recommendation 6.2. Pilot Study for shark release devices US$ 175,000
SAC-Recommendation 6.3. Sorting grids US$ 50,000
EBWG Recommendation 2 Organization of workshops regarding Shark US$ 30,000
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4b. Report of the 3rd Meeting of the Working Group on Electronic Monitoring.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON ELECTRONIC MONITORING (EM)
3RP MEETING

Panama City, Panama
25 August 2025

CO-CHAIR’'SMEETING REPORT

Opening of the Meeting
Adoption of the Agenda
Presentation by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and collaborators
3a. EM Pilot Program on Small-Scale Purse-Seine Vesselsin Ecuador
3b. EM Research with Edge Al in Costa Rica
3c. INCOPESCA/CNIP/IATTC/TNC CostaRica: EM Pilot Project on Longline Vessels
FIP of Ecuador (Mahi-mahi and Swordfish Conservation, etc.) — Industry-driven EM Pilot Project on
Industrial Longliners with Zunibal and WWF Ecuador
Questions and Discussion on Presentations
Discussion on the Objectives and Scope of EM withinthe IATTC
Frequency and Format of Future Meetings
Other Business
Recommendations to the Commission

10. Next Meeting
11. Adjournment

The 3™ Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring (EM) was held on 25
August 2025 in Panama City, Panama. The list of participantsisincluded asAnnex 1.

1. Opening of the Meeting
The Co-chairs provided a summary of the meeting intent and welcomed the participants.
2. Adoption of theAgenda

The agenda was adopted without changes. The Co-Chairs noted that the intent of the structure of
the agenda was to provide an update on efforts at implementation of EM in IATTC fisheries
since the IATTC adopted interim minimum standards for e ectronic monitoring (C-24-09) last
year, and for those updates to inform a discussion of next steps

3. Presentation by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and collaborators
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The Nature Conservancy provided a brief presentation on three EM projects relevant to the
IATTC.

3a. EM Pilot Program on Small-Scale Purse-Seine Vesselsin Ecuador

The Nature Conservancy provided an overview of apilot project on small (<class 6) purse seine
vessels done in collaboration with Ecuadorian industry, assessing the viability of EM data
collection on small vessels. Mr. Alvaro Terén explained that the work involves three purse
seinersof 32, 44, and 46 metersin length, with the main goal of developing standards for an EM
system for this vessel category. Datais already available for ayear and a half of operations, and
the project has expanded to include verification of shark catches through el ectronic monitoring,
in collaboration with the company Satlink.

3b. EM Research with EdgeAl in Costa Rica

Costa Rica presented on efforts to implement EM on small longline vessels, with and without
human observers, including a pilot project to use Edge Al to analyze EM records. Mr. José Miguel
Carvgjal presented the results of the EM work conducted in Costa Rica. He reported that the project
involves a 22-meter longline vessel, aiming to develop EM standards for this type of fishing
operation. The pilot has been collecting datafor four months, using both human observers and EM
systems with three onboard cameras.

3c. INCOPESCA/CNIP/IATTC/TNC Costa Rica: EM Pilot Project on Longline Vessels
Combined with the above agendaitem.

4. FIP of Ecuadorian Industrial Longline Fishery (targeting Mahi-mahi and Swor dfish
Conservation, etc.) —Industry-driven EM Pilot Project on Industrial Longlinerswith
Zunibal and WWF Ecuador

Co-chair Guillermo Moran presented on an industry-led Electronic Monitoring (EM) pilot for
Ecuador’sindustrial longline fleet, developed jointly with Zunibal and WWF Ecuador. The pilot
is generating results that could inform future inclusion and improvementsto the IATTC's
provisional minimum EM standards under Resol ution C-24-09.

5. Questions and Discussion on Presentations

The group discussed the promise and limitations of the various pilot projects. The discussion
covered, among other topics, power and data transmission requirements for small vessels
implementing EM, how long it takes to get from record collection to processed data, projected
costs for broader implementation, and whether these projects have generated any data submitted
to the IATTC Secretariat.

e The Secretariat was asked if they had received any EM datain 2025 in accordance with the
standards adopted under Resolution C-24-09 on Provisional Minimum Standards for an
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EMS. IATTC staff replied that to date, no data have been received, but noted that Ecuador
and Costa Rica are still reviewing their pilot data and intend to share it with IATTC soon.

e A participant asked whether current EM technology alows for determination of species
and size (Ilength/weight) of catch, including discards? IATTC staff indicated that further
training of the relevant algorithms is underway and that this technology is not yet mature,
but some size datais being generated for some species such as silky sharks.

e Participants asked about the cost of the EM pilots and for implementing EM. Exact
numbers were not shared, but it was noted that current EM costs are higher than use of
human observers and this dynamic may persist in the near-term. At present, it iscommon
for pilots to be funded by some combination of industry associations and 3" party support
such as from NGOs.

e Another question asked about the lag time between EM data collection, review and the
availability of the resulting data. Mr. Moran shared that for Ecuador’s pilot, analysis
currently takes about 30 days and takes place Spain; but plans are in place to transition to
cloud-based analysis to accelerate reviews.

6. Discussion on the Objectives and Scope of EM within the IATTC

The Co-Chairs noted that no voluntary data submissions have been made to the Secretariat
pursuant to C-24-09, and that such submissions would be useful to inform review of the
Resolution as scheduled in 2027. Severa CPCs expressed an intention to submit such datain the
near future.

The Co-Chairs reviewed the draft goals and scope for EM in IATTC summarized in “WGEM-01-
01: Outcomes-of-the-EM S-workshops’ and asked if the CPCs consider them to be appropriate to
guide the work of the WGEM.

Goals

The EPO EMS should generate data for use in both scientific and compliance related activities,
as defined by the Members.

Scope

The EPO EMS should include the following types of vessels operating in the IATTC Convention
Area: tuna purse-seine vessels of all size classes; all longline vessels of 12 metersin length
overall or more and motherships of longline vessels less than 12 metersin length, and
transshipment authorized carriers.

CPCs had no objections to the proposed goals and scope. There were some suggestions to
prioritize work on longline coverage in the short term, and to add to the goals an aspiration to
replace human observers with EM, but no consensus on these points. The group also discussed
the need for awork plan.
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7. Frequency and Format of Future Meetings

The group discussed the possibility of holding two intersessional meetings in 2026 to further
discuss goals and scope, to develop awork plan, to work with the Secretariat on preferred
formats for data submissions, to review data and other information submitted to the Secretariat
and working group regarding the implementation of EM in the EPO. The Co-Chairs suggested
that the two intersessional meetings would bein virtual format, and the group requested that each
meeting consist of two short 2-3 hour sessions. One del egation asked the co-chairs to explore
the possibility of holding a meeting on the margins of the SAC meeting in 2026.

8. Other Business
No other matters were discussed.
9. Recommendationsto the Commission

The group concluded that progressis needed beyond the current voluntary data submission model.
It recommended holding two intersessional meetings in 2026 to advance its work subject to the
availability of funding for interpretation services. The anticipated focus of these meetings would
include review of EM data from the U.S. program relative to the standards established under
Resolution C-24-09 (2024) and addressing fisheries with observer coverage gaps where EM could
improve data collection.

The EMWG recommended that the Commission consider allocating the necessary funds to
support holding two virtual intersessional meetings of the working group between now and the
next annual meeting, or one virtual meeting and one on the margins of the SAC meeting.

10. Next Meeting
To be determined.
11. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 12:00 hours on 25 August 2025 in Panama.
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4c. Report of the 3rd Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
WORKING GROUP ON ECOSYSTEMS AND BYCATCH

3R0 MEETING

La Jolla, California (USA)
(hybrid)
26-27 May 2025

SUMMARY REPORT OF CO-CHAIRS

The 3rd meeting of the IATTC Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch was held in a hybrid
format in La Jolla, California (USA) on May 26, 27, and part of May 29, 2025. It was chaired by Dr. Yonat
Swimmer and Mr. Manuel Correia, in their capacity as co-chairs of the Working Group. The list of
participants is included in Annex 1.

The meeting agenda is as follows:
AGENDA

1. Opening of the meeting
2. Adoption of agenda
3. Review of recommendations from the 2nd meeting of the EBWG
3a. Brief discussion on recommendations from 2nd Circle Hook Workshop and aim to complete
Res C-19-04 (Co-chairs)
4. Updates on Ecosystem and Bycatch Activities
i. SAC-16-09 Characterization of longline fleets in IATTC Convention area (IATTC Staff)
ii. EB-03 RD-B Information about “Ring-shaped branchline (Meka-Ring) in pelagic longline
fisheries and research plan (Japan Fisheries Research and Education Agency, D. Ochi)
5a. Ecosystems
i. EB-03-01 Ecosystem considerations report (IATTC Staff)
ii. EB-03-04 EB-03-04 Progress of the Ecocard workplan: Purpose and Development of
Framework (IATTC Staff)
iii. Updates on deep sea mining impacts (University of Hawaii)
5b. Climate Change
i. SAC-16 INF-P Climate change staff recommendations: updated (IATTC Staff)
5c. Elasmobranchs
i. SAC-16-08 List of ray species of purview to IATTC (IATTC Staff)
ii. Mobulid Sorting Grids update (C. Heberer, Nature Conservancy)
iii. EB-03 RD-A Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific
Ocean to enhance shark survival (AZTI, ISSF)
iv. Considerations for a shark data collection program in the IATTC (IATTC staff)
v. Ashark research plan for the IATTC strategic Science Plan (IATTC staff)
5d. Seabirds
i. EB-03-02 IATTC seabird action plan: Seabird distribution and associated fishery impacts
(IATTC Staff)
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ii. EB-03-03 IATTC seabird action plan: A review of bycatch mitigation options, measures
and use (IATTC Staff)

iii. Predicting albatross bycatch hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean (EDF/ Tommy Clay)

iv. Metapopulation distribution shapes overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird
(EDF/ T. Clay)

v. EB-03-RD-E Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline
fisheries (J Quifiones Davila Peru, NZ)

vi. Testing low-coast mitigation measures to reduce albatrosses and petrels’ bycatch in the
Peruvian artisanal longline fisheries in southern Peru (J. Quifiones, Peru & NZ) (J.
Quifiones, Peru & NZ)

vii. EB-03-RD-C ACAP Best Practice Advice for Reducing the Impact of IATTC Pelagic
Longline Fisheries on Seabirds (ACAP, D. Gianuca)
5e. Best Handling and Release Practices (BHRP)

i. SAC-16-10 Updated best handling and release practices for sharks in IATTC Fisheries
(IATTC)

ii. EB-03-06 Seabird best handling and release practice guidelines (IATTC)

iii. EB-03-05 rev Best handling and release practices for sea turtles captured in IATTC
fisheries (IATTC)

iv. Updates on a manual for handling sea turtles incidentally captured in fisheries (IAC, V.
Cdceres)

v. EB-03-RD-D Can releasing sharks by the tail be a best release practice? (J. Murua, AZTI)

6. Recommendations to the Scientific Advisory Committee
7. Other business
8. Adjournment

The documents of the meeting and their corresponding links, as well as the presentations made, are
listed below and are available on the IATTC website.

Presentations

Twenty-four topics were presented and discussed, encompassed within seven main themes.

PRESENTATIONS PRESENTACIONES
Review of recommendations from the 2nd Revision de las recomendaciones de 1
meeting of the EBWG la 22 reunion del GTECI
I Actualizaciones de las actividades

Updates on activities on ecosystems and )

sobre ecosistemas y capturas 2
bycatch .

incidentales
Ecosystem Ecosistema 3
Climate change Cambio climatico 1
Elasmobranchs Elasmobranquios 5
Seabirds Aves marinas 7

) . Mejores practicas de manipulaciény
Best H [ Rel Pract BHRP ,
est Handling and Release Practices ( ) liberacion (MPML) 5

TOTAL PRESENTATIONS PONENCIAS TOTALES 24
NON-IATTC SPEAKERS PONENTES EXTERNOS A LA CIAT 9
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Meeting documents

2nd Circle Hook Workshop Report -- iattc.org/en-US/Event/DetailMeeting/Meeting-WSHKS-02

EB-03-01 - Ecosystem considerations
EB-03-02 - Seabird distribution and bycatch rates

EB-03-03 - Seabird action plan - A review of bycatch mitigation options measures and
implementations

EB-03-04 - Progress of the EcoCard Workplan

EB-03-05 - Best handling and release practice guidelines (BHRP) for sea turtles
EB-03-06 - Seabird Best Handling and Release Practice Guidelines

SAC-16 INF-P - Climate Change Recommendations

SAC-16-08 - Ray species under the purview of the IATTC

SAC-16-09 - Characterizing and classifying longline fleets in the IATTC

SAC-16-10 - Shark Best Handling and Release Practice guidelines for sharks in IATTC fisheries -
updated

Related documents:

RD-A. Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific Ocean to
enhance shark survival

RD-B. Ring shaped branch lines (meka-ring) in pelagic longline fisheries
RD-C. ACAP Best Practice Advice Pelagic Longline

RD-D. Lifting sharks tail BRDs be a best practice for improved crew safety and shark survival

RD-E. Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline fisheries
RD-F. Predicting albatross bycatch-risk hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean

Background documents:

Murua et al. 2025 — Bycatch Release Devices for elasmobranch mitigation
Metapopulation distribution shapes year-round overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird

Presentations:

4.ii Information about Ring-shaped branchline (Meka-Ring) in pelagic longline fisheries and
research plan
4i - Characterization of longline fleets

5a.i - Ecosystem Considerations

5a.ii - Progress of the Ecocard workplan
5c.ii Mobulid Sorting Grid
5c.iv Considerations for a shark data collection program in the IATTC

5¢.v IATTC shark research plan

5d.iii Predicting albatross bycatch hotspots across the North Pacific Ocean
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5d.iv Metapopulation distribution shapes overlap with fisheries for a circumpolar seabird

5d.vi Low coast mitigation measures

5dvi - Testing low coast mitigation measures to reduce albatrosses and petrels bycatch in the
Peruvian artisanal longline fisheries targeting sharks in southern Peru

5dvii ACAP Best Practice Advice for Reducing the Impact of IATTC Pelagic Longline Fisheries on
Seabirds

5e.i Best Handling and Release Practices for Sharks, Seabirds and Sea Turtles in IATTC Fisheries

5e.ii Updates on IAC Manual Best Practices for Safe handling and release for Sea Turtles
Incidentally Caught in fishing Operations

5ev - Can lifting large sharks by the tail be a best handling and release practice?

EB-03-02 Seabird distribution and associated fishery impacts
EB-03-03 SAP mitigation options

RD-A - Trialing shark bycatch release devices on board purse seiners in the Pacific Ocean to
enhance shark survival

RD-E - Black petrel distribution and range-wide overlap with pelagic longline fisheries

SAC-16 INF-P Climate change staff recommendations updated
SAC-16-08 - Ray species under the purview of the IATTC

As a result of the group's work, several recommendations were agreed upon for consideration by the
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC). These are as follows:

1. Gear Innovation 1. Innovacion de artes de pesca

The EBWG recommends CPCs to make El GTECI recomienda que los CPC pongan a
available to the SAC, through the IATTC disposicion del CCA, a través del personal
Scientific Staff, any information they may cientifico de la CIAT, toda la informacidn que
have on the annular branches, including puedan tener sobre las ramales anulares,
information on catch rates of target and incluyendo informacion sobre las tasas de
non-target species, as well as other captura de especies objetivo y no objetivo, asi
factors that can be used to assess this como otros factores que puedan utilizarse para
modification to longline evaluar esta modificacion de las artes

fishing gear. de pesca de palangre.

2. Organize workshops regarding Shark 2. Organizacion de talleres relacionados a
Conservation Conservacion de los Tiburones.

Recommends that the IATTC Scientific Recomienda que el personal cientifico de la
Staff evaluate the need to organize CIAT evalue la necesidad de organizar talleres
workshops to facilitate information para facilitar el intercambio de informacidn, en
sharing, as aligned with the objectives of linea con los objetivos del plan de investigacion
the research plan for sharks referred to de tiburones referido en el parrafo 15 de Ia

in Paragraph 15 of Resolution C-24-05, Resolucién C-24-05, para su discusion en el
for discussion at the next EBWG. proximo GTECI

3. Seabird Action Plan 3. Plan de Accidn para las Aves Marinas
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Recommends that the IATTC staff
develop a seabird mitigation reporting
template relative to compliance with
Resolutions in force regarding mitigation
measures for seabirds for consideration
by the SAC, with due consideration to
the

operational feasibility of data collection.

Se Recomienda que el personal de la CIAT
elabore una plantilla para la presentacién de
informes relativos al cumplimiento de las
Resoluciones vigentes sobre mitigacion de aves
marinas para su consideracién por el CCA,
considerando debidamente la viabilidad
operativa de la

recopilacion de datos.

4. Rays

4. Rayas

In response to recommendation 6.1(b)
by the IATTC SAC at its 15th meeting in
2024, the EBWG considers that the 7 ray
species in Appendix A to these
recommendations correspond to the
species that have the greatest
interactions with the fisheries under the
competence of the IATTC in order to be
considered for possible adoption by
the Commission (Appendix X).

En respuesta a la recomendacién 6.1(b) del
CCA de la CIAT en su 15.2 reunion en 2024, el
GTECI considera que las 7 especies de rayas de
la Lista B de la Tabla 4 del documento SAC-16-
08 corresponde a las especies que tienen las
mayores interacciones con las pesquerias bajo
la competencia de la CIAT a efecto de que
pueda ser considerada su posible adopcién por
la Comision.

(Apéndice X)

5. Climate Change

5. Cambio climatico

The SAC recommend to the Commission
to continue to support and implement
the proposed Climate Change workplan,
in collaboration with

the IATTC staff, the EBWG and the SAC

Que el CCA recomiende a la Comisién que
continue apoyando e implementando el plan
de trabajo propuesto sobre cambio climatico,
en colaboracion con el personal

de la CIAT, el GTECl y el CCA.

6. Shark Best Handling and Release
(NOT AGREED UPON BY CONSENSUS)

6. Mejores practicas de manejo y libracion de
tiburones (NO ACORDADO POR CONSENSO)

1. Recommends that, in response to the
need to implement efficient and safe
mechanisms for handling and releasing
sharks and management of sharks, the
Scientific Staff, in collaboration with CPC
researchers, can continue undertaking
research on the use of tools for lifting
sharks from their caudal peduncles. for
consideration as a possible good practice
for handling and releasing sharks,
improving non-traumatic release
practices. For these studies and tests,
and given the restrictions established in
current measures, consider protocols to
guarantee their appropriate use,
marking of specimens and

Se recomienda que, en respuesta a la
necesidad de implementar mecanismos
eficientes y seguros para el manejoy la
liberacidon de tiburones, el personal cientifico,
en colaboracién con los investigadores del CPC,
continude investigando el uso de herramientas
para levantar tiburones de sus pedunculos
caudales. Se recomienda considerarlo como
una posible buena practica para el manejoy la
liberaciéon de tiburones, mejorando las
practicas de liberacion no traumatica. Para
estos estudios y pruebas, y dadas las
restricciones establecidas en las medidas
vigentes, se consideren protocolos que
garanticen su uso adecuado, el marcaje de
especimenes y el acompafiamiento de
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accompaniment of observers, among
others. [The scientific staff can review
research form CPCs to consider updating
best handling and release practices].
(NOT AGREED UPON BY CONSENSUS)

observadores, entre otros. [El personal
cientifico puede revisar los formularios de
investigacion del CPC para considerar la
actualizacion de las mejores practicas de
manejoy liberacién.] (NO ACORDADO POR
CONSENSO)

7. Fleet characterization

7. Caracterizacion y Clasificacion de la Flota
Palangrera en la CIAT

Recommends that the work initiated and
described in document SAC-16-09 be
continued, so that in coordination with
the CPCs, field work and more precise
evaluations on individual aspects of each
fleet, the different segments exclusively
of the longline fleets targeting the
species under the Commission's
mandate can be distinguished.

Se recomienda que se continue el trabajo
iniciado y descrito en el documento SAC-16-09,
para que en coordinacion con las CPC, trabajos
de campo y evaluaciones mas precisas sobre
aspectos individuales de cada flota, se
distingan los diferentes segmentos
exclusivamente de las flotas palangreras
dirigidas a las especies bajo el mandato de la
Comisidn.

8. Ecocards

8. Ecocards

The Working Group recommends
continuing collaboration with other
tRFMOs to establish criteria for
delineating ecoregions and to develop
indicators, including socioeconomics.

El Grupo de Trabajo recomienda continuar la
colaboracién con otros OROP para establecer
criterios para delinear ecorregiones y
desarrollar indicadores, incluyendo
socioecondmicos

9. Collection of information

9. Colecta de Informacion

Continue the process of collecting
information, in particular on mortality
and utilization of sharks and other non-
tuna species, relative to coastal fisheries
in the EPO, related to the Presentation
“Considerations for an IATTC Shark Data
Collection Program” (Presentation 5c.iv).

Continuar el proceso de colecta de
informacidn, en particular de mortalidad y
aprovechamiento de tiburones y otras especies
distintas de los tunidos, relativos a las
pesquerias costeras en el OPO, relacionado en
la Presentacion “Consideraciones para un
programa de recoleccién de datos de tiburones
en la

CIAT” (Presentacion 5c.iv).

3rd EBWG RECS/REC 3er GTECI
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Appendix X. Ray species recommended by IATTC scientific staff to be considered as an interim
list of ray species to be considered under the purview of the IATTC

Apéndice X. Especies de rayas recomendadas por el personal cientifico de la CIAT para ser
consideradas como una lista provisional de especies de raya que deben considerarse bajo su
competencia.

Family Species Common name Nombre comun

Dasyatidae Pteroplatytrygon violacea Pelagic stingray Raya latigo violeta

Mobulidae Mobula alfredi Alfred manta Manta de Alfred

Mobulidae Mobula birostris Giant manta Manta voladora

Mobulidae Mobula mobular Spinetail manta Manta de aguijon

Mobulidae Mobula munkiana Munk's devil ray Raya diablo de Munk

Mobulidae Mobula tarapacana Chilean devil ray Manta cornuda o Raya diablo chilena
Mobulidae Mobula thurstoni Smoothtail manta Manta diablo

EBWG3 Recommendations regarding the 2" Circle hook Workshop /

Recomendaciones del GTECI3 respecto al 29° Taller sobre de Anzuelos circulares

1. Circle Hook Minimum Size:

1. Tamafio minimo de los anzuelos circulares:

The Working Group acknowledged, in response to
the Commission’s request regarding Resolution C-
19-04, to determine a minimum size for large circle
hooks, that it is currently difficult to agree upon a
single, appropriate minimum size.

That the SAC consider urging each CPC to continue
to collect information, in the format of their
choice, on the size (including manufacturer
standards) of circle hooks, impacts of circle hooks
on target and non- target species (including catch
rates and post-release mortality), and other
relevant information, and report updates on this
information to the IATTC scientific staff, through
the Director, with a view to considering a
comprehensive bycatch management strategy in
the future, if possible.

El grupo de trabajo reconocid, en respuesta
a la solicitud de la Comisiéon sobre la
Resolucién C- 19-04 de determinar un
tamafio minimo para los anzuelos circulares
grandes, que actualmente es dificil acordar
un tamafio minimo Unico y apropiado.

Que el CCA considere instar a cada CPC a
que continue recopilando informacién, en
el formato que elija, sobre el tamafo de
los anzuelos circulares (incluyendo las
normas del fabricante), el impacto de estos en
las especies objetivo y no objetivo
(incluyendo las tasas de captura y la
mortalidad posterior a la liberacién), y otra
informacién pertinente, y a que informe
sobre las actualizaciones al personal
cientifico de la CIAT, a través del Director,
con miras a considerar una estrategia integral
de gestion de la captura incidental en el
futuro, si fuese posible.

2. Third mitigation option:

2. Sobre una Tercera opcidén de
mitigacion:
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The EBWG recommends the IATTC Scientific Staff
will collaborate with the EBWG, SAC and CPCs to
provide options for the development of a third
mitigation measure to reduce sea turtle bycatch,
that takes into consideration the needs of different
fleets and impacts on different taxa, for
consideration by the SAC at its future meetings.

Con base en la informacién proporcionada
por los CPCy el personal de la CIAT, el GTECI
recomienda que el personal cientifico
colabore con el GTECI, el CCA y los CPC para
desarrollar opciones para una tercera medida
de mitigacidon para reducir la captura
incidental de tortugas marinas, que tome en
consideracion las necesidades de las
diferentes flotas y los impactos en diferentes
taxones, para su consideracion por el SAC en
sus futuras reuniones.

3. Best Handling and Release Practices for
sea turtles

3. Mejores practicas de manipulacién
y liberacién para las tortugas marinas

That as soon as possible, the working group
consider, if necessary, making recommendations
regarding the updating of best practice guidelines
for sea turtle handling and release practices for all
IATTC fisheries.

A la mayor brevedad posible, que el grupo
de trabajo considere, de ser necesario,
hacer recomendaciones en relacién a la
actualizaciéon de las directrices de las
mejores practicas de manipulacidon vy
liberacién de las tortugas marinas para
todas las pesquerias de la CIAT.
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4d. Report of the 9th Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
AD HOC PERMANENT WORKING GROUP ON FADS

9™ MEETING

LaJolla, California (USA)
28-29 May 2025

CHAIR'SSUMMARY REPORT

AGENDA

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of the agenda

Review of recommendations from the 8" meeting of the FAD Working Group
FAD data reporting established in Resolutions C-19-01 and C-21-04

FAD fishery indicators FAD-09-01
Advances on biodegradable FADs in the EPO FAD-09-02
FAD Register: potential benefits and modalities
Initiatives to reduce impacts of FADs fishing
Conclusions and recommendations

10. Other business

11. Adjournment the

© O N O®DNPRE

The 9th meeting of the IATTC's ad hoc Permanent Working on FADs was held in La Jolla, California
(USA) on May 28 and 29, 2025. The meeting was chaired by Dr. Josu Santiago, in his capacity as Chair of
the Working Group.

Thelist of participantsisincluded in Annex 1.

The list of documents presented and discussed during the meeting is included below and can be found on
the website of the 9th meeting of the Working Group, aong with the corresponding presentations.

M eeting documents:

» FAD-09-01 - Floating object fishery indicators a 2024 report
» FAD-09-02 - Dynamics of Biodegradable and Conventional FADs in the EPO
> FAD-09-03 - Options for a FAD register

Informational documents:

> INF-A. Analyses of the regional database of stranded Drifting Fish Aggregating Device (dFADs) in
the Pacific Ocean — 2024 update
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Presentations;

9th Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs

A novel deposit-refund system to reduce lost fishing gear impacts in the world's BioFAD impacts
Characterizing drifting fish aggregating device design in the Hawaiian Archipelago from 2009-2025
CIAT- ECOFADS TUNACONS Avances 2024 y 2025 ES

FAD-09-01 Floating object fishery indicators - 2024 report

FAD-09-02 Dynamics of Biodegradable and Conventional FADs in the EPO

FAD-09-03 Options for a FAD register

IATTC Naming System

INF-A Stranded FADs

Options to mitigate dFAD loss and abandonments

RD-C Initiatives for the recovery of plantations in the Eastern Pacific Ocean-TUNACONS

RD-E Programa Recogida Plantados ES

RD-F Data Collection for Assessing Impacts of FAD Stranding Events

Regional data collection program on FAD strandings an update

VVVVVVVVVYVYVYVYYYVY

Under item 8 of the agenda on initiatives to reduce the impact of fishing on FADs, Mr. Gibbons Fly,
Executive Director of the American Tuna Vessdl Association (ATA), made a statement (see Annex 3) in
which he proposed that FADs should not be deactivated when drifting south of 10 degrees south, considered
the southern limit of the fishing zones, since deactivation prevents them from being tracked and monitored
to see if they are heading for ecologically sensitive areas; and that these FADs should not be counted as
active for the purposes of implementing the limits established, provided that no sets are made on them.

This statement was welcomed by the Group and the proposal was supported by severa participants who
took the flaor.

On the issue of FAD recovery, the option of considering financial incentives (e.g., payment of a fee per
FAD deployed) was also mentioned, but with the need to avoid arace to recover FADs even when they are
not at risk of stranding.

Under item 9 of its agenda, the Working Group adopted severa conclusions and recommendations for

consideration by the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC), the text of which is reproduced in the tablein
Annex 2 of this summary report.

With no other mattersto consider, the Working Group noted that its next meeting would be held in the
daysimmediately preceding the 17th meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee in May-June 2026.
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Annex 2

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 9™ MEETING OF THE AD HOCPERMANENT WORKING

ON FADS

Consistent with its terms of reference established in Resolution C-19-01, Annex 111, the Ad Hoc Permanent Working
Group on FADs, in reporting to the Scientific Advisory Committee on the results of its 9" meeting, and in the framework
of the process of coordination with that Committee and with the scientific staff in the identification and review of feasible
FAD management measures, as apreliminary step prior to the presentation of recommendations to the Commission, wishes
to recommend that:

1.

On FAD data reporting

11

1.2

The IATTC scientific staff develop and propose improvements to the characterization of the causes for remote
deactivation and reactivation established in Resolution C-24-01.

The IATTC scientific staff analyze in greater detail the data from observers and satellite buoys to propose methods to
help adequately evaluate the uses/record of the causes for remote deactivation and reactivation to identify possible
opportunities for improvement or updates.

On FAD fishery indicators

2.1. ThelATTC scientific staff continue to refine the indicators, including additional indicators of interest (e.g., last
buoy positions, quantification of strandings and collections) and prepare a guide with a description of each
indicator that facilitate the interpretation and assessment of the implications of each indicator.

2.2. The Commission consider urging flag CPCs to ensure that fishing companies and buoy suppliers provide the
IATTC with available historical information on vessel acoustic buoys received from the original users, including
trajectory and biomass information, to prevent losing this data of enormous value to science, and particularly to
stock assessments. The processing of this data will be subject to the Commission's rules on confidentiality

On biodegradable FADs

3.1

3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

The SAC recommend that the Commission consider adopting measures to obtain the necessary data and resources,
including by exploring strategic partnerships and alternative sources of funding, to enable analysis to be carried out to
determine more accurately the final destination of unrecovered FADSs.

Progress be madein analyzing the useful life of biodegradable FADs (“BioFAD”), or that, in addition to the information
provided by observersin the EPO, the IATTC scientific staff provide the Group with a more in-depth analysis, taking
into account the information on the positions of buoys associated with FADs as well as relevant information from
WCPFC observers.

The IATTC scientific staff continue to deepen their analysis of the useful life of BioFADs in collaboration with the
industry.

(a) Interested parties be encouraged to continue pursuing technical studies on biodegradable, natural, or bio-based
materials, useful for the construction of FADSs,
(b) The exchange of experiences be promoted through participatory workshops.

The IATTC scientific staff present to the Working Group an analysis derived from the compilation and evaluation of
the certification options for bio-based materials which are used in FADs, and which will ensure that the new material
and the final product do not contribute to the pollution of the marine environment.

CPCs and other entities be encouraged to engage in BioFADs trials provide more BioFAD data from broader regions
of the EPO in arandom fashion more adequate to making scientific comparisons.
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On the FAD register

(a) Considering the review of the suitability of a FAD Registry in the IATTC area, no need has been identified by the
Working Group to implement such aregistry in the region

(b) The pros and cons of the implementation of different methods for marking FADs be explored.

On FAD retrieval

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

54.

55.

5.6.

(a) The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission that it assess the value of adopting the form
and database for collecting data on stranded FADs to be devel oped by the scientific staff, as harmonized as appropriate
with the form devel oped by the SPC-WCPF, including the identification of possible adjustments.

(b) if aform isadopted for this purpose, its use be preceded by some type of workshop or practical training

The SAC consider the relevance of recommending to the Commission to evaluate or assess the adoption of the creation
of stranding data collection programs as well as the analysis of the convenience and operability of a network of these
programsin the EPO.

The IATTC scientific staff, with the support of the FAD Working Group, work on the development of indicators to
enable monitoring of the performance of FAD retrieval programs over time, to recommend improvements.

For the purpose of assisting in the retrieval of FADs and without prejudice to the active buoy limits established by the
Commission, the scientific staff analyze ways to manage deactivations, such as consider expanding the areas for
requiring buoy activations (i.e., par. 23 of C-24-01) to assist with FAD recoveries, with the understanding that FADs
south of 10° S and west of 100°W would not count towards active FAD limits.

The Commission consider assessing the value of establishing an incentive system for CPCsto establish fundsto support
projects and entities dedicated to the tracking, recovery, and retrieval of drifting FADs, in particular those with the
highest risk of drifting into ecologically sensitive areas such as coral reefs and related shoreline habitats.

The Commission consider amending Resolution C-24-01, as appropriate, so that, to assist FAD recovery efforts, FAD
satellite buoys that are deactivated pursuant to paragraph 23 of Resolution C-24-01 and drifting south of 10°S L atitude
and west of 100°W maintain their signal active exclusively to transmit their position to FAD recovery programs, and
remain excluded from buoy limits.
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Anexo 3
Declaracién del Sr. Gibbons-Fly

Director dela Asociacion de Buques Atuneros Americanos (ATA)

INICIATIVA PARA LA RECUPERACION DE LOSFAD DEL SECTOR DE LA PESCA DE
CERCO

Representantes del sector de la pesca de cerco han estado trabajando para establecer un fondo que apoye
proyectos dedicados al seguimiento, larecuperacion y retiro de plantados ala deriva, en particular aquellos
con mayor riesgo de deriva hacia zonas ecol 6gicamente sensibles, como los arrecifes de cora y |os hébitats
costeros rel acionados.

Estainiciativa ha contado con la participacion de asociaciones de laindustria cerquera de Estados Unidos,
Ecuador, la UE, en particular Espafia, y otros paises. Puedo asegurarles que la industria cerquera esta
comprometida en abordar seriamente € problema de |os plantados a la deriva. Pero para ello, necesitamos
laayuda de la Comision. En ese sentido, solicitamaos especificamente unarecomendacion de este Grupo de
Trabajo ala Comision en su conjunto.

La medida actual para €l atun tropical permite la desactivacion de los plantados cuando derivan al sur de
los 10 grados, considerado el limite sur de las zonas de pesca. Sin embargo, la desactivacion no permitiria
rastrear dichos plantados para saber s se dirigen a zonas ecol 6gicamente sensibles, y cuando, por jemplo,
en laPolinesia Francesa, las Idlas Cook y otros lugares. La capacidad de monitorear |os plantados a sur de
los 10 grados sur es un componente necesario de cualquier esfuerzo pararastrearlosy recuperarlos.

En lareunién anual del afio pasado, Estados Unidos present6 una propuesta que habria permitido, o incluso
exigido, que los plantados permanecieran activos a sur de los 10 grados, con la disposicion adiciona de
que dichos plantados no se computarian en €l limite de plantados activos de un buque individual. En aquel
momento, escuchamos que la propuesta estadouni dense se describia como una"excepcion” o una'laguna’.
Pero esto no es asi, dado que, segun las normas actuales, esos plantados pueden simplemente desactivarse.
Si estos plantados contintian contando para el limite de plantados activos una vez que se desvien hacia e
sur de los 10 grados para fines de seguimiento, esta Comision esta creando un desincentivo para que los
buques participen en cualquier esfuerzo de recuperacion de plantados.

El sector de la pesca de cerco no deberia sufrir consecuencias negativas por intentar actuar correctamente.
Por lo tanto, solicitamos que este grupo de trabajo incluya una recomendacion para que la Comisién apoye
gue los plantados permanezcan activos con fines de segui miento Unicamente a sur delos 10 grados, siempre
gue no se contabilicen parael limite. Estamos dispuestos a considerar salvaguardias para garantizar que no
se realice ninglin lance de pesca sobre dichos plantados.

Gracias por considerar esta solicitud. Con gusto responderé cualquier pregunta.

Statement by Mr. Gibbons-Fly
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Executive Director of the American Tunaboat Association (ATA)
PURSE SEINE SECTOR FAD RECOVERY INITIATIVE

Representatives of the purse seine sector have been working to establish a fund to support projects
dedicated to the tracking, recovery, and retrieval of drifting FADs, in particular those with the highest risk
of drifting into ecologically sensitive areas such as coral reefs and related shoreline habitats.

This initiative has included purse seine industry associations from the United States, Ecuador, the EU,
particularly Spain, and others. | can assure you that the purse seine industry is committed to addressing
the issue of drifting FADs in a serious way. But to do so, we need the Commission's help. And in that
regard, we have a specific request for a recommendation from this Working Group to the broader
Commission.

The current tropical tuna measure allows deactivation of FADs when they drift south of 10 degrees, which
is considered the southern limit of viable fishing grounds. However, deactivation would not allow those
FADs to be tracked for the purpose of knowing if and when they head into ecologically sensitive areas, for
example in French Polynesia, Cook Islands, and elsewhere. The ability to monitor FADs south of 10
degrees south is a necessary component of any effort to track and recover these FADs.

At last year’s annual meeting, the United States submitted a proposal that would have allowed, or perhaps
even required, FADs to remain active south of 10 degrees, with the added provision that such FADs would
not count against an individual vessel’s active FAD limit. At the time, we heard the U.S. proposal described
as an “exception” or a “loophole”. But this is not the case given that, under the current rules, those FADs
can simply be deactivated. If these FAD will continue to count against the active FAD limit once they drift
south of 10 degrees for tracking purpose, this Commission is creating a disincentive for vessels to
participate in any FAD recovery efforts.

The purse seine sector should not suffer adverse consequences for trying to do the right thing. Therefore,
we are requesting that this working group include a recommendation that the Commission support
allowing FADs to remain active for tracking purposes only south of 10 degrees, provided that such FADs
would not count against the limit. We are prepared to consider safeguards to ensure no fishing set takes
place on any such FAD.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. | am happy to answer any questions.
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4e Report of the 12th M eeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

COMMITTEE ONADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

12" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
28-29 August 2025

MEETING REPORT
AGENDA

Documents

N

o

©

10.

Opening of the meeting
Adoption of the agenda

Outcomes from the intersessional meetings of the Committee on
Administration and Finance (CAF) (extraordinary) (23 June; 24 July 2025)

Review of the financial audit report

Review of proposed budgets for 2026 and 2027

Financia contributions of Members:

6a. Regular budget (Resolution C-15-05)

6b. Special Fund for promoting institutional capacity-building (Resolution
C-14-03)

6¢. Program to monitor transshipments at sea (Resolution C-22-03)
Review and revision of the financial regulations of the Commission
Other business

Recommendations to the Commission

Adjournment

APPENDICES

CAF-12-01

CAF-12-02
CAF-12-03

The 12" meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance was held in Panama City, Panama, on
28-29 August 2025.

1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting was opened by the Chair of the Committee, Ms. Rachadl Wadsworth of the United States. The
following delegations were present at the meeting: Belize, Canada, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Korea,
Ecuador, El Salvador, the United States, France OT, Guatemal a, Japan, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru,
Chinese Taipei, the European Union, Vanuatu, and Venezuela.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The provisional agenda was adopted without changes.

3. Outcomes from the intersessional meetings of the Committee on Administration and Finance
(CAF) (extraordinary) (23 June; 24 July 2025; 7 August)
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The Director of the IATTC reported that three intersessional CAF meetings were held by videoconference
to promote discussion of the IATTC budget and to support the work of this CAF meeting. Topics such as
the preliminary 2026 budget projection, proposed changesto the AIDCP budget and auditing firmsfor 2026
were discussed in aninitial and informal manner at the first meeting, which took place on 23 June 2025.
There wasinsufficient timeto begin discussion on the proposed formul as and financia regulations. A report
of this meeting is available on the website: Report of the intersessional meeting of the Committee on
Administration and Finance (Extraordinary) June 2025.

The second meeting, held on 24 July 2025, provided a review of documents presented to past AIDCP
meetings regarding the time spent by IATTC staff and observersin relation to AIDCP tasks, as well asthe
salary allocations corresponding to each organization. A report of the meeting is available on the website:
Report of the intersessional meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance, July 2025.

Thethird inter sessional meeting of the CAF was held on 7 August 2025 on a confidential basis with the
aim of providing sensitive budget information requested by membersto be considered in advance of thein-
person CAF meeting in Panama on 30 August 2025.

The Chair noted that no formal consensus recommendations were reached at the intersessional meetings,
but the CAF requested additional information needed for future meetings and outlined next steps for
meetings.

4. Review of the financial audit report

Under thisitem of the agenda, the Committee heard a presentation from Maoss Adams, the auditor, who
merged with Baker Tilly. The auditor provided a review of the financial audit report and the
recommendations from this report.

Suggestions for improvement from the auditor firm. The auditors provided an overview of several
recommendations that are long standing to the IATTC for improvements. These include establishing IT
administrator rights, completing an accounting manual, and conflict of interest statements for the IATTC.

One delegation asked if there were any signed letters from the staff regarding conflicts of interest. The
Director responded that the employeesin the La Jolla office had been sent aform for signature, but that this
form was being adjusted for the field offices considering that relevant national laws and regulations are
applied to employees of these offices. An example of this form was shared with the participants. It was
recalled that the Antigua Convention clearly establishesprinciplesto avoid conflicts of interest inits Article
XII, paragraph 3, which states that: "In fulfilling their functions, the Director and the staff of the
Commission shall not act in any manner that could be incompatible with their status or with the objective
and provisions of this Convention, nor shall they have any financial interests in activities such as
investigation and research, exploration, exploitation, processing and marketing of the fish stocks covered
by this Convention. Likewise, they shall also maintain as confidential, while they are employed by the
Commission and thereafter, any confidential information they obtained or to which they had access during
their employment."

The United Statesrecalled that at its 2024 meeting, the CAF had recommended that the Director implement
all auditor recommendations and report on progress madein doing so. While acknowledging that difficulties
may arise, the United States expected that the Director will proactively report on the implementation of
these recommendationsin the future.

The Committee also reviewed a list of four potential auditors for 2026, along with their quotes. The
Committee requested additiona information on costs and confirmation of availability for the auditors,
which were provided later in the meeting.

Following this presentation, the IATTC Members emphasized some key points regarding the selection of
an auditing firm for next year. They requested a comparative table of the four potential firms to help the
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Committee evaluate the pros and cons of each and make a recommendation to the Commission.

One member asserted that separate accounting and auditing for the IATTC and the AIDCP is
important, while maintaining good coordination so that appropriate decisons can be made regarding
IATTC contributions to the AIDCP. Meetings between the two organizations should be held periodically.

Time spent by the auditing firm performing the work. Several delegations emphasized the importance
of periodically renewing or changing firms to ensure transparency and bring new ideas and approaches to
improve the accounting system.

5. Review of proposed budgetsfor 2026 and 2027

Ms. Claudia Hernandez, the IATTC Accounting Coordinator, presented document CAF-12-01 reporting on
the Commission's financial activity for 2024. She explained how resources were used for different
accounting items and the expenses incurred above the agreed-upon 20% for that year's budget. She aso
mentioned that no budget has been proposed for 2027 because the Secretariat lacks the necessary
information and parameters for estimating it.

The Director of the IATTC presented the budget for 2026, as outlined in document CAF-12-01. He noted
that the expenses of the observer program are currently covered 30% by the IATTC and 70% by the AIDCP.
This issue was discussed at the 50" Meeting of the Parties to the AIDCP, where a proposal for 50/50
coverage between the IATTC and the AIDCP was put forward from the AIDCP He added that the 103"
IATTC meeting should make a decison on this matter and referenced the IATTC staff document
recommending the contribution of 50/50 coverage between the IATTC to the AIDCP.

He emphasized that the Commission's activities continue to grow as aresult of the broader mandate derived
from the Antigua Convention and the evolution of the Commission's work established in various
resolutions. This broader mandate includes retaining qualified staff and keeping pace with inflation. Thus,
the requested budget for 2026 is US$ 9,727,096, reflecting a 2% increase over the 2025 budget.

The Director of the IATTC gave a presentation on the percentage of work assigned to the staff between the
IATTC and the AIDCP, and to on-board observers. He presented a table showing the distribution of tasks
and pointed out that on-board observers devote much moretimeto IATTC tasks asthey complete multiple
compliance formsin accordance with IATTC provisions. He also explained the history of the allocation of
observer program costs, in which the IATTC's 30% portion of the AIDCP budget prevails. He commented
that, following an evaluation of the observers work (explained in detail in documents AIDCP-50-01 - On-
board observerstasks analysis and AIDCP-50-02 - Percentage analysis of the time dedicated by the staff to
AIDCP tasks), it was concluded that 70% of AIDCP tasks are related to the IATTC, as these tasks cover
issues such as turtles, sharks and compliance. Consequently, the Meeting of the Parties to the AIDCP
concluded that the IATTC should cover at least 50% of the observer program costs.

He mentioned that the additional amount requested from the IATTC this time is around US$ 500,000 in
terms of alocating AIDCP-related costs between the two instruments. The lack of a uniform distribution
formulais causing significant accounting problems.

Guatemala pointed out that the problem would not affect execution of the 2025 budget thanks to the
temporary measures that have been taken. However, the decision to modify the cost allocation is crucia
and cannot be postponed until 2026. Guatemala emphasized the importance of the IATTC approving the
cost of services provided by the Secretariat for the observer program, as established in the Antigua
Convention, aswell asthe AIDCP including these costs in its budget. Venezuela added that a restructuring
in 2021 transferred management of observer expenses to the AIDCP, significantly affecting its budget in
2022 and 2023. El Salvador drew attention to the extraordinary meetings of the CAF, where the origin of
the 50/50% proposal numbers had been explained.

The EU rejected that it was being asked to endorse a decision aready made to change the all ocation to
50/50 split between the IATTC and AIDCP. The EU pointed out that this needs discussion between the
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AIDCP and IATTC to understand the methodology and cannot be a decision from AIDCP imposing on
the IATTC.

Chinainquired about the possibility of the new costs causing Membersto deem the program too expensive
and asked if the "50/50" model was fixed. The Secretariat clarified that the percentages are a
recommendation based on the current distribution of work and are not a fixed model. China requested a
calculation of the change in contribution of each member if changing from a 30% to a 50% contribution
fromthe IATTC.

5. Financial contributions of Members
a) Regular budget (Resolution C-15-05)

The Chair provided an update that there were no new proposals for formulas to consider at this meeting as
in the previous year and noted that there was no consensus on the new proposals for formulas. The United
States noted that absent a consensus to use a different method, Resolution C-15-05 formulaisin force and
continues to apply until a new formula is adopted. The EU supported this claim and noted that it cannot
accept alega void on the formula and that the only logical approach is to work on the formula that we
have. Guatemala, Panama, and Colombia disagreed that the formulain C-15-05 was in effect. Guatemala
concluded the discussion by saying there was no consensus on the formula and that the members should
focus on the budget.

The Director of the IATTC recalled that, as of 30 June 2025, there was an amount of US$ 6,918,853 in
outstanding contributions from Members, making it imperative that all Members pay their budget
contributions on time so that the Commission and its staff can fulfill their mandates and achieve their
objectives.

He reported that Venezuela (US$ 2,129,402); Panama (US$ 1,470,250); Ecuador (US$ 1,813,102); Mexico
(US$ 1,117,990); Korea (US$ 244,181); Vanuatu (US$ 53,086); and Kiribati (US$ 90,482) are in arrears.

b) Special Fund for promoting institutional capacity-building (Resolution C-14-03)

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Commission's staff, presented document CAF-12-02 - Special Fund for
promoting institutional capacity-building. He reported that the balance of the fund was US$ 607,488 as of
31 July 2025.

Due to workloads and the number of meetings held in 2024 and 2025, the activities planned and approved
to be carried out with resources from the Fund were partially completed. The following activities are
planned for the remainder of 2025 and 2026 with resources from the Fund. The activities and amounts for
their implementation are detailed in Table 4 of document CAF-12-02):

0 Second training workshop: Introduction to methods used in tropical tunastock assessments. (A first
workshop was held after the 102™ annual meeting of the IATTC in Panama). A second workshop
is planned for 2026.

o0 Training seminars for port inspections in accordance with Resolution C-21-07.

0o Training seminar on various IATTC matters for administrative, legal, and enforcement authorities
related to the application of IATTC regulatory measures.

o Annua IATTC scholarship for scientific capacity building in developing CPCs (three-month visit
tothe IATTC offices).

0 Participation of representatives of developing Members in the annual meeting of the IATTC and
itssubsidiary bodies.

The Committee did not object to the above activities being carried out but requested that the corresponding

202


https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/a9f75ff3-aeaf-4e1d-ac68-0f9730fd1f9e/CAF-12-02_Special-Fund-for-promoting-institutional-capacity-building.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/a9f75ff3-aeaf-4e1d-ac68-0f9730fd1f9e/CAF-12-02_Special-Fund-for-promoting-institutional-capacity-building.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/a9f75ff3-aeaf-4e1d-ac68-0f9730fd1f9e/CAF-12-02_Special-Fund-for-promoting-institutional-capacity-building.pdf

amountsinvolved be specified and included.
¢) Program to monitor transshipmentsat sea (Resolution C-22-03)

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Commission’ s staff, presented document CAF-12-03 - Regional program of
observers for transshipments at sea. He focused his presentation on the Program's financial component, as
the operational aspects had already been presented at the Scientific Advisory Committee meeting, and the
compliance component had been submitted to the Review Committee for consideration.

He reported that the requested budget for 2026 was US$ 1,110,000, and a decision must be made regarding
whether to continue working with MRAG as their three-year contract expires at the end of 2025. He dso
reported on the new costs required by MRAG for 2026-2028, which include an increasein the cost per day
at sea from US$ 415 to US$ 480. Alternatively, a cdl for tenders could be considered to hire another
company that can provide the same quality of work at alower cost.

The Committee expressed favorable views to continue working with MRAG for another three years, but
requested a reduction in fees and instructed the Secretariat to carry out this task during the week of the
IATTC meeting before making a decision.

7. Review and revision of the financial regulations of the Commission

This agenda item to review the financia regulations was postponed due to a lack of time to discuss the
document. The CAF determined that subsequent meetings should allocate sufficient time to review the
document.

8. Other business
No other business was discussed.
9. Recommendationsto the Commission

As the Committee continued to meet after the two days set aside for its work, in addition to the
recommendations below, some additional information was requested for continuing the work:

- That the Secretariat present budget and contribution scenarios to the CAF using the amount
approved in 2023, as well as the requested budget.

- That acomparative table be presented of the various proposals for conducting the 2026 audit.

- That the Secretariat seek reductions in the costs of the transshipment program with the goal of
continuing to work with MRAG for three more years.

- That the costs of the activities to be carried out in 2025-2026 for capacity building in developing
countries be detailed.

In addition, the Director presented information requested by the EU on the number of staff that have worked
for the IATTC over the past 20 years. This number has ranged from 43 staff to 51 staff over the years and
is currently at 44 staff in 2025. The Director aso clarified these numbers do not include the staff in the
regional offices.

CAF-12 RECOMMENDATIONS
Auditor
Recommend that the auditor reports be circulated 30 days in advance of the meeting.

Request the IATTC Director circulate the template for the conflict-of-interest forms used for the field
offices staff and circulate the template for the HQ staff if it is different and once it has been completed
before the end of the year.

203


https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/eb6aab78-6903-4b5b-aa8f-580a0c138128/CAF-12-03_Regional-program-of-observers-for-transshipments-at-sea.pdf
https://www.iattc.org/GetAttachment/eb6aab78-6903-4b5b-aa8f-580a0c138128/CAF-12-03_Regional-program-of-observers-for-transshipments-at-sea.pdf

Recommend the Director finalize the accounting manual and chart of accounts before the 2026 CAF
meeting and circulate it to the CAF for its information before the end of the year, if possible.

Recommend additional follow up with Baker Tilly and confirm via letter that they are interested in
providing services for 2026.

Request that the Secretariat prepare and present to the CAF financial statementsthat clearly communicate
the separate financia positions of the IATTC and the AIDCP.

Presenting budget infor mation

With respect to the review of the proposed budget, recommend the Secretariat include the costs related
to the cyber-attack as a separate line item in the budget.

Recommend the Director ensure that any budgetary information presented to the Commission or to the
Finance Committee is verified by the Staff in advance to ensure that presented amounts are correct.

The financia statementsthat are part of the audit should be included in the financial year report.

Recommendation: Instruct the Secretariat to present, for the last three fiscal years and the current year,
disaggregated financia statementsthat clearly separate operating or current revenues and expenses from
extraordinary or non-operating revenues and expenses, including methodological notes with
classification criteria, identification of non-monetary items, programmatic breakdown, and reconciliation
with the audited financial statements. Thisinformation must be available at |east 30 days prior to the next
meeting and will be a necessary condition to model actual costs, assess sustainability, and consider
formulas for the distribution of financial contributions. It will also alow the operating expenses budget
to be limited to projected operating revenues —not total revenues—, which generaly do not fully
materialize within the same fiscal year.

With respect to the discussion about the AIDCP [Res. 25-01 para. 2 “ To accept the Secretariat's
recommendation regarding the sharing of the cost of the On-Board Observer Program equally between
the AIDCP and IATTC”"] .

Asamatter of procedure - Recommend that the Secretariat and CAF Chair seek to ensure that in the case
of AIDCP budget issues that have implications on the IATTC budget, there is an opportunity to discuss
within the IATTC or jointly with the AIDCP before a decision is made, to ensure that IATTC interests
and views are appropriately considered.

Capacity Building Fund

For projects completed under the Capacity Building Fund, establish objectives for activities and include
an indicator column for the CAF to consider if the objective of each activity met its objective.

For scholarships from the Capacity Building Fund, the CAF consider setting objectives for which these
areto be used.

Recommend the Commission evaluate the 2% Capacity Fund allocation, and consider pausing or, just
onetimein 2026 as an exceptional case, reducing it thisyear in light of the health of the fund to develop
the activities programmed for that year and other acute competing needs for funding.
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Noting that para 7 of C-14-03 provides that the Commission should review the Capacity Fund and this
was not completed in 2024, recommend the Commission consider thisin 2026 and prioritize in the short-
term accommaodations to ensure continued core functions of the commission continue this year.
Recommend that courses and activities that take place under the capacity fund should be in both
languages so that all member states can participate.

Recommend considering using capacity fundsto focus on compliance by Member and Cooperating Non-
Members.
Transshipments

Recommend the Secretariat work with MRAG to reduce the increased margin of the cost for the next 3-
year period and report back to the CAF so a decision can be made on the extension of the contract.

Budget reductions

Recommend a closed session for a presentation of proposed budget reduction information and to clarify
where the staff reductions would be in the organization.

Financial Regulations

Recommend an intersessional work be done to progress on revisions to the financial regulations before
the next CAF meeting in 2026.

Request the Director, while the Commission decides on the update of the Financial Regulations, to draft
and submit for consideration by the CAF a risk management policy within the budget execution
processes. This policy should encompass the identification, assessment, and mitigation of risks applied
to the planning, execution, monitoring, and evaluation of budgetary and financial management, under
the principles of transparency, efficiency, and accountability. Specia attention should be given to
potential vulnerabilities such as budget deviations, regulatory non-compliance, and inefficiencies in
resource allocation, with the aim of anticipating contingencies and strengthening financial resilience.
On-board Observer Program

The CAF notes atotal estimated cost of the on-board observer program of $2,717,228, without prejudice
to a decision on the sharing of costs of the program between IATTC and AIDCP. Furthermore, the
Committee notes that estimates for other costs to be born entirely by the AIDCP related to Secretariat
services amount $1,066,713

10. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m., Panama City time, on 6 September 2025.
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4f. Report of the 26th M eeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
PERMANENT WORKING GROUP ON FLEET CAPACITY
26" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
25 August 2025

CHAIR'SREPORT

AGENDA
Documents
1. Opening of the meeting
2. Adoption of the agenda
3. Review of changesin the utilization of fleet capacity in the EPO CAP-26-01
4. ldentification and consideration of pending issues related to the management and

control of the capacity of the fleet

5. Review of pending capacity claims, disputes, adjustments, and requests according
to the list presented at the 89" meeting of the IATTC and referred to in document
CAP-17 INF-A REV (14 May 2016)

6. Recommendations to the Commission
7. Other business
8. Adjournment

1. Opening of the meeting

The 26" meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity began at 2 p.m., after the required
guorum was confirmed. Fifteen Members were present: Venezuela, Vanuatu, the European Union,
Chinese Taipei, Panama, Nicaragua, Mexico, Guatemala, Japan, the United States, El Salvador,
Ecuador, Costa Rica, Colombia and China.

The Chair of the Working Group, Mr. Julio Guevara, of Nicaragua, announced that this would be his
last meeting in this position, and that anew Chair would be elected during next week's IATTC meeting.

2. Adoption of the agenda
Venezuel a proposed that the following two items be considered under item 7 of the agenda, “ Other
business’:
- Areguest for transfer of fishing capacity from Venezuela sent to the Secretariat in July 2025
viaaforged officia letter. (Thisissue was addressed under “ Other business”).

- Theissue of discrepancies between registered capacity and maximum fleet landings. (This
issue was then addressed under item 4 of the agenda).

Guatemal a expressed concern about thetitle of item 5 of the agenda, which included thewords*“claims’
and “disputes’. It was pointed out that the Commission does not have a mandate to resolve this type of
conflict, which should be handled directly by the partiesinvolved, asthe function of the Working Group
isto review relevant issues, namely aspirations, possibilities, requests, and capacity adjustments.
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Vanuatu recalled that at last year's meeting it had aready been recommended that the name of the cases
be changed from "pending disputes’ to "cases arising from administrative problems.”

Given these proposals, it was agreed that the wording should be modified, even though it had remained
unchanged for several years. Terms such as "aspirations,” "possibilities," and "adjustments" would be
used instead of "claims' and "disputes." To make it clear that the Working Group does not have the
authority to resolve disputes, the Secretariat suggested proposing aformulathat would satisfy everyone
before the next meeting.

3. Review of changesin the utilization of fleet capacity in the EPO

The Director, Dr. Arnulfo Franco, presented a detailed report on fleet capacity in the eastern Pacific
Ocean. This update included information from previous years and data on inactive capacity, capacity
under construction, available capacity, operational capacity, active capacity, and potentia capacity.

He recalled that active capacity includes the capacity assigned to vessels currently operating in the
region and that there is capacity that can become operational at any time, such as inactive capacity
(8,000 cubic meters); combined with the well volume of thetwo vesselsincluded inthe IATTC Regiona
Vessdl Register as such, capacity would add up to at least 10,000 cubic meters. It should also be
considered that there is available capacity of 10,222 cubic meters that can be used at any time. On the
other hand, however, operational capacity as such has remained below the value recorded for active
capacity in 2002 over the years.

The target capacity, established in 2005, is 158,000 cubic meters, well below the current operational
and authorized capacity. Potential capacity, which includes all requests in addition to active, inactive,
and available capacity, would reach 378,400 cubic meters. It was noted that Ecuador has the largest
fleet of larger (Class 6) and smaller vessels, followed by Mexico, Panama, and, recently, the United
States, which has experienced significant growth.

In response to a request for clarification from Guatemala and a comment from Mexico, the Director
clarified that the reference to the capacity of "unauthorized vessels' was an error that had been carried
over from previous presentations and would be corrected immediately. He also clarified that operational
capacity refersto vesselsthat are registered in the Regional Register and that fished the previous year.

Referring to the table in document CAP-26-01 that shows new requests made after the adoption of the
capacity management plan in 2016, Bolivia requested that the reference to "devel oping coastal Sate"
be changed to "devel oping landlocked Sate."

Regarding the same issue, Mexico requested that the title "new requests’ be changed to "requests," as
some regquests have been outstanding for a long time. Guatemala supported Mexico, suggesting that
new requests be presented as changes, rather than creating a distinction between "new" and "old," so as
not to suggest priorities.

In response to a question from the European Union regarding the calculation of potential capacity, the
Director clarified that pending requests totaling 73,400 cubic meters would increase potentia capacity
by 25%, to 378,400 cubic meters.

4. | dentification and consider ation of pending issues

Venezuela expressed concern about the discrepancy between the maximum historical landings and the
confirmed and recorded vessel capacity in the Regional Vessel Register. Venezuela believes that this
discrepancy could affect scientific analyses and therefore requested that the Secretariat prepare and
submit areport on this matter.
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In addition to supporting Venezuelas request, Guatemala and the European Union proposed that the
Secretariat prepare information documents on issues such as freezing tunnels and sealing wellsfor fuel
use. They argued that these practices could increase the fleet's capacity and that a management protocol
isnecessary. The United Statesinquired about the Secretariat's access to information indicating whether
and how freezing tunnels are considered part of a vessel's capacity and whether they are included as
internal or external annexes.

Guatemaa emphasized the importance of having background documents ready before making any
decisions. The review should aim to identify problems, not presuppose non-compliance.

Ambassador Jean-Francgois Pulvenis explained that the Secretariat had identified several issues and
situations that the Members of the Commission needed to consider and analyze due to their practical
consequences, some of which were illustrated by previous interventions. In this regard, he referred to
document CAP-26-01, which provides a historical overview of the issue within the Commission and
highlights some of theseissues and situations. For example, he mentioned that the capacity of one-third
of the purse-seine fleet in cubic meters had been automatically "confirmed" on 1 January 2017 without
being measured or reported through the previously established confirmation process established by the
Commission. He aso referred to situations in which wells were disqualified for use as fuel storage. He
suggested preparing a document with the Members to take inventory of these problems and issues for
"comprehensive and definitive" consideration and resolution. He asked whether Memberswould prefer
to keep sensitive information, such as the identification of vessels and flag CPCs, anonymous before
publishing it. He also asked if they would prefer the information to remain anonymous and, if made
public, if the CPCs concerned would want to review it beforehand. The Group agreed to collaborate
(Secretariat/CPC) to prepare the relevant documents while initially maintaining the anonymity of
vesseals and flag CPCs, with the option of disclosing theinformation if necessary.

5. Review of pending capacity requests
Capacity requests from severa CPCs were reviewed, asfollows:

e Bolivia: Requested the activation of 2,000 cubic meters and that its request for 5,000 cubic
meters be included in the table prepared by the Secretariat with the note that it is alandlocked
developing country.

e Vanuatu: Reguested the redtitution of 12,500 tons of historical capacity that had been
transferred to another flag in contravention of its country'slegal and administrative procedures
and asked the Working Group to recommend to the Commission in plenary the approva of
these requests. Vanuatu's statement is reproduced in full in Appendix 3 to this report.

e Venezuela: Reiterated its request for 3,800 cubic meters of capacity.
o El Salvador: Reiterated its request for 2,105 cubic meters of capacity.
e Nicaragua: Reiterated its request for 4,200 cubic meters of capacity.

e Guatemala: Reiterated its request for 9,000 cubic meters of capacity as a devel oping coastal
country with an industry that requires raw materials.

e Mexico: Reiterated its request for 2,000 cubic meters, but noted that, given the current state of
the resource (yellowfin tuna), it would not be the right time to incorporate it as active capacity.
Mexico is seeking a situation in which the resource allows for sustainable growth before
activating capacity.

208



e Colombia: Reiterated its request for 4,772 cubic meters, which it considers a "historic right"
recognized in Resolution C-02-03. It argued that its request should take precedence over new
requests.

e Ecuador: Requested that the pending case of the vessel VictoriaA be considered in the plenary
meeting of the Commission and reiterated its request that thisvessel beincluded in the Register
on the list of inactive capacity.

e Panama: Made a presentation supporting its request for 3,000 m?, expressing its appreciation
for the opportunity to present its capacity request, which is based on its operational history in
the IATTC area since before 2002, strict compliance with Resolution C-02-03, the FAO Code
of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, the total ban on purse-seine fishing inits EEZ for almost
two decades, and the current developmentsin ports, logistics, and tuna processing plants on the
Panamanian Pacific coast. Panama's statement isreproduced infull in Appendix 4 of thisreport.

6. Other business

Venezuelareported that, in July 2025, someone attempted to transfer 2,000 cubic meters of capacity to
another Member of the Commission for the benefit of a specific company. This was done by sending a
forged letter with Minister Juan Carlos Loyo's forged signature through afake email account. Venezuela
thanked the Secretariat for alerting them and reguested that measures be taken to prevent future fraud
of thiskind.

Ambassador Jean-Francois Pulvenis pointed out that it had been possible to immediately detect the
forgery in this case due to several details. These included the absence of the reference code usualy
included in this type of letter and the fact that the amount of cubic meters (2,000 m3) was rounded and
did not match Venezuela's avail able capacity. He warned that, had the forgery been more sophisticated,
the Secretariat could have fallen for it and proceeded with an unauthorized transfer.

Guatemal a congratul ated the Secretariat and proposed that the Group recommend establishing adouble
verification system for any transfer of capacity between States. This system would require the
Secretariat to verify the request viaa second secure communication with the relevant authority.

Venezuela stated that although double verification aready exists, new processes need to be added to
more rigoroudly verify information.

7. Recommendationsto the Commission
The Working Group adopted the following recommendations:

» Preparation of informational documents: That the Commission request the Secretariat to
prepare documents on freezer tunnels and the sealing of wells for fuel storage, inter aia, to be
used as reference by the Working Group in its future consideration of these matters.

» Updating of documents: That the Commission request the Secretariat to update document
CAP-12-04 and, taking into account the status of resources, explore opportunities for resolving
the capacity requests listed in that document.

» Capacity discrepancies: That the Commission instruct the Director to work with CPCs to
review differences between landings in metric tons and vessel capacity in cubic meters of well
volume, taking into account existing rules on confidentiality and/or disclosure of information.

» Double-checking procedure: That the Commission request the Secretariat to develop a
proposal for a double-checking procedure that would include possible advanced verification
methods to prevent cases of fraudulent capacity transfer requests.
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8. Adjournment

The Chair of the Working Group thanked all delegations for their participation and support during his
term. Panama and Guatemala also thanked him for his leadership.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:20 p.m.
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Appendix 2
Bolivias capacity request
(Informal Trandation)

Requests from the Plurinational State of Bolivia to the 26th Meeting of the Permanent
Working Group on Fleet Capacity of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission,
Panama City, Republic of Panama, August 25, 2025

The Plurinational State of Bolivia, consistent with its statement presented at the 102nd
Meeting of the IATTC, held from September 2 to 6, 2024, at this same venue, as well as
its official correspondence with the Commission, requests the following from the 26th
Meeting of the WG:

1. The activation, at the earliest possible date, of 2,000 m3 of storage volume, based on
the reduction of the temporary closure for tropical tuna fishing using purse seines
established by RESOLUTION C-24-01 ON CONSERVATION MEASURES FOR TROPICAL
TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2025-2026, in accordance with the
Report attached to this request, which was prepared on the basis of the documents
submitted and the recommendations issued by the 16th Meeting of the Scientific
Advisory Committee, held in La Jolla, United States of America, from June 2 to 6,
2025;

2. That, as shown in the presentation by the Director of the IATTC on agenda item 3 on
the “Review of Changes in Capacity Utilization in the EPO,” Bolivia's request be
included in the table on page 13 of Document CAP-26-01 REV. - UTILIZATION OF
VESSEL CAPACITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH RESOLUTIONS C-02-03, C-12-06, C-12-08, C-
15-02, and C-24-07, subsection c., on new requests, with the detail of “special needs
and requirements of landlocked developing countries,” for 5,000 m? of hold volume,
initially submitted in 2019 and reiterated at each and every meeting of the WG and
the Commission, in accordance with the extract from the Official Letter attached as
an annex to this application, and that it be kept in mind for activation when the state
of fish stocks so permits.

Members of this subsidiary body of the Commission are requested to consider these

requests from Bolivia, include them in the minutes of the 26th Meeting of the WG, and
submit them as a recommendation to the 103rd Meeting.
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Annex to request 1:

BIOLOGICAL-SCIENTIFIC REPORT
Request from the Plurinational State of Bolivia: Reduction of the closed season to 8
days and reallocation of 2,000 m? of capacity.

Introduction

The purpose of this technical-scientific report isto support the request made by the
Plurinational State of Boliviato the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) in
relation to:

1. Thereduction of the closed season from 10 days to 8 days in the tropical tuna purse
seinefishery.

2. Thereallocation of 2,000 m3 of tuna carrying capacity to Bolivia, as part of the
equitable redistribution of capacities within the framework of the IATTC.

Thisrequest is based on the scientific evidence available in the SAC-16 reports, particularly
in the baseline assessments, population status indicators, management strategies, and
recommendations of the Scientific Advisory Committee. The analyses show that this
adjustment would not compromise the sustainability of tropical tuna stocks in the Eastern
Pacific Ocean (EPO), provided that the recommended biological and ecosystem controls are
maintained.

1) Objective and scientific framework

This report evaluates, from an exclusively biological and precautionary perspective, the
feasibility of adjusting the reduction of the annual closure of the OPO tropical tuna purse
seine fishery to 8 days and reallocating 2,000 m?3 of carrying capacity to Bolivia, in light of
the recommendations of CCA-16 and the SAC-16 technical documents (assessments,
indicators, management strategies, and staff recommendations). In 2025, the CCA/IATTC
discussed management options that include a maximum reduction of 10 days or, alternatively,
7 days with elimination of the “corralito,” within the 20262028 cycle, specifying that any
relaxation must be small and maintain safeguards such as the individual vessel threshold
(IVT) and reinforced port sampling/monitoring so as not to increase the risk of exceeding
FMSY (Maximum Sustainable Yield).

Consequently, the candidate strategy for bigeye tuna (BET) formalizes an F30-S20! harvest
control rule, with a maximum change of £10 days between cycles and “exceptional
circumstances” if there is a >10% probability of exceeding the S20% reference point.

The scientific evidence available in the SAC-16 reports, particularly in the baseline
assessments, population status indicators, management strategies, and recommendations of
the Scientific Advisory Committee, demonstrates that such an adjustment would not

1F30: the target fishing rate is set to maintain the spawning biomass (SBR) close to 30% of the no-fishing
level (management target). S20%: threshold reference point (20% of the no-fishing level). If the SBR falls
toward that threshold, the rule reduces fishing mortality to allow recovery.
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compromise the sustainability of tropical tuna stocks in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO),
provided that the recommended biological and ecosystem controls are maintained.

2) Recent status of stocks and biological signals

Yelowfin tuna (YFT). The 2025 baseline assessment explicitly incorporates spatial structure
(NE vs. SW) and supports a status consistent with management toward MSY (maximum
sustainable yield), with no evidence of overfishing in the EPO under current measures. The
2024 catches (= 294,000 t, EPO) exceeded the 2014—2023 average by 14%, with no
anomalous increases in discards, suggesting robust biomass and productivity.

Skipjack tuna (SKJ). A highly productive species; in 2024, the EPO catch reached 645,000 t
(an al-time high, +100% vs. the 2014-2023 average), with discards <1.2% in purse seine;
there are no signs of overexploitation based on operational indicators.

Bigeye tuna (BET). Status indicators (SSI) show that fishing mortality of juveniles
decreased after the implementation of Individual Thresholds per Vessdl (ITP) (C-21-04), with
apositive effect confirmed in 2022—2024. However, Catch per Unit Effort (CPUE) and
average size in sets on floating objects have shown long-term declines, so the relaxation of
the ban must be prudent and accompanied by safeguards. In 2024, purse seine catches of BET
(= 34,000 t) and longline catches (= 18,000 t) were low in historical terms, reducing the risk
that a moderate adjustment (8 days) would push F above FMSY, provided that the control
framework (ISB, sampling, observers, etc.) is maintained.

The speciesis considered highly productive and resilient to intensive fishing, according to
results confirmed by stock status indicators (SSI) and recent baseline assessments (SAC-16-
02 and SAC-16-03).

3) Biological support for the reduction of the closure to 8 days

o Flexibility in the design of management strategies (EEO):
SAC-16-06 establishes that the maximum permitted changes in closed season
days are limited to +10 days, provided that the precautionary rule F30-520 is
respected. In this context, an 8-day reduction falls within the biologically
acceptable range.

e Recent population indicators:
The SSI show stable trends for yellowfin and skipjack tuna, and in the case of
bigeye tuna, they reflect improvements in the reduction of juvenile mortality
following the application of individual vessel thresholds (IVT). This indicates that
small adjustments to the closed season do not pose a risk of population collapse.

¢ Minimizing the risk of exceeding Fmsy?Z:
The US recommendation to the SAC emphasizes that any reduction in the closed season
must be “small” so as not to increase the risk of exceeding FMSY. The difference between 10
and 8 days constitutes an adjustment with low biological impact, within the precautionary
threshold.

2In accordance with scientific advice from the CCA/CIAT, F<sub>MSY</sub> (or F<sub>RMS</sub>) is
defined as the fishing mortality rate that produces the maximum sustainable yield of the stock; therefore,
measures must maintain F £ F<sub>MSY</sub> to avoid overfishing and ensure the long-term
productivity of the resource.
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e Multispecies balance:
The SAC recommended that any measure should consider multispecies
effects (bigeye, yellowfin, skipjack). Recent analyses show that the
resilience of yellowfin and skipjack allows them to absorb the marginal
fishing pressure resulting from a closure reduction of only 2 days
compared to the baseline scenario.

» Evidence by species:

1. YFT: 2025 assessment plus 2024 catches above the decade average point to
resilience under the current mix of sets; the 8-day cut would not impose
pressures incompatible with MSY.

2. SK]J: High productivity and record 2024 catches suggest low biological risk
from a moderate adjustment to the closed season, provided that FAD sets
continue to be managed with thresholds and indicators.

3. BET: UIBs have reduced catches and mortality in juveniles; maintaining
UIBs + monitoring mitigates the risk of 8 days raising F above reference
levels. HCR F30-S20 provides an automatic brake (reduction of F if SBR
falls toward S20%).

4. Multispecificity and EEO/MSE (Management Strategy Evaluation) testing:
The CCA urged testing candidate strategies for purse seine and longline in
2025-2026 and evaluating cross-species impacts; the 8-day adjustment is
more conservative than 10 and compatible with the recommended triennial
adaptive management cycle.

4) Justification for the allocation of 2,000 m? to Bolivia: Biological neutrality
under capacity control

Fleet capacity in the OPO is managed through the Regional Vessel Register (C-02-03).
The requested reallocation (2,000 m?) is marginal in relation to the regional total and,
under the current capacity ceiling and compliance with observers, sampling, and more
UIB, its expected biological impact is neutral (it does not significantly modify cumulative
F). In strictly population terms, what is relevant is not the origin of the flag, but that the
aggregate capacity remains within the limit and that its operation complies with the
HCR (Harvest Control Rule)3, the UIBs, and the monitoring programs.

The request to reallocate 2,000 m? to the Plurinational State of Bolivia represents a
marginal increase in relation to the total capacity of the regional registry, without
significantly altering overall effort levels.

5) Proposed monitoring plan

e Maintain UIB and reinforced port sampling/EMP as a condition for the reduction
to 8 days.

e Apply HCR F30-S20 with monitoring of the probability of exceeding S20%
(trigger for “exceptional circumstances”), i.e., if at any time monitoring shows too
high a probability of exceeding S20%, the rule automatically corrects: it would
not allow the ban to be relaxed and, on the contrary, would adjust the measures.

3 A Harvest Control Rule (HCR) is a predefined procedure that adjusts effort or catch based on stock
status indicators and reference points (target and limit). Within the CIAT framework, HCR F30-S20 for
bigeye tuna keeps fishing mortality compatible with a target SBR level and automatically reduces
exploitation if there is a risk of reaching the biological limit.
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e Monitor SSI (Stock Status Indicators) (CPUE, average size, effort on floating
objects) for YFT, BET, and SK] with annual reports; include specific analysis of
class 4 vessels and effects on recruitment (CCA mandate).

e Align with the Strategic Science Plan 2026-2030 (data, life cycle, sustainable
fisheries, environment-ecosystem-fisheries interaction) to support robust
assessments and continuous MSE (Management Strategy Evaluation).

6) Biological conclusion

According to the evidence from the SAC/IATTC 2025, an adjustment of the closed
season to 8 days is biologically compatible with HCR F30-S20, maintains the
precautionary principle (“small reduction” with active safeguards), and is consistent
with the recent performance of stocks (robust YFT and SKJ; BET with juvenile mortality
contained by UIB). The reallocation of 2,000 m? to Bolivia, within the registry and
capacity ceilings, is biologically neutral under the current control and monitoring
framework. Therefore, a request is submitted to the Commission to adopt an 8-day
reduction in the closed season instead of 10 and to approve the reallocation, with
annual monitoring of SSI and adaptive adjustments if the indicators so require.

Finally, it is recommended that scientific personnel be instructed to monitor the
impacts of this measure on populations, using SSI indicators and baseline assessments,
ensuring transparency and rigor in adaptive implementation.

Technical bibliography (IATTC/CCA, 2025)

e SAC-16 - Conclusions and Recommendations/Proposals (management options;
“small reductions,” UIB, EMP/IPSP; class 4 analysis).

e SAC-16-06 - Candidate management strategy for bigeye tuna (BET): HCR F30-
S20; £10-day limit; exceptional circumstances.

e SAC-16-03 - 2025 baseline assessment of yellowfin tuna (YFT): spatial structure,
performance toward MSY.

e SAC-16-02 - Stock status indicators (SSI): trends in FO-sets, mean size, UIB
effects 2022-2024.

e SAC-16-01 - The tuna fishery in the EPO in 2024: catches by species, discards,
reference to C-02-03 (capacity).

e SAC-16-11 & CCA-16 Recommendations - Staff reccommendations and EEO
mandate 2025-2026; multispecies assessment.

Annex to request 2:

Excerpt from Official Letter DGIMFLMM - UBPM No. 050/2024 of September 18, 2024,
addressed to the President of the Commission, Mr. Arens:

Subsection c. on hew requests:
1.1. Boliviais disappointed that, once again, its request for 5,000 cubic meters of new

capacity has not been included in the merit document, which it has submitted every year
since 2019, as have other CPCs, some submitting theirs even after that year.
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1.2. The request was substantiated at the 2022 and 2023 GTP meetings, with the relevant
explanations being provided on both occasions via email, at the request of the Acting
Director of the IATTC and the Chair of the GTP, respectively. For your records, | am
attaching the messages of substantiation, marked as Annex Alpha and Annex Bravo,
together with the acknowledgment of receipt from the GTP Chair, marked as Annex
Charlie.

1.3. Thisrequest is particularly relevant because subsection c. of the categoriesidentified in
section 7 refers to "requests for new capacity increases by coastal and non-coastal States
of the OPQ" (emphasis added).

1.4. Boliviahad never heard, until Saturday, August 31, 2024, that its request was
inadmissible on the grounds that it had been decided, at some point, not to admit new
capacity requeststo the list. On the contrary, we appreciate and agree with the statement
made by the Chair of the GTP that the only thing that was closed was the admission of
new capacity claims and disputes; this corresponds with what this delegation recalls
about the status of this matter.

1.5. Based on the foregoing, Bolivia requests that its “new request” for 5,000 m? be included
in subsection c. of the table with a detail that reads as follows: * Special needs and
requirements of landlocked developing countries’ (emphasis added
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Appendix 3
Vanuatu’s intervention on the Esmeralda C case

Thank you chairman, | would like to introduce Vanuatu’s request, to confirm approval of the restitution
and activation of 1,358 m3 of well volume to Vanuatu's Active PS Capacity List, corresponding to the
well capacity of the vessel Esmeralda C, registered in 2001 under the Vanuatu flag and re-flagged to
another Member in 2005, due to the permanent transfer of well capacity without its consent and
therefore, in contravention of the IATTC Convention and resolutions. Specifically, this transfer of well
volume took place in the absence of direct notification from Vanuatu to the Director of IATTC.

This case was reviewed and resolved in 2014 at the 15th meeting of this Working Group and ratified
and confirmed at its 16th meeting with a favorable recommendation to the Commission.
Notwithstanding the positive recommendation from this Working Group, no consensus was achieved at
the 88th meeting of the Commission.

Vanuatu would like to recall Annex 1 of the Convention and Resolutions C-02-03 and C-24-07 which
requires a notification from the relevant Member to the IATTC Director to proceed with any changes on
the information contained in the Record of vessels. In the transfer of Esmeralda C, Vanuatu did not issue
any direct notification regarding the transfer of its well volume. The only notification issued by Vanuatu
was regarding the cancellation of Vanuatu’s flag to the Esmeralda C to be re-flagged to another member,
without any mention of a change regarding its well volume. No transfer of well volume was approved
by Vanuatu. An administrative error in 2005 allowed the transfer of its well volume and this action has
produced serious damages for Vanuatu, resulting from the inability to utilize its well volume for twenty
years.

At the 15th meeting of Working Group, in 2014, Vanuatu and three other Members presented “pending
capacity requests” based on transfers of well volume without their consent and it was agreed and
recommended to the Commission that all 4 Members be granted as a restitution the amounts
corresponding to the well volume transferred without their consent”.

At the 16th meeting of this working group, held also in 2014 the previous recommendation was
confirmed and declared that this case was reviewed and resolved stating that: “The Working Group
recognized that the recommendations that it had issued at its 15th meeting regarding the various cases
reviewed and resolved continue in force and would not be subject to revision or modification.
Consequently, those cases would not be addressed again at this meeting of the Working Group but by
the 88th Extraordinary Meeting of the IATTC. These recommendations are described in the minutes of
the 87th Meeting of the Commission, as follows: b. Consider favorably the requests by Ecuador Vanuatu
and Venezuela that they be granted as restitution of the amounts corresponding to well volumes that
were transferred without their consent...” A similar recommendation was agreed for Guatemala.

It must be noted that at the 88th meeting of the Commission, Vanuatu’s case did not reach consensus.
At that meeting, one of the four Members with an originally favorably recommendation obtained the
restoration of its well volume and the other two also received the approval of the Commission but
conditioned to its future activation, which occurred in 2017.

Additionally, Vanuatu recalls the 2016 agreement on the elements for the development of a capacity
management plan for EPO which includes among others that pending capacity requests and claims
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should be activated in a gradual manner, notably taking into account their antiquity, justification and
urgency.

In this regard, the transfer without Vanuatu's consent occurred twenty years ago, and its claim was
assessed and recommended favorably in 2014 by this Working Group, and since then, another ten years
has passed without resolution. Vanuatu, as a Member, considers that an administrative problem cannot
be a permanent obstacle for a Member to exercise its rights. The cause of this case is not simply against
Vanuatu's rights but contrary to the Convention and the rules of procedure and resolutions of the
Commission and with this arises the urgent need to reestablish Vanuatu's right.

Vanuatu also considers that the need for the reduction of the capacity in the years long-process cannot
be the argument to deny the restitution of Vanuatu's rights that were deprived by an error of the
Administration, in particular taking into account the healthy status of the resources base on the latest
scientific report and the possibility to grow at it was just mentioned.

To finalize our intervention | would like to recall that Vanuatu is a small island developing State and is
the most economically disadvantaged, least- developed Member of this Organization, as measured by
per capita GDP, and, pursuant to paragraph 11 of Lanzarote Plan, should be given due recognition in
accordance with paragraph 5 of the FAO Code of Conduct for responsible Fisheries, through enhancing
the ability of such countries to develop their own fisheries as well as to participate in high seas fisheries,
including access to such fisheries. The restitution of the well capacity of the Esmeralda C will provide a
significant income stream to Vanuatu for the benefit of its people and it would represent a small
foothold in the purse seine fishery from which Vanuatu will again seek to expand its presence.
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Appendix 4
Panama’s capacity request

(Informal Trandation)
Office of the General Administration

Panama City, August 25, 2024

The delegation of the Republic of Panama appreciates the opportunity to present and substantiate its
request for 3,000 me of carrying capacity, corresponding to three vessels that have conducted fishing
operations within the IATTC Convention Area. These vessels hold IATTC registration numbers, have
carried observers onboard, have operated on species regulated by the Commission, and possess duly
registered cubic meter.

In April of this year, Panama submitted to the Secretariat a note containing information on 35 vessels
that meet these criteria, amounting to atotal of 30,920 m3 with operational periods prior to 2002. This
demonstrates a solid and well-documented operational history. In addition to the supporting
documentati on evidencing the consistent operation of Panamanian-flag vessels before 2002, our request
rests on three essential pillars that reflect our commitment to conservation, our legitimate right as a
developing coastal State, and our vision of responsible fisheries management.

First, Panama has strictly — and even beyond — complied with the provisions established under
Resolution C-02-03. As a coastal and developing State, Panama exercises its right to promote the
sustainable development of tuna fisheries, consistent with Article 5 of the FAO Code of Conduct for
Responsible Fisheries, which recognizes the need to strengthen the capacity of these States to exploit
their resources sustainably.

Second, for nearly two decades, Panama has maintained a unique policy in the region: the tota
prohibition of purse-seine fishing within its Exclusive Economic Zone. This measure has directly and
consistently contributed to the conservation of tropical tunas in the Eastern Pacific Ocean, supporting
the recovery of tuna stocks and generating benefits for all stakeholders. Thislong-term commitment to
conservation, in our view, should be duly recognized within the framework of the evaluation of our
request.

Furthermore, Panama promotes a vision of responsible devel opment aimed at strengthening the national
tuna fleet, modernizing port and processing infrastructure, and fostering complementary economic
activities such as tourism and recreational fishing — aways in harmony with the principles of
sustainability. In this regard, the Government has implemented a national policy focused on the
productive development of the tuna fleet in the Eastern Pacific Ocean, with the objective of supplying
the national industry, contributing to food security, and ensuring compliance with IATTC conservation
measures.

This plan includes, among other components, the establishment of modern processing facilitiesin free
zones for value-added products, the modernization of ports and logistical infrastructure, and the
promotion of tourism and recreational fishing. These pillars aim to invigorate the local economy, create
jobs, attract investment, and strengthen both national and international logistics services.

Finally, Panama calls for due recognition of its documented operational history, sustained conservation
measures, and status as a developing coastal State. On this basis, we respectfully request that our
application for 3,000 m? of capacity be favorably considered by the Standing Working Group on Fleet
Capacity, in support of regiona management and the strengthening of responsible tropical tuna
fisheries.
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4g Report of the 16" M eeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of
M easur es Adopted by the Commission

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

COMMITTEE FOR THE REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
MEASURESADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION

16" MEETING

Panama City, Panama
26-27 August 2025

CHAIR'SREPORT
AGENDA

Documents

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of the agenda

Recommendations of the 15" meeting of the Committee: progress report
Priority elements of adraft Work Plan for the Committee: updates
Compliance with IATTC measuresin 2024:

5a. Report by the staff on compliance

5b. Review of the questionnaires and additional information submitted by
CPCs in compliance with Resolution C-22-02

Review of unresolved cases of possible non-compliance (2019-2023)
Review of the provisional IUU vesselslist

Cooperating non-Members

. Recommendations to the Commission

10. Adjournment
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The 16" meeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission (Review Committee, COR) was held on 26-27 August 2025 in Panama City, Panama. The
meeting was suspended and then resumed on 30 August 2025, in order to resolve pending issues from the
agenda. Thelist of attendeesisincluded as Appendix 1.

1. Opening of the meeting

Mr. Antonio Vasquez, of El Salvador, the Chair of the Committee, opened the meeting and welcomed the
delegations, observers, and stakeholders. He emphasi zed the importance of the COR'swork and invited the
delegations to collaborate to advance the committee's business, noting the need to maintain efficiency to
cover all agendaitems.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The Chair noted that, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure, no requests had been received for the
inclusion of additional agenda items. The Chair also noted that a request for a presentation had been
received from an NGO, PEW Charitable Trust, and added that space would be allocated for this presentation
on the "Capacity Self-Assessment Tool." The agenda, along with the tentative schedule, was submitted for
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consideration. The Chair explained the logistics and, with the addition of the Pew Charitable Trust
presentation, the agenda was adopted.

In accordance with the Rules of Procedure, the Chair requested the nomination of arapporteur, and Panama
was appointed.

3. Recommendations of the 15" meeting of the Committee: progressreport

The Chair invited the Secretariat to provide an update on the progress of the tasks agreed upon during the
15th meeting of the Committee. Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Secretariat, presented document COR-16-
01. He noted that completed tasks included an instruction sheet for filling out the Compliance
Questionnaire, additions to the Provisional Compliance Overview, and progress on developing and
finalizing the template for Resolution C-24-05. Some del egations questioned the ambiguity of paragraphs
23, 24, and 25 of this resolution. The Chair noted that the COR did not have a specific mandate to review
the template, but rather, it was the COR's responsibility to acknowledge that the template had been
developed in accordance with paragraph 23 as part of the Secretariat's broader task of developing the
remaining templates. Therefore, the COR took note of the template's development and agreed that the
Commission would discussits formal adoption through the relevant mechanism.

The Secretariat provided updates on the vessel Mar Aral case, citing Memorandum 377-410, in which
Colombia reported closing the case. Regarding the document "Possible Infractions Reported by
Governments as Under Investigation or Not Answered (2019-2023)," the COR expressed doubts about
some fields and references, such as the section on the number of cases. The COR also noted the lack of
important information needed to review the pending cases. The COR requested that the Secretariat update
the document with information from the Final Compliance Report for the corresponding year, as well as
with the Secretariat's comments and updates received from the respective CPC regarding foll ow-up actions,
to facilitate review by the COR.

Due to the lack of necessary information to review these cases, the Chair noted that a substantive review
could not be conducted during the COR-16 meeting. Therefore, it was agreed that the cases would be
reviewed next year. CPCs were urged to send updated information on cases that have been identified as
under investigation.

4. Priority elementsof adraft Work Plan for the Committee: updates

Under this new agenda item, the Secretariat presented the COR with the progress made on the work plan
regarding automatization, follow-up of infractions, categorization, priority areas, capacity building, and
human and financial resources. Mr. Ricardo Belmontes presented the document "Recommended Actions
for Elements of an IATTC Compliance Plan and Progress Report."

Regarding the automatization of the compliance process, the Secretariat reported that it has held meetings
with the secretariats of other Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs) through its
participation in the Tuna Compliance Network and mentioned that financial resources are needed to move
forward with this task. The Secretariat has also held discussions with the FAO to explore the possibility of
accessing their software for submitting Members' reports on the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries.
The Secretariat will continue to move forward in this direction, aiming to inform the COR about the
possihility of implementing such a system. The COR requested that the Secretariat specify the progress
made and the cost of implementing such a system in the future.

Regarding the follow-up of previous infractions, the Secretariat confirmed that the Chair and Director had
sent letters to CPCs regarding possi ble non-compliance from previous years and confirmed that responses
had been received on some pending cases. The Secretariat once again referred to the document "Possible
Infractions Reported by Governments as Under Investigation or Not Answered (2019-2023)," and
reiterated the need to include more information to review the cases next year, as well asthe need for CPCs
to explain why cases remain under investigation or why they can be closed.
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Regarding the categorization of non-compliance status and the follow-up action, it was noted that document
COR-16 INF-A had been devel oped and would be discussed under agendaitem 4b.

The Secretariat presented the priority areas of possible non-compliance, noting that the information to be
included in the trends document was included in the Provisional Compliance Overview. The COR noted
the absence of the trends document. In response, the Guatemal an del egation expressed disagreement with
the Secretariat's solution and emphasized the need for a specific document. Therefore, the Secretariat was
tasked with preparing and presenting a document on the review of trendsininfractionsat COR-17. Finally,
the preparation of the capacity-building template was noted, as was the need to raise the issue with the
Committee on Administration and Finance (CAF) and the Commission.

Following the Secretariat's presentation, the Committee requested that tangible results on outstanding tasks
be provided for the next meeting, as well as updates on priority areas through the trends document and the
automatization process.

5. Categorization of nhon-compliance status and follow-up actions

The COR discussed document COR16-INF-A, "Draft IATTC Categorization of Non-Compliance Status
and Follow-Up Actions," which was prepared by the CPCs as part of the “Priority Elements of a Draft
Work Plan for the COR” during COR-15. The delegations recognized the usefulness of the document as a
starting point for deliberations. They provided extensive feedback on the categorization criteria and the
assignment of severity levels for each case. They also discussed the possible subjectivity that could arise
from the mitigation and aggravation criteria and the need to address terminological inconsistencies with
resolutions and terminology adopted by the IATTC.

Some del egations expressed doubts about how the hew system should be adjusted within the framework of
the resolutions adopted by the IATTC, pointing out that the system proposes actionsto be taken in the event
of possible non-compliance, which would require modifying the relevant resolution. They emphasized the
need for more time to review the system, given its relevance and complexity.

The COR demonstrated a strong commitment to devel oping a compliance promotion scheme and agreed to
undertake intersessional work. To this end, the COR requested that the Chair, with the assistance of the
Secretariat, prepare a document to be considered by the COR and define the timing of the intersessiona
work beginning sixty days after the conclusion of the current IATTC meeting cycle. There will be two
rounds of correspondence consultations; during each round, CPCs will submit proposals and comments
based on document COR-16 INF-A. The Chair will compile the comments and reactions received from the
CPCsin anew document to be discussed at the next Specia Biennial Meeting of the COR in 2026.

6. Compliancewith IATTC measuresin 2024

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Secretariat, presented the Provisional Compliance Overview based on
document COR-16-02, summarizing the improvements in specific areas of compliance. He noted a general
downward trend in possible non-compliance, pointing out specifically the reduction in silky shark retention
and interaction with seaturtles, as well as the decrease in cases rel ated to the deployment and activation of
FADs, and compliance with bigeye and bluefin tuna catch limits.

He also pointed out the ongoing challenges in shark handling, observer coverage on longline vessels, and
payment of financial contributions. Some delegations expressed concern about inaccurate and/or outdated
information in certain sections of the document and the presentation. They emphasized the need to improve
the clarity of the color coding in the genera table to prevent misinterpretation and to distribute the
documentation well before the meetings. To this end, the Secretariat received a series of specific
recommendations for improving the presentation, including publishing it prior to the COR meeting for
review, and including a general table of possible non-compliance, as well as consistently organizing the
presentation of the overview and provisional draft compliance report.
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The Secretariat acknowledged the comments and explained the challenges of compiling information
received late. The Chair emphasized the importance of the Secretariat and CPCs adhering to the deadlines
established in the IATTC resolutions.

7. Provisional Draft Compliance Report, 2024

The COR reviewed document COR-16-03, "Provisional Draft Compliance Report," using the methodol ogy
implemented since Resolution C-22-02 was adopted. The COR reviewed those cases identified by the
Secretariat as "pending" on a case-by-case, resolution-by-resolution basis. The CPCs had the opportunity
to report on the actions they took to resolve the pending situations and to clarify the cases they considered
resolved.

At the start of the review, the Japanese delegation pointed out that paragraph 3 of Resolution C-24-02
regarding bluefin tuna sport fishing was omitted from the 2024 review. The Secretariat acknowledged the
omission, and it was recommended to include it in next year's review.

Notably, numerous cases relating to Resolution C-24-01 were reviewed. Regarding processing plants,
several del egations expressed the difficulties aflag State facesin ensuring that a processing plant in another
jurisdiction provides the required information. Several delegations agreed on the need for improvement on
thisissue and that it should be reviewed at the Commission meeting.

Pending cases concerning the handling of sharks under Resolutions C-16-05 and C-23-07 (paragraph 3b)
were reviewed. All the involved delegations reported that the cases were pending and under investigation,
emphasizing the complexity of these types of investigations.

Regarding Resolution C-19-08 on observer coverage on longline vessels over 20 m LOA, the COR
discussed what status should be assigned to cases where the CPC is argued to have taken actionsto improve
compliance, and whether the obligation applies only to the coverage percentage. The COR concluded that
the statuses adopted in Resolution 22-02 pose interpretation difficulties for particular cases and should be
reviewed.

The Committee noted the absence of Chile and Honduras, both of which had cases of possible non-
compliance. Therefore, the Committee decided to leave the cases referring to these CPCs pending, noting
the importance of their presence aa COR meetings as a criterion for renewing their Cooperating non-
Member status.

During the review of the cases, the Committee emphasized the need to update the possibl e statuses that can
be assigned to different cases based on the CPCs' actions to resolve cases appearing in the draft as pending.
The Committee also highlighted the interpretation difficulties when applying possible compliance statuses,
especially when the CPC determines a situation of compliance or non-compliance. Additionally, the
Committee requested that, for future reviews, the assigned statuses be consistent with those referred to in
the Annex to Resolution C-22-02 or subsequent amendments.

The Secretariat noted the difficulties it faces when conducting the pre-evaluation due to ambiguous
information received from the CPCs, and mentioned that CPCs sometimes request a specific compliance
statusin the draft. The Committee provided specific recommendations to improve and facilitate the review
of the Provisional Draft Compliance Report, including updating the statuses that can be assigned and the
assignment criteria contained in Resolution 22-02. The Committee aso requested that the Secretariat
include comments in the "Secretariat Comments' section when the information provided by the CPC is
insufficient to support the Secretariat's determination of "Resolved" status, which would alow the
Committee to review the case.

8. Review of unresolved cases of possible non-compliance (2019-2023)

The Chair explained the difficulties in conducting a meaningful review of these cases and noted that this
had been partially discussed under agendaitems 3 and 4. The Chair also reiterated the recommendation to
the Secretariat to update the document on the password-protected compliance website with relevant
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information on each case. The Committee discussed the need for CPCs to send progress updates to the
Secretariat to update the aforementioned document, and agreed to allocate sufficient time to review these
pending cases at the next meeting of the COR in 2026.

9. Review of the lUU vessd list

Ambassador Jean-Francois Pulvenis, the Head of the IATTC's Policy and Compliance Division, presented
document COR-16-06, "IUU Vessal List," and clarified the procedure for the prior nomination and
inclusion of aVenezuelan vessd on the "Provisional IATTC IUU Vessdl List," which had previously been
nominated by Panama.

Panamainformed the COR that, following a bilateral meeting with Venezuelaon 26 August , the respective
authorities had clarified the miscommunications, confirming that the vessel in question had received
sanctions from Panama, as well as from its flag State, afact of which Panamawas unaware. Based on this
new information, Panama formally withdrew its nomination of the Venezuelan vessel.

This case sparked a significant debate about the interpretation and implementation of Resolution C-19-02.
There were differing views on the role of the Secretariat, including whether it should act as a "filter" to
prevent the circulation of requests that do not comply with the deadlines set out in the resolution, such as
the two-year reporting deadline, or if al nominations should be submitted to the COR for consideration.

As aresult of this discussion, there was a genera consensus on the need to review and amend Resolution
C-19-02. The advisability of extending the deadline for submitting lUU fishing cases was discussed, as the
current two-year deadline is deemed insufficient for the CPCs' internal identification procedures. Other
CPCs pointed out that it is difficult to respond to possible identifications if the reporting deadline is too
long. It was agreed that the relevant delegations should collaborate on a joint proposal clarifying the
procedures, deadlines, communication mechanisms, and the Secretariat's role, with the intention of
submitting a proposal amending the current resol ution to the Commission for consideration. One delegation
then requested that the Secretariat prepare a proposal to extend the deadline in Resolution C-19-02, to be
presented at the Commission meeting.

10. Cooperating non-Members

The Secretariat reported that document COR-16-04, published on the meeting website, contained detailed
information on the applicants, pursuant to Resolution C-07-02. The Chair requested that the COR consider
the applications and recommend the renewal of the Cooperating non-Members to the Commission, noting
the COR's decision on cases awaiting responses from Honduras and Chile.

The COR decided to refer the consideration and decision on the applications for renewa of status to the
Commission, noting that the criteria for renewal include applicants participation in the Committee and
Commission meetings. The COR noted the absence of Chile and Honduras from the meeting, aswell asthe
presence of Balivia, Indonesiaand Liberia. The COR a so noted that there are pending cases from Honduras
and Chile, which the Committee decided to keep pending in order to give the applicants an opportunity to
clarify their situation at the Commission's annual meeting, with a view to renewing their status as
Cooperating non-Members.

11. Other business

The United States delegation requested consideration of additional matters, beginning by expressing its
concern about the lack of clarity in the Compliance Questionnaire regarding the communication of
obligations that CPCs determine as “ not applicable” to their activity. Particularly, emphasis was placed on
the silky shark resolution, highlighting the need for improvement. To this end, the Committee reiterated in
one of its recommendations that explanations should be provided when a CPC indicates that an obligation
is not applicable, and that this should be included in future questionnaires.
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Additionally, the United States expressed the opinion that a vessel exceeding itslimit of active FADsinthe
previous year should be considered a very serious possible case of non-compliance, in line with previous
discussions at the COR mesting.

Finally, with regard to financial matters, the powers of the COR to consider or not consider possible cases
of non-compliance arising from CPC contribution responsibilities were discussed. This led to different
interpretations of the COR's functions under the Antigua Convention and the Terms of Reference of the
Committee on Administration and Finance (Res. C-12-02). Due to time constraints, the Committee agreed
to continue discussing these issues in the future, recognizing the importance of clarifying them.

12. Recommendations

The COR concluded its regular session on Wednesday, 27 August, a 6:00 p.m. and agreed to review the
recommendationsin an additional session. For that purpose, an additional session was held on Saturday, 30
August, during which the recommendations were adopted (see Appendix 2).

13. Adjournment

After reviewing and adopting the recommendations on Saturday, 30 August, the Chair thanked the
delegations for their work and acknowledged the progress made and agreements reached. The COR
officially adjourned its meeting at 6:30 p.m.
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Appendix 2

Recommendations of the 16" meeting of the Review Committee (COR)

Recommendationsto the Secretariat:

1

10.

11.

12.

To update the document Possible infractions reported by governments as under investigation or
unanswered (2019-2023) with information from the Final Compliance Report from the
corresponding year, the Secretariat comments and CPC updates on the follow up actions, to
facilitate the COR review. The Fina Compliance Reports should be listed in chronological order
in one part of the password protected compliance webpage.

To ensurethat the Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft Provisional Compliance Report
are updated and comprehensively address the implementation of all conservation and management
measures adopted by the Commission (e.g. Resolution 24-02 paragraph 3).

To include in the “ Secretariat’s comments’ section of the Draft Provisional Compliance Report,
information on instances when a CPCs response is insufficient for the Secretariat to assign the
status of “ Resolved”.

To add a dropdown list that includes the different compliance statuses from Annex 2 in Resolution
C-22-02, to the Draft Provisional Compliance Report worksheet to facilitate the COR review.

To include, as the first table in the Provisional Compliance Overview, an updated color-coded
overview table of possible non-compliance cases like the one included in the presentation of the
Provisional Compliance Overview at the COR16.

To ensure that the presentation on the Provisional Compliance Overview is posted on the password
protected COR webpage fifteen days prior to the meeting and follows the same order as the
Provisional Compliance Overview document.

To ensure strict adherence to the procedures and deadlines established in Resolutions adopted by
the Commission to provide CPCs sufficient time for review of COR-rdated information and
documentation. All data or reports submitted after the deadline shall be automatically reflected in
the Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft provisional Compliance Report as a “Not
Resolved” and reviewed at the COR mesting.

To develop and present at the COR17, a document on the review of infraction trends, identifying
the thematic areas and Resolutions that require special attention as identified in the Priority
elements of a draft Work Plan for the COR.[ CAD]

When the Secretariat notifies the CPCs of a possible infraction, and it becomes necessary to clarify
the observer’s report, this shall be executed through an additional document attached to the report
explaining the reason for the changes made as aresult of the normal review process.

To ensure that purse seine observers from the observer program receive appropriate training to
record accurate information on FAD materia design, specifically for deployed FADs, noting that
the COR has dedlt with a large number of FAD materia possible non-compliance cases in recent
years.

To redact the vessel names in documents and reports that are displayed on screen and to virtual
attendees during the COR mesting.

To ensure that the Draft Provisional Compliance Overview and the Draft Provisional Compliance
Report providesinformation on the implementation by CPCs of obligationsin relation to paragraph
3 of Resolution C-24-02 for sport catch of PBF by all CPCs.
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Recommendationsto the Committee:

13.

14.

15.

16.

Following the conclusion of the next COR meeting, to make public a summary of the Final
Compliance Report, excluding confidentia information, after ensuring sufficient time for review
by the CPCs.

To conduct intersessiona work to further develop the Categorization of Non-Compliance Satus
and the Follow up Actions document, using document COR16-INF-A as a basis. The Chair will
lead this process, with the support of the Secretariat and seek input from al interested CPCs, to
produce a document for discussion during the next specia biennial meeting of the COR in 2026.
To ensure sufficient time is allocated for the specific point in the COR agendain future yearsto
review pending cases from previous years.

To review Resolutions and paragraphs provisionally marked “Resolved” in the Provisional Draft
Compliance Report by the relevant CPC to ensure the status reflects COR consideration.

Recommendationsto CPCs:

17.

18.

19.

To ensure strict adherence to the procedures and deadlines established in Resolutions adopted by
the Commission, in particular data submission, recalling that the delay submission of this
information compromises the capacity of the Secretariat to prepare the relevant compliance reports
and documents.

To provide the Secretariat with updates and information on the status or progress of outstanding
possible non-compliance cases from the previous years where the CPC has stated that an
investigation has started or for which the possible case of non-compliance is otherwise not marked
as “resolved”.

To include in the Standard questionnaire on compliance with IATTC resolutions an explanation
when assigning a “Non-Applicable (N/A)" or “Compliant” status to a given obligation. The
online/automated version of the questionnaire, when available, should not allow submission unless
such explanation is provided.

Recommendations to the Commission:

20.

21

22.

23.

To consider the Cooperating Non-Member status renewal request of Bolivia, Chile, Honduras,
Indonesia, Liberia, properly considering the absence of Honduras and Chile from the COR16
meseting and outstanding possible non-compliance cases for Honduras and Chile for the 2024
period.
To review and amend as appropriate, anong others, paragraph 4 of Resolution C-19-02 to extend
the period of the application of this provision, as well as to improve and clarify the process of
elaboration of the lUU vessel list.
To amend Annex 2 of Resolution C-22-02 to:
a.  Refine the definitions and criteria for all Possible Non-Compliance Issues Statuses to
ensure objective and consistent application.
b. Introduce adistinct status of “non-compliant” to be assigned in instances where a possible
non-compliance issue has been substantiated and confirmed.
To consider it a possible very serious non-compliance caseif avessal has exceeded its Active FAD
Limit by asignificant number or if avessel isover its Active FAD limit for more than 10 days.
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4h. Report of the 10" Meeting of the IATTC —WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the
management of Pacific bluefin tuna

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025

CHAIRS’ SUMMARY OF THE 10™ JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

IATTC-NC-JWG10-2025/00

AGENDA ITEM 1 OPENING OF THE MEETING

1. The 10th Session of the Joint IATTC and WCPFC-NC Working Group Meeting on the Management
of Pacific Bluefin Tuna (JWG-10) was held on 9 — 12 July 2025. The meeting was opened by co-chairs Mr.
Josh Madeira (USA, IATTC) and Mr. Masanori Miyahara (Japan, Northern Committee Chair).

2. Japan welcomed JWG members, observers, and participants, expressing gratitude to attendees
and special thanks to the co-chairs. Japan noted that this year features challenging measures including
long-term management and universal Monitoring Control and Surveillance (MCS) measures, emphasizing
that while these items are difficult and complicated, they are confident the JWG can make good progress.

3. A list of participants to the JIWG-10 is included in Annex A.

AGENDA ITEM 2 ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND MEETING PROCEDURES

4, Co-Chair Madeira outlined the meeting procedures and presented the provisional agenda for
adoption.

5. The provisional agenda was adopted (Annex B).

6. Mr. Samuel Coyle of Japan was appointed as rapporteur for the meeting.

AGENDA ITEM 3 REPORTS ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA MEASURES

7. The JWG reviewed WCPFC and IATTC members’ implementation reports regarding CMM 2024-01,

CMM 2024-02, Resolution C-24-02, and Resolution C-24-03. Co-Chair Miyahara explained that the
discussion would be conducted in two rounds: first, a discussion on the implementation of CMMs by each
party, and second, a review of the reports on MCS measures.

8. Japan asked Korea about current year fishing activities, specifically about a reported large purse
seine catch of 7,000 fish in July that could potentially cause overshooting of catch limits. Korea responded
that there was a significant PBF catch in late June or early July, and they were still compiling the exact catch
amount. Korea explained that their initial report showed purse seine catches did not exceed 600 metric
tons and they have reserved catch limits of more than 300 metric tons for unexpected situations.
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9. In response to questions from Japan, Korea subsequently provided additional information from
their relevant division, noting that they do not have recreational fisheries specifically targeting PBF but
that recreational fisheries catch small PBF from time to time due to high abundance in their waters. Korea
reported that recreational fisheries caught 358 individual PBF (0.83 metric tons) in 2023 and 526 individual
PBF (1.21 metric tons) in 2024, with catches consisting only of small fish due to gear configuration.
Regarding set nets, Korea reported having 155 total set net licenses (82 in Gangwon Province and 73 in
North Gyeongsang Province) that do not target PBF. Japan clarified that their 1,688 set net sites are
authorized to catch PBF, with many targeting PBF while others do not, and noted that Korea's recreational
catches should be counted against their catch limits as a mandatory requirement. Korea explained that
they count recreational fishery catches against their 2024 catch limits; they will continue to count against
future catch limits.

10. The USA asked Mexico about the number of pens holding PBF and whether Mexico also has pens
for yellowfin tuna. While they do not have the exact number, Mexico responded that Mexican farming
companies have limited capacity based on each company’s concession, and there are no pens for yellowfin
tuna. Japan asked Mexico about sports fishery data collection methods, noting that Mexico estimated
sports fishery catch to be 4 metric tons in 2024, and whether fishermen are required to provide catch
reports. Mexico responded that sports fishermen must fill out documents and there are port inspectors
who check vessel arrivals and communicate with fishermen.

11. Japan asked Chinese Taipei about the management of recreational sports fishermen, noting that
their catches should be counted under WCPFC measures. Chinese Taipei responded that they have laws
requiring recreational fishermen to obtain tags before landing PBF, and without tags, they are not allowed
to land.

12. In response to a question from Japan about how the USA manages the catch from their sport
fisheries, the USA responded that its recreational fisheries are robustly managed in a manner consistent
with its commercial fisheries through trip limits, bag limits, 100% logbook and near-real time reporting
requirements. Although the management of this fishery did not change between 2023 and 2024, US
recreational catches for PBF declined, and the number of fish caught to date in 2025 is also much lower
than the same period in 2024. Japan noted concerns about the gap between commercial and recreational
fishing trends, with commercial catches reducing by almost 40% while recreational catches increased
sharply to a record high of almost 2,000 metric tons in 2023, and asked how the USA plans to manage
sports fisheries under the new management procedure. Co-Chair Miyahara noted that this question was
relevant to discussions to occur in Agenda ltem 5.

13. Japan asked New Zealand about managing the sports fishery catch of PBF under WCPFC
conservation measures. New Zealand responded that they manage PBF recreational harvest by a
combined bag limit of 20 finfish per day, which differs from their southern bluefin tuna management
approach. Chinese Taipei requested information about New Zealand’s international trade partners, to
which New Zealand replied that in 2024, they exported PBF primarily to Japan and smaller amounts to the
USA, Australia, Canada, and Switzerland.

14. In response to a question from Japan about monitoring the number and average size of PBF caged
in farming pens, particularly when originally caught by purse seiners, Korea responded that they check the
amount of caging and harvest of PBF based on paper documents. Korea noted that government officials
and scientists visit the farms to monitor activities, although coverage is not 100%. Korea explained that
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farming activities for PBF are in their initial experimental stage, so going forward, they will consider making
necessary enhancements to their existing MCS system.

15. Japan asked Mexico to provide MCS information in written form for both WCPFC and IATTC
implementation reports. Regarding farming activities, Japan noted that Mexico’s purse seiners have 100%
observer coverage, but observers cannot identify the number of fish to be caged or the average size of
PBF to be caged, which is why video cameras are necessary. Japan asked whether Mexico’s operators use
video cameras to confirm the actual size of fish. Mexico responded that they have stereoscopic cameras
when transfer is done and that observers and inspectors have the possibility to get information about the
amount of fish transferred.

16. In response to questions from Japan about violations by sports fishermen, the USA reported that
they have never discovered any laundering of PBF and noted that while recreational fishermen are
prohibited from selling PBF on the market, a minimal number of violations have been identified and are
addressed. Japan noted that the USA sport fisheries caught almost 2,000 metric tons in 2023, which could
have a big impact, and stated that monitoring and enforcement measures are important. Japan explained
that in their case, they frequently identify violations during peak season that are subject to penalties, with
around 10 cases identified in their recreational fisheries almost every year, and expressed surprise that
USA sports fishermen caught 2,000 metric tons, but no violations were found.

17. Co-Chair Miyahara noted the need for a standardized MCS reporting format and tasked Japan with
creating a unified format for MCS reporting based on current CMM and IATTC resolutions. Japan agreed
to make efforts to create a format for reporting that would be used for next year’s reporting. Co-Chair
Miyahara asked Japan to create a draft skeleton of MCS measures for consideration at the JWG 11 meeting
next year. Japan noted that creating a draft skeleton of MCS measures is a challenging task and requested
assistance from other delegations during the intersessional period, stating that cooperation is necessary
to complete this work. Japan created a draft reporting template and explained that it allows members to
place their MCS activities according to existing obligations, and expressed hope that it would be helpful
for unified reporting. The template in Annex C was considered but could not be agreed upon. This template
will be sent to each commission for further consideration (Annex C).

18. No further discussions were held on the reports submitted by other members.

AGENDA ITEM 4 SCIENTIFIC INFORMATION ON PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
4.1 Catch limit scenario projections

19. Dr. Shuya Nakatsuka, the Chair of the ISC Pacific Bluefin Tuna Working Group (PBFWG), presented
updated projection results using the 2024 benchmark stock assessment. The PBFWG reviewed the
projection results, notably scenario 3 that reflects the current management measures (CMM 2024-01 and
C-24-02) and scenario 4 that maximizes the use of the conversion factor of small-fish quota to large-fish
quota. The PBFWG noted that the projection of new measures is only slightly more pessimistic compared
to the scenario 15 presented in 2024, while the projection of maximum application of the conversion
factor produced much more optimistic results.

20. The USA noted that in last year’s negotiations, it was important that any quota increases would
still allow for long-term increases to the biomass over time. They also noted the significant positive
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conservation benefits of transferring small fish to large fish, even after applying the conversion factor. The
USA asked about the confidence intervals related to scenario 3, noting that it is possible that the stock
could fall below the second rebuilding target over time, and inquired whether recruitment or other factors
may influence this possible outcome.

21. The PBFWG explained that the dotted lines represented the fifth and 95th percentiles, and the
main reason for the variance in projections is the assumption of recruitment variance, which creates the
width of the area. The PBFWG noted a small dip around 2030 reflecting slightly lower recruitment, but it
will be higher in the long term, with the width in the trajectory reflecting recruitment value assumptions.

22. Pew Charitable Trusts noted that Table 2 shows future projection scenarios and the probability of
overfishing according to various reference points. They expressed concern that under the new CMM, there
is a risk of overfishing depending on the level of the target and looked forward to more discussions on the
long-term harvest strategy to prevent an overfishing situation in the future.

4.2 Research on migratory patterns

23. The PBFWG explained that they had not received any additional requests from the Northern
Committee as referred to in last year’s report, and there had not been a formal request to ISC on this
matter. The PBFWG noted that stock structure and distribution are key information for understanding
stock and fundamental for stock assessment, and are of great interest for many scientists, much broader
than ISCitself. The PBFWG stated that there are many studies regarding migratory patterns, but they were
not quite sure what was being requested, and if the JWG or the NC wants specific information on migratory
patterns, they would need specific instructions.

24, The USA appreciated the information presented by ISC and noted that there are many studies
describing migration patterns and documenting historical harvests. They stated they did not want to divert
PBFWG too far from their existing schedule, specifically the peer review next year, and suggested a path
forward might be to identify references that document migration patterns and list those references to
satisfy the request. They suggested the JWG could recommend to the NC that this could be a path forward.
The JWG recommended that the NC task the ISC to compile existing references that document migration
patterns and present them to WCPFC22.

4.3 Review of conversion factors

25. The PBFWG presented analysis regarding conversion factors for swapping catch quotas between
Pacific bluefin tuna fishery sectors while maintaining overall fishing intensity. The analysis calculated
conversion factors among WCPO small to WCPO large and WCPO large to EPO, and can be used to convert
between all fishery sectors.

26. The PBFWG noted that the results could vary if conditions such as selectivity of fleets or natural
mortality are different from those assumed, and that transfers of TAC between the EPO and WCPO based

on a prescribed fishery impact ratio would be more consistent with how the impact between EPO and
WCPO was calculated for the Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE).

4.4 Reports from WCPFC-SC and IATTC-SAC
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27. The JWG acknowledged that the 21st meeting of the WCPFC Scientific Committee (August 13-21,
2025, Tonga) would occur after JWG-10, hence no SC outcomes were available for this meeting.

28. The IATTC representative reported that the 16th SAC meeting took place in June. The SAC
endorsed the recommendations from the IATTC scientific staff, who made four recommendations: (1)
reference points should be adopted, taking into consideration those in SAC-14; (2) choose one of the
harvest control rules and test using MSE, considering performance relative to possible reference points for
PBF and other performance metrics; (3) recruitment should be monitored, and the harvest strategy should
include provisions for exceptional circumstances; and (4) future work should focus on improving harvest
control rules to ensure they are robust.

AGENDA ITEM 5 LONG-TERM HARVEST STRATEGY
5.1 Development of the long-term harvest strategy

29. Co-Chair Madeira acknowledged the significant progress made to date and thanked the ISC for
their work to complete the MSE analysis and final report. He noted that the JWG had received the final
MSE results just two weeks prior to the meeting and that all results had been posted for review.

30. Co-Chair Madeira emphasized that the current long-term harvest strategy for PBF was outdated
and should be updated in both commissions as a matter of priority. He noted that the JWG was expected
to recommend a comprehensive long-term harvest strategy in 2025 and that it was anticipated to be
implemented in 2026. Further, he noted that the IATTC resolution C-24-03 was a two-year measure that
would need to be negotiated in 2026.

31. Co-Chair Madeira outlined the key elements that must be included in the long-term harvest
strategy agreement, as required by WCPFC CMM 2022-03 and relevant IATTC resolutions, including
management objectives, acceptable levels of risk, reference points, monitoring strategy, harvest control
rules, and the MSE framework itself for future testing of different harvest control rules.

5.2 Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE)

32. Dr. Desiree Tommasi, representing the PBFWG, provided a summary of the final results of the MSE.
She explained that the MSE examined the performance of candidate management procedures for PBF
relative to the set of objectives agreed upon by the JWG using a closed-loop computer simulation that
accounted for uncertainty in observations, assessment models, and implementation.

33. Dr. Tommasi described the management procedures as model-based harvest strategies that
estimate stock status from an estimation model, specify a harvest control rule (HCR) to be applied, and
establish TAC by fleet segment: TAC Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), TAC WCPO small fish, and TAC WCPO
large fish.

34, Dr. Tommasi explained that performance was evaluated based on four categories: safety, status,
stability, and yield. For safety performance, the objective was to maintain less than 20% probability of the
stock falling below the limit reference point (LRP), with all HCRs showing less than 10% probability of
breaching the IATTC's interim LRP. All HCRs except for HCRs 6 and 14 were also able to maintain a low
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probability (<20%) of breaching the second interim rebuilding target of 20%SSBF=0. For status
performance, the objective was to maintain fishing mortality at or below the target level with at least 50%
probability, with all HCRs achieving at least 50% probability of maintaining fishing mortality at or below
their target levels.

35. Dr. Tommasi noted that stability performance aimed to limit changes in overall catch limits
between management periods to no more than 25% unless the stock was below the LRP, while yield
performance focused on maintaining an equitable balance in proportional fishery impact between the
WCPO and EPO, maximizing yield over medium and long terms. She emphasized that HCRs with the highest
probability of spawning stock biomass (SSB) being at or above the second rebuilding target had the lowest
yield metrics and vice versa, demonstrating clear tradeoffs between safety and yield objectives.

36. Following the presentation, China sought clarification on the MSE projection timeframe, noting
that the projection period seemed short compared to the PBF lifespan of 15-20 years, suggesting a 30—40-
year timeframe might be more appropriate. Dr. Nakatsuka responded that the projection was based on
the generation time of 8-9 years rather than maximum age, covering more than two generations.

5.3 Recommendations on the long-term harvest strategy

37. Co-Chair Madeira requested members to share their priorities regarding the MSE results and
management objectives, emphasizing the need for discussion on tradeoffs between safety, status, stability,
and yield objectives that had been previously agreed upon by the JWG.

38. The JWG reaffirmed that the four management objective categories—safety, status, stability, and
yield—were all equally important and had been agreed upon through extensive discussions 2-3 years
earlier. Members emphasized that economic factors and equitable fishery impacts were important
considerations, with priority given to ensuring the PBF stock never becomes heavily depleted again and
biomass is maintained above the second rebuilding target. Several members noted that attention should
focus on the performance of HCRs rather than revisiting management objectives.

39. Japan expressed preference for HCR 5, noting that according to the MSE simulation, relationships
between yield and performance were demonstrated. Japan noted that all HCRs except 6 and 14 showed a
< 20% probability of SSB falling below 20%SSBF=0, indicating that safety criteria were met for most HCRs.
Japan emphasized that some HCRs, like 1, 2, 3, 9, 10, and 11, showed the possibility of significant TAC
reduction when the stock falls, indicating low stability in terms of fishery management and harvest.

40. The USA expressed support for HCRs 9 to 16, as these scenarios support the 70:30 West-East
allocation, which is an important aspect for the USA, given that EPO historically had a much larger impact.
The USA emphasized the importance for their stakeholders to gain a more equitable portion of the harvest
and favored scenarios with defined targets and limit reference points, which eliminated HCRs 5, 6, 7, 13,
14, and 15 from consideration.

41. New Zealand noted that modifications to the 2024 benchmark may have resulted in optimism and
emphasized that the sustainability of stock was paramount, not wanting to lose the recovery, especially
considering climate change. New Zealand stated their preference for two HCRs that most closely aligned
with their domestic harvest strategy standards: HCRs 3 and 11. New Zealand noted that their harvest
strategy standard specifies a default soft limit which is analogous to the WCPFC LRP of 20%SSBF=0.
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42. Korea explained that they have not established a definitive position on the selection of HCRs,
noting they did not want to rush to make important decisions without adequate time to digest the
information that had been made available only two to three weeks prior. Korea noted that, regarding
concerns about the absence of LRP in some HCR scenarios, the important point was to keep the stock safe
regardless of terminology, emphasizing attention to the yield and safety relationship.

43, Chinese Taipei supported Japan’s position, agreeing that all HCRs except 6 and 14 could ensure
the stock would remain at a safe level. Chinese Taipei expressed support for HCR 5, because it is easier to
communicate with the stakeholders since part of its concept has already been implemented and it has
proven effective in achieving the rebuilding targets.

44, In relation to HCR 5, Korea reiterated its previous statement made during the intersessional JWG
meeting that was held in Monterey that reverting back to the level of CMM 2021-02 in the event of the
SSB falling below the LRP of 20%SSBFO would not necessarily mean that the catch limit allocation to each
country would be the same as what is in that CMM.

45. Japan further stated that HCR 5 was the most suitable option it could accept among the 16 options.
Japan noted that its stakeholders have endured significant sacrifices in implementing strict CMMs,
including a 50% decrease in small fish catch limits. Japan stressed that more ambitious HCRs would not be
workable for their stakeholders, particularly given the extensive fisheries operations in their exclusive
economic zone, territorial waters, and internal waters.

46. Japan also stated that it does not agree to drop HCRs 6 and 14, since they provide sufficient safety
with the probability of stock falling below 20%SSBF=0 at around 23%, which maintains the stock above the
IATTC LRP of 7.7%SSBF=0 with very high probability.

47. The USA expressed disagreement with Japan’s position, emphasizing that the JWG should not
jeopardize the hard-won rebuilding success by accepting any HCR that could allow the stock to fall below
20%SSBF=0. The USA argued that establishing a 20%SSBF=0 LRP would be the minimum acceptable
threshold, noting that if the stock fell below this level, fishing effort should be reduced to minimal levels.
The USA also clarified that it would prefer an F-target of 40% to prioritize safety.

48. Following bilateral discussions, Japan reported that while some progress had been made,
significant gaps in opinions remained between the delegations. The USA reiterated its position that
establishing a 20%SSBF=0 LRP would be essential for preventing backward movement.

49, The JWG noted general views to continue discussions on an appropriate range of F-targets, with a
preliminary focus on consideration of a 25% to 30% range for future HCR selection, noting the need to
consider together with other elements of HCR as a package.

50. Japan questioned the implication of changing the management cycle to two years from three years
in the long-term harvest strategy. ISC replied that the shorter management cycle leads to responsive
management, in general, including earlier response to recruitment drops. ISC further explained that the
safety performance might be similar even when deploying a two-year management cycle.

51. The JWG requested that the ISC develop guidance and criteria for defining exceptional
circumstances, particularly with respect to risks related to low recruitment, and provide them to the JWG.
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52. The JWG noted that exceptional circumstances procedures would be important regardless of the
selected HCR, particularly for addressing potential recruitment drops.

53. The JWG acknowledged that while agreement on specific HCRs had not been reached, there was
unanimous appreciation to the ISC for the excellent work on the MSE, noting that the quality of the
scientific work remained outstanding regardless of the difficulty in reaching consensus on HCR selection.

54. The JWG re-emphasized its commitment to agree to a long-term harvest strategy based on the
MSE and the intention to keep the stock above the second rebuilding target. The members committed to
holding intersessional discussions to advance the long-term harvest strategy, as outlined in the workplan.

55. The JWG recognized the success of the rebuilding efforts and the significant impacts these had on
stakeholders, acknowledging the considerable efforts made by all parties. The JWG expressed a strong
commitment that no one wanted to see the stock fall back below the 20% rebuilding target. The JWG also
noted broad agreement on the importance of protecting Age-O fish as a key element of future
management measures.

AGENDA ITEM 6 REVIEW OF CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES FOR PACIFIC
BLUEFIN TUNA

56. No discussions were held on this agenda item.

AGENDA ITEM 7 CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME

57. Mr. Shingo Ota (Japan), Chair of the 6th Joint Working Group on Catch Documentation Scheme
Technical Meeting (JWG-CDS-06), presented the key outcomes of the technical meeting held on 9 July
2025.

58. Mexico expressed appreciation for the Chair’s Summary Report and noted that it contained fishing
methods that are not used across regions. Mexico observed that while the resolutions would have
essentially the same content in both commissions, there would be some differences based on what is
permitted or does not exist in the respective commissions. Mexico requested that this distinction be
reflected in the report.

59. In response, Mr. Ota acknowledged Mexico’s comment and confirmed that he would consult with
the rapporteur to include additional text in the summary to address this point before submitting the
revised document to the Secretariat.

60. Co-Chair Miyahara asked if there were any other comments on the Chair’s Summary Report. With
the single amendment proposed by Mexico, the JWG adopted the report.

AGENDA ITEM 8 NEXT JWG MEETING

61. The JWG affirmed the commitment to complete work related to the long-term harvest strategy,
catch documentation scheme, and amendments to MCS in 2026. To achieve these goals, the JWG propose
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the following work plan:

2025:

e JWG Members work to support progress on the long-term harvest strategy through bilateral
and multilateral meetings conducted on the margins of the IATTC and WCPFC meetings. JWG
Members will communicate their preferences to the JWG Co-Chairs by December 2025 so that
they can make arrangements for virtual or in-person intersessional meeting(s) as needed.

e ISC begins work to develop guidance and criteria for defining exceptional circumstances,
particularly with respect to risks related to low recruitment, to be provided to JWG-11.

2026:

e The JWG will hold intersessional meetings as needed to finalize the long-term harvest strategy
at IWG-11.

e JWG recommends a long-term harvest strategy, including additional management measures
triggered by exceptional circumstances, which will be implemented in 2027.

e JWG recommends a CDS CMM/resolution.

e JWG recommends amendments to the existing MCS CMM/resolution after reviewing reports
on the implementation of PBF measures.

62. The JWG considered the tentative date and location for the JWG-11 meeting in 2026. After the
discussion, the JWG agreed that the next meeting would be scheduled for July 8 - 11 in Japan, subject to
final confirmation of arrangements.

63. The JWG noted that the 7th Joint Working Group on Catch Documentation Scheme Technical
Meeting (JWG-CDS07) would be held in conjunction with JWG11, with the duration to be determined
based on progress made in intersessional work.

AGENDA ITEM 9 OTHER BUSINESS

64. Korea expressed appreciation for the collective efforts of all JWG members and noted that the
2024 scientific assessments demonstrate that PBF stock is in rapid recovery, meeting rebuilding targets
ahead of schedule. Korea emphasized that this success has created new realities for coastal states,
including unprecedented increases in PBF abundance in Korean waters, likely due to climate change
altering migratory patterns and distribution. While coastal states of the WCPFC hold the rights to manage
highly migratory species in their territorial and archipelagic waters, Korea noted that they have voluntarily
participated in the international management framework with limited catch limits based on historical
records, these rigid historical quotas are creating severe socio-economic strain on coastal fishing
communities who face economic hardship while seeing abundant resources in their traditional fishing
grounds. Korea stated that the remarkable recovery must translate into adaptive and equitable
management, emphasizing that the long-term management framework should fully consider the current
state of the resource and the legitimate rights and needs of coastal states experiencing dramatic changes
in stock distribution, and reaffirmed their commitment to sustainable PBF management while identifying
ensuring the livelihoods of fishing communities as a top priority (Annex E).
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AGENDA ITEM 10 ADOPTION OF REPORT

65. The IATTC-NC JWG10 adopted the report.

AGENDA ITEM 11 CLOSE OF MEETING

66. The meeting was brought to a close at 11:12 AM on 12 July 2025.

247



ANNEXES

Annex A — List of participants

Annex B — Agenda

Annex C — Draft Reporting Template of CMM 2024-02 / Resolution C-24-03
Annex D — Chair’'s Summary of 6th CDS Technical Meeting

Annex E — Korea’s statement

248



JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025

Annex A

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CO-CHAIR

Josh Madeira

Monterey Bay Aquarium

Director of Policy & Stakeholder Engagement
jmadeira@mbayag.org

CO-CHAIR

Masanori Miyahara

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Advisor to the Minister of Agriculture, Forestry
and Fisheries

masamiyafajl@gmail.com

CDS Technical Meeting CHAIR

Shingo Ota

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Special Adviser to the Minister of Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries

shingo ota810@maff.go.ip

CANADA

Kristen Cote

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Senior Policy Advisor
kristen.cote@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

Sarah Hawkshaw

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Biologist
sarah.hawkshaw@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

249

CHINA

Fanshugqi

Shanghai Ocean University
assistant scientist
1582187049@qg.com

Li Yan

China Overseas Fisheries Association
Deputy Director of Highseas Fisheries
liyan@cofa.net.cn

Zhe Geng

Shanghai Ocean University
Stock Assessment Scientist
zgeng@shou.edu.cn

FlI

Epi Batibasaga

Head of Delegation
Ministry of Fisheries
Fisheries Officer
batibasaga@gmail.com

Moses Mataika

Ministry of Fisheries
Fisheries Officer - Data
mataika.moses@gmail.com

JAPAN

Takumi Fukuda

Fisheries Agency of Japan
Resource Management Department
takumi_fukuda720@maff.go.ip



mailto:jmadeira@mbayaq.org
mailto:1582187049@qq.com
mailto:masamiyafaj1@gmail.com
mailto:shingo_ota810@maff.go.jp
mailto:kristen.cote@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
mailto:liyan@cofa.net.cn
mailto:zgeng@shou.edu.cn
mailto:batibasaga@gmail.com
mailto:mataika.moses@gmail.com
mailto:sarah.hawkshaw@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
mailto:takumi_fukuda720@maff.go.jp

Akari Oonami

Fisheries Agency of Japany
staff
akari_onami830@maff.go.jp

Anna Inomata

Fisheries Agency of Japan
Staff
anna_inomata570@maff.go.jp

Hidetoshi Ito

Taiyo A & F Co., Ltd.

Director
hid-itou@maruha-nichiro.co.jp

Hirofumi Niiyama

Hokkaido Bluefin Tuna Association
vice chairman
bluefin@bf.hokkaidooffice.jp

Hirohide Matsushima
Fisheries Agency of Japan
International Affairs Division

Hiromu Fukuda

Fisheries Research and Education Agency of
Japan, Fisheries Resources Institute

Head, Bluefin Tunas Group, Highly Migrately
Resources Division

fukuda hiromu57 @fra.go.jp

Katsuya Sato

Fisheries Agency of Japan
staff

katsuya sato770@maff.go.jp

Kazushige Hazama

National Offshore Tuna Fisheries Association of
Japan

Manager

hazama@kinkatsukyo.or.jp

Keiko Imoto

"Sanin purse seine Fisheries cooperative
association"

Associate Director

imoto@sanmaki.jp

250

Kengo Tanaka

All Japan Purse Seine Fisheries Association
Managing Director
zenmakiO5@atlas.plala.or.jp

Kenichi Sakuragi

Fisheries Department

Director

kenichi sakuragi@kyokuyo.co.jp

Kenji Aoki

Nitto Suisan

Managing Director
kenji.aoki@nittosuisan.com

Kirara Nishikawa

Fisheries Resources Institute, FRA

Scientist, Bluefin Tunas Group, Highly Migratory
Resource Division

nishikawa kirara68@fra.go.jp

Mako iioka

Fisheries Agency of Japany
Fisheries Agency of Japany
mako _iioka540@maff.go.jp

Meiko Kawahara

Taiyo A & F Co., Ltd.

Deputy General Manager
m-kawahara@maruha-nichiro.co.jp

Nobushige Shimizu

Fisheries Agency of Japany

Staff

nobushige shimizu640@maff.go.jp

Norio Takahashi

Highly migrately resources division, Japan
Fisheries Resources Institute

Senior Scientist

takahashi norio91@fra.go.jp

Ryusuke Sakamoto

Ishikawa Prefecture Fisheries Division
Chief Engineer
ryu-saka@pref.ishikawa.lg.jp



mailto:akari_onami830@maff.go.jp
mailto:zenmaki05@atlas.plala.or.jp
mailto:anna_inomata570@maff.go.jp
mailto:kenichi_sakuragi@kyokuyo.co.jp
mailto:hid-itou@maruha-nichiro.co.jp
mailto:kenji.aoki@nittosuisan.com
mailto:bluefin@bf.hokkaidooffice.jp
mailto:fukuda_hiromu57@fra.go.jp
mailto:nishikawa_kirara68@fra.go.jp
mailto:mako_iioka540@maff.go.jp
mailto:m-kawahara@maruha-nichiro.co.jp
mailto:katsuya_sato770@maff.go.jp
mailto:nobushige_shimizu640@maff.go.jp
mailto:hazama@kinkatsukyo.or.jp
mailto:takahashi_norio91@fra.go.jp
mailto:imoto@sanmaki.jp
mailto:ryu-saka@pref.ishikawa.lg.jp

Sakura Ito

Fisheries Agency of Japan
Staff
sakura_ito700@maff.go.jp

Samuel Coyle

Fisheries Agency of Japan
Staff
coyle@urbanconnections.jp

Satoshi Miyazaki

Agricultural and Marine Products Office, Trade
Control Department, Ministry of Economy,
Trade and Industry

Assistant Director
miyazaki-satoshi@meti.go.jp

Shuya Nakatsuka

Fisheries Resources Institute

Deputy Director, Highly Migratory Resources
Division

nakatsuka shuya49@fra.go.ip

Susumu Oikawa

Taiyo A& F Co., Ltd.

Managing Director
s-oikawa@maruha-nichiro.co.jp

Takashi Kouyama

Taiyo A&F Co., Ltd.
Deputy General Manager
t-kouyama@maruha-nichiro.co.jp

Tetsuya Kunito

Federation of North Pacific District Purse Seine
Fisheries Cooperative Associations of Japan
Section Manager

tetsuya kunito920@kitamaki.jp

Yoshihiro Notomi

National Offshore Tuna Fisheries Association of
Japan

Managing Director

notomi@kinkatsukyo.or.jp

Yuji Uozumi
Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association

Adviser
REPUBLIC OF KOREA

llkang Na
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
Multilateral Fisheries Negotiator

ikna@korea.kr

Heewon Park
National Institue of Fisheries Science(NIFS)
Republic of Korea

Hong Seo Jin

National Fishery Products Quality Management
Service

English editor

Jae-geol Yang

Korea Overseas Fisheries Cooperation Center
Policy Analyst

jg718@kofci.org

Jung-re Riley Kim

Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
Head of Fisheries Negotiation Unit
riley1126@korea.kr

Min-kyung Kim

National Fishery Products Quality Management
Service (NFQS)

Assistant director

kyung91206@korea.kr

PHILIPPINES

Isidro Tanangonan

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources
Aquaculturist Il
itanangonan@bfar.da.gov.ph

Joeren Yleana

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources
Supervising Aquaculturist
joerenyleana@yahoo.com



mailto:sakura_ito700@maff.go.jp
mailto:coyle@urbanconnections.jp
mailto:miyazaki-satoshi@meti.go.jp
mailto:nakatsuka_shuya49@fra.go.jp
mailto:ikna@korea.kr
mailto:jg718@kofci.org
mailto:s-oikawa@maruha-nichiro.co.jp
mailto:riley1126@korea.kr
mailto:t-kouyama@maruha-nichiro.co.jp
mailto:tetsuya_kunito920@kitamaki.jp
mailto:notomi@kinkatsukyo.or.jp
mailto:kyung91206@korea.kr
mailto:itanangonan@bfar.da.gov.ph
mailto:joerenyleana@yahoo.com

CHINESE TAIPEI

Shao-Wei Lu

Head of Delegation
shaowei0220@ms1.fa.gov.tw

Associate Technical Specialist,

Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture

Shui-Kai Chang

Graduate Institue of Marine Affairs,
National Sun Yat-sen University
Professor
skchang@faculty.nsysu.edu.tw

Joseph Chia-Chi Fu

joseph@ofdc.org.tw

CEOQ,

Overseas Fisheries Development Council

Tzu-Ching Yu

evan@ofdc.org.tw

Project Manager,

Overseas Fisheries Development Council

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Christa Marie Svensson
PFMC

Commissioner
cmsvensson@gmail.com

Alex Kahl

NOAA Fisheries - Pacific Islands Regional Office
International Fisheries

alex.kahl@noaa.gov

Andrew Lawler

NOAA

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
International Fisheries
andrew.lawler@noaa.gov

Dave Rudie

PEMC

Chair HMSAS
rudie.dave@gmail.com

252

Desiree Tommasi

Fisheries Collaborative Program, University of
California Santa Cruz

Project Scientist

detommas@ucsc.edu

Dorothy Lowman

Lowman and Associates
Owner/ Consultant
dmlowman0l@comcast.net

Emily Reynolds

NOAA Fisheries, Pacific Islands Regional Office
Fishery Policy Analyst
emily.reynolds@noaa.gov

Huihua Lee

Southwest Fisheries Science Center, NMFS
Research Mathematical Statistician
huihua.lee@noaa.gov

Jason Philibotte

NOAA Fisheries

International Fisheries, Division Chief
jason.philibotte@noaa.gov

Joshlyn Cardoza

AAFA

Assistant director of operations
admin@americanalbacore.com

Kerry Griffin

Pacific Fishery Management Council
Staff Officer - Highly Migratory Species
kerry.griffin@pcouncil.org

Kosha Arabi
MAGUROHANTA,LLC
Manager
info@magurohanta.com

Larry Phillips

American Sportfishing Association
Pacific Fisheries Policy Director
Iphillips@asafishing.org

Lucy Bulkeley
NOAA WCR HMS


mailto:shaowei0220@ms1.fa.gov.tw
mailto:skchang@faculty.nsysu.edu.tw
mailto:joseph@ofdc.org.tw
mailto:evan@ofdc.org.tw
mailto:cmsvensson@gmail.com
mailto:detommas@ucsc.edu
mailto:dmlowman01@comcast.net
mailto:emily.reynolds@noaa.gov
mailto:huihua.lee@noaa.gov
mailto:jason.philibotte@noaa.gov
mailto:admin@americanalbacore.com
mailto:alex.kahl@noaa.gov
mailto:kerry.griffin@pcouncil.org
mailto:andrew.lawler@noaa.gov
mailto:rudie.dave@gmail.com
mailto:info@magurohanta.com
mailto:lphillips@asafishing.org

IATTC Policy Support
lucille.bulkeley@noaa.gov

Mike Conroy

West Coast Fisheries Consultants
President

Mike@wecofm.com

Mike Thompson

US COMMISSIONER / IATTC
REC fisheries rep
thompsonmike148@gmail.com

Rachael Wadsworth

NOAA Fisheries

Fishery Policy Analyst
rachael.wadsworth@noaa.gov

Rachel Ryan

U.S. Department of State
Foreign Affairs Officer
RyanRL@state.gov

Roger Dang
Fresh Island Fish Co.
General Manager

Ryan Wulff

NOAA

ARA for Sustainable Fisheries
ryan.wulff@noaa.gov

Sarah Malloy

NOAA Fisheries

Regional Administrator, Pacific Islands Regional
Office

sarah.malloy@noaa.gov

Steven Teo

NOAA Fisheries

Research Fisheries Biologist
steve.teo@noaa.gov

Stuart Chikami
Western Pacific Fisheries, Inc.
Manager

253

Theresa Labriola

Wild Oceans

Pacific Program Director
tlabriola@wildoceans.org

Valerie Post

NOAA Fisheries
Fishery Policy Analyst
valerie.post@noaa.gov

VANUATU

Lucy Joy

Vanuatu Fisheries Department
Principal Data Officer
lioy@fisheries.gov.vu

Rocky Kaku

Vanuatu Fisheries Department
Research officer
rky.kaku@gmail.com

MEXICO

Martha Betancourt Aguirre
FIDEMAR

Member of delegation
martha.betancourt@uabc.edu.mx

Michel Dreyfus Leon
FIDEMAR

In charge of research
mchldryfs@gmail.com

NEW ZEALAND

Robert Gear

Ministry for Primary Industries

Manager, Highly Migratory Species and Pacific
Fisheries Team

robert.gear@mpi.govt.nz

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA
COMMISSION (IATTC)

Brad Wiley
IATTC
Policy Officer


mailto:lucille.bulkeley@noaa.gov
mailto:Mike@wecofm.com
mailto:thompsonmike148@gmail.com
mailto:rachael.wadsworth@noaa.gov
mailto:RyanRL@state.gov
mailto:ryan.wulff@noaa.gov
mailto:sarah.malloy@noaa.gov
mailto:steve.teo@noaa.gov
mailto:tlabriola@wildoceans.org
mailto:valerie.post@noaa.gov
mailto:ljoy@fisheries.gov.vu
mailto:rky.kaku@gmail.com
mailto:martha.betancourt@uabc.edu.mx
mailto:mchldryfs@gmail.com
mailto:robert.gear@mpi.govt.nz

bwiley@iattc.org

Mark Maunder

IATTC

Head of stock assessment program
mmaunder@iattc.org

NORTH PACIFIC MARINES SCIENCE
ORGANIZATION (PICES)

Kathryn Berry
BECI Science Director
Kathryn.berry@pices.int

PACIFICISLAND FORUM FISHERIES AGENCY
SECRETARIAT

Marina Abas

Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA)
Fisheries Management Advisor
marina.abas@ffa.int

Joyce Samuelu Ah-leong

Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA)
Fisheries Management Adviser
joyce.samuelu-ahleong@ffa.int

MARINE STEWARDSHIP COUNCIL

Bill Holden

Marine Stewardship Council

Senior Tuna Fisheries Outreach Manager
bill.holden@msc.org

MONTEREY BAY AQUARIUM

Andre Boustany
Monterey Bay Aquarium
Director of Science
aboustany@mbayag.org

OCEAN GOVERNANCE INSTITUTE (OGl)

Hiroshi Ohta

The Ocean Governance Institute (OGlI)
Director-General

hohta21@gmail.com

254

Isao Sakaguchi

Gakushuin University

Professor
isao.sakaguchi@gakushuin.ac.jp

Yasuhiro Sanada
Ocean Governance Institute
Chief Research Officer

THE OCEAN FOUNDATION

Emil Aalto

Stanford University
Research Scientist
aalto@stanford.edu

THE PEW CHARITABLE TRUSTS (PEW)

Dave Gershman

Senior Officer, RFMO Policy-International
Fisheries

dgershman@pewtrusts.org

WORLD WIDE FUND FOR NATURE (WWF)

Shuhei Uematsu
Manager of Fisheries Resource Management
uematsu@wwf.or.jp

WCPFC SECRETARIAT

Rhea Moss-Christian

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Executive Director
rhea.moss-christian@wcpfc.int

Eidre Sharp

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Deputy Compliance Manager
Eidre.Sharp@wcpfc.int

Elaine G. Garvilles

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Assistant Science Manager
Elaine.Garvilles@wcpfc.int



mailto:bwiley@iattc.org
mailto:mmaunder@iattc.org
mailto:Kathryn.berry@pices.int
mailto:marina.abas@ffa.int
mailto:joyce.samuelu-ahleong@ffa.int
mailto:bill.holden@msc.org
mailto:aboustany@mbayaq.org
mailto:hohta21@gmail.com
mailto:isao.sakaguchi@gakushuin.ac.jp
mailto:aalto@stanford.edu
mailto:dgershman@pewtrusts.org
mailto:uematsu@wwf.or.jp
mailto:rhea.moss-christian@wcpfc.int
mailto:Eidre.Sharp@wcpfc.int
mailto:Elaine.Garvilles@wcpfc.int

Emma N. Mori

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Project Management Assistant
emma.mori@wcpfc.int

Hilary Ayrton

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Fisheries Management and Compliance Adviser
hilary.ayrton@wcpfc.int

Lara Manarangi-Trott

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Compliance Manager
Lara.Manarangi-Trott@wcpfc.int

Lucille Martinez

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)
Administrative Officer
lucille.martinez@wcpfc.int

Nicole Solomon

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)
Secretary/Receptionist
nicole.solomon@wcpfc.int

Simson Nanpei

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

IT Officer

simson.nanpei@wcpfc.int

SungKwon Soh

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

Science Manager
sungkwon.soh@wcpfc.int

Tim Jones

Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC)

IT Manager

tim.jones@wcpfc.int

255


mailto:emma.mori@wcpfc.int
mailto:hilary.ayrton@wcpfc.int
mailto:Lara.Manarangi-Trott@wcpfc.int
mailto:lucille.martinez@wcpfc.int
mailto:nicole.solomon@wcpfc.int
mailto:simson.nanpei@wcpfc.int
mailto:sungkwon.soh@wcpfc.int
mailto:tim.jones@wcpfc.int

Annex B

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025

AGENDA

4.1

4.2

OPENING OF THE MEETING

ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND MEETING PROCEDURES

Any additional issues raised here will be covered under the agenda OTHER BUSINESS.
REPORTS ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA MEASURES

Each CCM or CPC involved in Pacific bluefin tuna fisheries and/or farming shall submit a
report to the Executive Director on implementing relevant measures by 15 June each year.

JWG10 will review implementation reports from WCPFC and IATTC Members regarding
CMM 2024-01, CMM 2024-02, RESOLUTION C-24-02, and RESOLUTION C-24-03. CCMs
and CPCs are reminded that new measures related to Monitoring Control and Surveillance
(MCS) are now in force per WCPFC CMM 2024-02 and IATTC Resolution C-24-03. These
new reporting obligations will be reviewed by JWG-10 and subsequently reviewed by the
appropriate committees at WCPFC and IATTC.

SCIENTIFICINFORMATION ON PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

Catch limit scenario projections

The ISC Pacific Bluefin Tuna Working Group (PBFWG) will provide JWG10 with updates on
projection results based on CMM 2024-01 and Resolution C-24-02 using the 2024
benchmark stock assessment, as requested by JWG-09.

Research on migratory patterns

The PBFWG will provide an update on research on Pacific bluefin tuna migratory patterns,
as requested by WCPFC21.
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4.3

4.4

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

Review of conversion factors

The PBFWG will provide analysis regarding conversion factors to inform discussions on
long-term harvest strategy and review of conservation and management measures.

Reports from WCPFC-SC and IATTC-SAC

The 21t meeting of the WCPFC Scientific Committee (August 13-21, 2025, Tonga) will
occur after JWG10; hence, no SC outcome will be available.

IATTC will present key outcomes from the 16" Meeting of the Scientific Advisory
Committee (May 26 — June 6, 2025, San Diego).

LONG-TERM HARVEST STRATEGY
Development of the long-term harvest strategy

The Co-Chairs will provide a summary of the development of the long-term harvest
strategy to date and expectations for 2025.

Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE)

The PBFWG will provide the results of the MSE and any relevant guidance provided by ISC
in June 2025.

Recommendations on the long-term harvest strategy

JWG-10 will discuss harvest strategy elements, including reference points and
management procedures, and make recommendations for consideration by NC21 and
IATTC.

Review the workplan

JWG-10 will review the workplan for the long-term harvest strategy and recommend next
steps to consider and incorporate new information.

REVIEW OF CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES FOR PACIFIC BLUEFIN
TUNA
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7.

10.

11.

JWG10 will review relevant CMMs and Resolutions and propose any revisions, including
any amendments to align with the long-term harvest strategy, as needed and
appropriate.

CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME

The Chair of the CDS Technical Meeting will present key outcomes. JWG10 will review
progress on:
« Development of the electronic Pacific Bluefin Catch Documentation System
(ePBCD),
« Draftinga CMM/Resolution to establish a PBF Catch Documentation Scheme.
NEXT JWG MEETING

The JWG10 will consider the tentative date and location of the JIWG11 meeting in 2026,
including the duration of the CDS Technical Meeting.

OTHER BUSINESS
Issues raised under Agenda Item 2 will be discussed here.
ADOPTION OF REPORT

CLOSE OF MEETING
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Annex C

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025
Draft Reporting Template of Conservation and Management Measure 2024-02 for the
Monitoring, Controlling, and Surveillance of Pacific Bluefin Tuna
/ Resolution C-24-03 on Monitoring and Control Measures for the Bluefin Tuna Fishery in the EPO

Related provisions of CMM 2024-02/Resolution C-24-03

2. Each CCM/CPC that has Pacific bluefin tuna fisheries and/or farming shall report to the Executive
Director/Director by 15 June each year on the implementation of its monitoring and control
measures it has taken in the previous calendar year to ensure its compliance with CMM2024-
01/Resolution C-24-02 that include the following components:

3. CCMs/CPCs that do not have Pacific bluefin tuna fisheries and/or farming, shall report to the
WCPF/IATTC Secretariat annually any by-catches of Pacific bluefin tuna under paragraph 9 of CMM
2024-01/footnote 1 of Resolution C-24-02.

2(1) Monitoring and control measures for fisheries
a. Registration of commercial fishing vessels that
are authorized to fish for Pacific bluefin

tuna (including the WCPFC RFV in accordance
with CMM 2018-06 on WCPFC Record of Fishing
Vessels and Authorization to Fish) /

a) Registration of commercial fishing vessels in
the IATTC Regional Vessel Register in accordance
with Resolution C-24-07 on the Regional Vessel
Register

b. Registration of set nets that are authorized to
fish for Pacific bluefin tuna (including registration
scheme, number of registered set nets) /

b) Registration of set nets that are authorized to
fish for Pacific bluefin tuna (including registration
scheme, number of registered set nets)
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c. Allocation of catch limits by fishery within the
CCMs, where such allocation exist /

¢) Allocation of catch limits by fishery within the
CPCs, where such allocation exist

d. Reporting requirements for catches for
fisheries (targeted, incidental, and discards) /
d) Reporting requirements for catches for
fisheries (targeted, incidental, and discards),
including Resolution C-03-05 on data provision

e. Measures to monitor catch (e.g. landing
receipts, landing inspection, observer program,
etc.)/

e) Measures to monitor catch (e.g. landing
receipts, landing inspection, observer program,
etc.)

f. Measures to monitor landings (including CMM
2017-02 on Minimum Standards for Port State
Measures) /

f) Measures to monitor landings, including
Resolution C-21-07 on port state measures

g. Measures to monitor domestic transactions /
g) Measures to monitor domestic transactions
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(2) Monitoring and control measures for farming

a. Registration of farms that are authorized to
farm Pacific bluefin tuna (including registration
scheme, number of registered farms, number of
registered ‘holding pens’ or

‘cages’)

b. Reporting requirements for caging of fish

c. Reporting requirements for harvest of farmed
fish

d. Measures to monitor farming activities
(including Rules, standards, and procedures to
monitor transfer and caging activities)
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Annex D

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025
CHAIR’S SUMMARY OF THE
6TH CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME (CDS06) TECHNICAL MEETING
IATTC-NC-CDS06-2025/00

1. OPENING OF MEETING
1.1 Welcome

1. Mr. Shingo Ota, Chair of the CDS Working Group, opened the meeting and welcomed the
participants.

1.2 Appointment of rapporteur
2. Mr. Samuel Coyle of Japan was appointed the rapporteur for the meeting.

13 Adoption of the agenda

3. The provisional agenda was adopted without any change (Appendix 1).

14 Meeting arrangements

4, Japan explained the meeting arrangements.

2. DEVELOPMENT OF A CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME FOR PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

2.1 Recap of the 5" CDS Technical Meeting and intersessional activities

5. The Chair noted that the participants at the 5th CDS Technical Meeting had revisited and
reaffirmed the conclusions drawn at the 4th CDS Technical Meeting, except for the demarcation of
responsibility between the IATTC and WCPFC Secretariats in operational work for system development
and maintenance.

6. The Chair recalled that the 5th CDS Technical Meeting had identified two differing views about
system development: one system for both organizations versus a separate but harmonized system for

each organization, with participants agreeing to continue discussing both approaches.

7. The Chair summarized the key agreements from the 5th CDS Technical Meeting on draft CMM
elements, including: initially covering international transactions; excluding heads, eyes, roes, guts and tails
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from scope; mandating registration of fishing vessels targeting PBF and farms; including information on
vessel, catch, trade, caging, harvesting and transshipment; keeping tagging optional with exemption of
tagged fish from validation; requiring validation by government authorities or delegated organizations;
establishing a reconciliation process for automatic data validity checking; and agreeing to further discuss
treatment of vessels not targeting PBF, data confidentiality arrangements, communication protocols, and
exceptional arrangements.

8. The Chair noted that the Small Working Group had been tasked to produce an amended draft
CMM based on the 5th CDS Technical Meeting discussions and present it at the current meeting.

9. The Chair noted that the draft letter of agreement between the IATTC/WCPFC and the SPC was
successfully endorsed by the JWG and signed on May 9, 2025.

2.2 Framework and governance of ePBCD

10. The participants continued to discuss options for budgetary and administrative
consideration, including system architecture and the roles and responsibilities of the IATTC and WCPFC
Secretariats.

11. The participants revisited the two differing views about system development: one system for
both organizations and a separate but harmonized system for each organization.

12. The participants generally agreed to support one system for both organizations, with general
preference expressed for a single system as being more cost-effective than developing two separate
systems.

13. The participants agreed to make a final decision on this point after evaluating the technical
and financial implications of supporting one system, taking into account the ongoing informal discussions
with Shore Informatics regarding the feasibility of developing an ePBCD based on the CCSBT’s e-CDS
system.

14. The participants agreed that given the difference in conservation and management measures for
PBF between the IATTC and WCPFC, certain flexibility should be considered when formulating actual
resolutions or CMMs for the CDS in each commission.

2.3 Review of the revised draft CMM

15. Japan presented the working draft CMM Resolution, emphasizing that it was prepared by the
Small Working Group as a basis for discussion and had not received formal authorization from the Small
Working Group.

16. The presentation covered the background, noting that the 5th CDS Technical Meeting in 2024
tasked the Small Working Group to produce an amended draft CMM, and that both the 102nd
IATTC meeting and 21st WCPFC Regular Session agreed to consider the establishment of a CDS for Pacific
bluefin tuna fisheries by December 31, 2026.

17. Japan outlined what has been agreed upon from previous meetings, including: (1)
exclusion of seafood traceability and specific monitoring, controlling and surveillance measures (3rd
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CDS Technical Meeting, 2022); (2) stepwise approach initially covering international transactions; (3)
exclusion of heads, eyes, roes, guts and tails from scope; (4) mandatory registration of fishing vessels
targeting PBF and farms;
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(5) optional rather than mandatory tagging with exemption of tagged fish from validation; (6) validation
by government authorities or delegated organizations; (7) verification system following other RFMOs
practices; and (8) automatic reconciliation process for data validity checking.

18. The presentation detailed the draft CMM structure across eight parts: (I) General Provisions and
Application, covering objective, scope, and definitions; (lI) Documents and Information Required,
specifying information for ePBCD and ePBRC; (lll) Validation, establishing recording and validation
procedures; (IV) Tag, providing optional tagging provisions; (V) Verification for PBF trade, covering
examination and verification procedures; (VI) Communication, addressing notification requirements; (VII)
Data Sharing and Confidentiality, establishing data handling protocols; and (VIII) Exceptional
Arrangements, providing for paper documentation under specific circumstances.

19. Key provisions presented included: prohibition of export, import or re-export without completed
and validated ePBCD or ePBRC; pilot testing phase for at least X years on voluntary basis before
mandatory implementation; automatic reconciliation function to detect data inconsistencies; validation
requirements by authorized government officials or delegated organizations; and exceptional
arrangements allowing paper documentation under specific circumstances such as small catches less than
1 metric ton, system malfunctions, or technical difficulties.

20. Following the presentation, the participants provided suggestions to revise the draft resolution.
The participants made revisions to multiple sections, including paragraphs 1, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13, and
14, to improve readability and clarify terms and phrases. The participants also made changes to
paragraphs 15, 17, 19, 22, 26, 27, and 28, and added a new paragraph 29 as a placeholder for a text to
be proposed by Korea. The participants postponed their suggestions regarding specific time frames for
paragraphs 8 and 26. The outcomes of the discussion are reflected in Appendix 2.

21. The participants discussed concerns about Annex F regarding artificial fry, particularly
the potential for mixing artificial fry with wild fry and the need for proper identification systems to
prevent loopholes and regulatory avoidance.

22. The participants discussed the question of whether the ePBCD system should use one form for
export and re-export and another for the other activities, such as catch and caging, or combine landing
and export information in one form and a separate form for re-export, as in the case of ICCAT, with the
WCPFC Secretariat noting feedback from CCSBT suggesting they would have preferred the former one if
designing from scratch due to software complications.

23. The participants agreed that Japan will contact the CCSBT Secretariat to better understand the
difficulties they faced with having the ICCAT system and share this information with the Small Working
Group.

3. NEXT MEETING

24, The participants agreed to convene the 7th CDS Technical Meeting in conjunction with the 11th
JWG meeting.

25. The participants agreed to give the Small Working Group discretion to propose additional virtual
technical working group meetings before the 7th Meeting, depending on the progress made by the Small
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Working Group.

26. The participants agreed that the duration of the next technical meeting will be decided
intersessionally, depending on the progress made by the Small Working Group and any additional working
group meetings.

4, OTHER BUSINESS

27. WWF welcomed the good progress made on the CDS and emphasized the need to introduce the
CDS as soon as possible given the expanding distribution of PBF, noting that the system does not need to
be perfect from the start and can be improved stepwise. WWF recommended holding additional Small
Working Group meetings if needed to ensure completion by 2026.

28. The Chair noted that the Small Working Group will work intersessionally, possibly through email
exchange, and that the success of producing a completed draft CMM depends on the Small Working
Group’s efforts.

5. CHAIR’S SUMMARY AND REPORT TO THE JWG

29. The Chair will provide his summary of the CDS technical meeting to the JWG as usual.
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Appendix 1

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP
SIXTH CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME TECHNICAL MEETING
(CDS-06)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
09:00 —15:00, 9 July 2025

ANNOTATED AGENDA

OPENING OF THE MEETING

11

1.2

13

14

Welcome
Mr. Shingo Ota, Chair of the CDS Technical Meeting, will open the meeting.

Appointment of rapporteur
A rapporteur will be appointed.

Adoption of the agenda
An agenda will be adopted. Any additional issues will be discussed under Other Matters.

Meeting arrangements
The Chair will explain the meeting arrangements, process, and reporting to the JWG.

DEVELOPMENT OF A CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME FOR PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

2.1

2.2

2.3

Recap of the 5" CDS Technical Meeting and intersessional activities
The Chair will briefly review the results of the 5% CDS Technical Meeting and intersessional
work.

Framework and governance of ePBCD

The meeting participants will continue discussing options for budgetary and
administrative consideration, including system architecture and the roles and
responsibilities of the IATTC and WCPFC secretariats.

Review of the revised draft CMM
The meeting participants will continue to discuss elements to be included in the CMM
submitted by the small working group.

NEXT MEETING
The participants will discuss the venue and timing of the next meeting.

OTHER BUSINESS
Any other matters raised under Agenda Item 1.3 will be discussed here.

CHAIR’S SUMMARY AND REPORT TO THE JWG
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The Chair will summarize the results of the CDS Technical Meeting to be reported to the Joint
IATTC-WCPFC NC Working Group.

6. CLOSE OF THE MEETING
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Appendix 2

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP
SIXTH CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME TECHNICAL MEETING
(CDS-06)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
09:00 —15:00, 9 July 2025
Working Draft CMM Resolution for Pacific Bluefin Tuna CDS
IATTC-NC-CDS06-2025/02

Small Working Group under the CDS Technical Meeting

Background

In 2019 and 2020, the virtual working group established under the CDS Technical Meeting discussed a
draft CMM/Resolution for Pacific bluefin tuna Catch Documentation Scheme. The draft
CMM/Resolution received many comments and suggestions from the members of the virtual working
group. InJune 2022, Japan, as the lead, circulated the 3™ draft of the CMIM/Resolution among members
of virtual working group, with all comments and suggestions tentatively incorporated. However, since
the text became quite busy with those comments and suggestions, including provisions related to
traceability and monitoring, controlling and surveillance measures, some of which were considered to be
beyond the scope of the CDS, the 3™ draft was not directly discussed at the 3™ CDS Technical meeting.

The 3™ CDS Technical meeting in July, 2022 agreed that “the scope and functions of the draft CMM for
the development of CDS would: i) not include seafood traceability and not go beyond the scope of the
bluefin tuna CDSs utilized by the CCSBT and ICCAT, and ii) not include specific monitoring, controlling and
surveillance measures.”

The 4 CDS Technical meeting in July 2023 tentatively agreed to use resources from the CCSBT e-CDS as
the platform for the system development of ePBCD. This choice has some implication to the Draft
CMM/Resolution. On the other hand, there were several pending issues that need further discussion, such
as demarcation between IATTC and WCPFC.

In July 2024, the small working group submitted a working draft CMM/Resolution to the 5™ CDS Technical
meeting. This draft was developed based on the 3™ draft and by simplifying some of the text to reflect
the agreement in 2022 to narrow the scope and functions of the draft CMM/Resolution. The 5™ CDS
Technical meeting tentatively agreed to take a stepwise approach to determine the scope of application
and to initially set the scope as covering international transactions. The 5" CDS Technical meeting also
agreed to task the small working group to produce an amended draft CMM and to present it at the next
CDS Technical meeting.

Furthermore, at the 102" meeting of the IATTC in September 2024 and the 21 regular session of the

WCPFC in December 2024, the CPCs/CCMs agreed to consider the establishment of a CDS for Pacific
bluefin tuna fisheries in the EPO/WCPO by 31 December 2026.
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In light of these progress, the small working group wishes to submit the amended working draft
CMM/Resolution as attached. This working draft has not received any authorization from the virtual
working group or small working group established under the CDS Technical meeting. Rather, this
document was created for the purpose of having a basis for further discussion at the 6" CDS Technical

meeting and thereafter.
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Part I: General Provisions and Application

1. The objective of the Pacific bluefin tuna Catch Documentation (PBCD) program is to identify the origin
and movement of Pacific bluefin tuna (PBF) in its processed or unprocessed form (wild capture or
farmed) in order to support the implementation of Conservation and Management Measure
(CMM)/Resolution for PBF, including by providing a tool to assist in combating IUU fishing.

2. This CMM/Resolution applies to PBF, except for those captured in sport and recreational fisheries
when their sales are prohibited.

3. For the purpose of this CMM/Resolution:

(1) “Catch” means:
Commercial wild capture of PBF, except when the captured PBF is not retained on board.

(2) “Caging” means:
The relocation of live PBF from a fishing vessel, trap or transport cage to a farming cage,
including a fattening cage.

(3) “Export” means:
Any movement of PBF from the territory of the Commission Member, Cooperating Non-member
and participating Territory (hereinafter referred to as CCM)/Member and Cooperating Non-
Member (hereinafter referred to as CPC) where the fishing vessel is flagged (hereinafter referred
to as flag CCM/CPC) or where the trap or farm is established (hereinafter referred to as trap
CCM/CPC or farm CCM/CPC, respectively) to the territory of another CCM/CPC or non-
CCM/non-CPC of the Commission, or from the fishing grounds to the territory of a CCM/CPC
which is not the flag CCM/CPC or to the territory of a non-CCM/non-CPC of the Commission.

(4) “Harvest [(from cages)]” means:
Removal of PBF from farming cages for consumption, processing, export or other purposes that
result in the death of the animal.

(5) “Import” means:
Any introduction of PBF into the territory of a CCM/CPC [or non-CCM/CPC] from another
CCM/CPC or non-CCM/CPC of the Commission, or from the fishing grounds to the territory of a
CCM/CPC, which is not the flag CCM/CPC, trap CCM/CPC or farm CCM/CPC.

(6) “Re-export” means:
Any movement of PBF from the territory of a CCM/CPC where it was previously imported to the
territory of another CCM/CPC or non-CCM/non-CPC.

(7) “Transshipment” means:
The unloading of all or any of PBF on board a fishing vessel to another fishing vessel either at
sea or in port.

4. [Export, import or re-export of PBF without a completed and validated electronic Pacific bluefin tuna
Catch Documentation (ePBCD) or electronic Pacific bluefin tuna Re-export Certificate (ePBRC) shall
be prohibited.] Export, import or re-export of fish parts other than the meat or collars (i.e., heads,
eyes, roes, guts and tails) shall be exempted from the requirement of this CMM/Resolution.

5. Development and implementation of ePBCD and [ePBRC]
(1) For the implementation of this CMM/Resolution, an interoperable ePBCD system [between
IATTC and WCPFC] will be developed. This system will also be made available for [ePBRC].
WCPFC and IATTC Secretariats should formulate the Terms of Reference for an open tender for
the system development before the end of 20XX, or as soon as possible thereafter. Such Terms
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(5)

of Reference shall be approved by both WCPFC and IATTC. The Secretariat shall report to the

Commission the result of tenders and progress on the system development thereafter.

A pilot testing phase will be undertaken at least for [X] years to implement ePBCD and [ePBRC].

The pilot testing will involve CCMs/CPCs on a voluntary basis and cover range of actions required

in this CMM/Resolution.

Use of the ePBCD system is mandatory of all CCMs/CPCs once the establishment of the ePBCD

system is completed with necessary modifications as a result of the pilot testing phase.

Notwithstanding paragraph 4 and subparagraph (3), paper PBCDs and [PBRCs], whose formats

are attached as Annex A and B, respectively, or printed ePBCDs and [ePBRCs] may be used in

cases falling under the exceptional circumstances specified in paragraph 26. The provisions of
paragraph 4 and Parts Il through VIl shall apply mutatis mutandis to paper PBCDs and PBRCs or
printed ePBCDs and [ePBRCs].

The ePBCD system will include a function that automatically detects any inconsistencies in the

input data and notifies the relevant CCMs/CPCs of these inconsistencies. Such inconsistencies

shall include the following:

a. The accumulated catch attributed to a CCM/CPC recorded in the ePBCD system exceeds
that CCM/CPC’s catch quota or catch limit for the relevant management year (notification
will be sent to the CCM/CPC).

b. The amount of exported Pacific bluefin tuna recorded in the ePBCD system originating
from a single vessel or trap on a single day exceeds the recorded amount of PBF caught by
that vessel or trap on that day (notification will be sent to the exporting CCM/CPC).

Part Il: Documents and Information Required

6. The following information shall be recorded in the ePBCD. Each item shall be in accordance with the
specifications in Annex C.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Information on catch

Information on transshipment
Information on harvest [(from cages)]
Information on first sale after catch
Information on [export] and import

7. The following information shall be recorded in the [ePBRC]. Each item shall be in accordance with
the specifications in Annex D.

(1)
(2)

Information on imported PBF, including information on related ePBCD(s)
Information on re-export and import

Part Ill: Validation

8. Record in ePBCD and [ePBRC]

(1)

(2)

The master or operator of a vessel, the trap or farm operator, the exporter, their authorized
representative, or the authorized representative of the flag CCM/CPC, trap CCM/CPC, farm
CCM/CPC or the CCM/CPC where PBF is exported from (hereinafter referred to as export
CCM/CPC) shall record the information specified in paragraph 6 in the appropriate section of
the ePBCD on each occasion it catches, transships, harvests [(from cages)], first sells, or exports
PBF.

For PBF that is not exported, catch and transshipment information must be recorded in the
ePBCD, however, the additional information required in sub-paragraph (1) is not required.
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(3)

(4)

Information on catch shall be recorded within [ 7] days of the landing. However, if the landing
of PBF by one vessel or one trap at a time is less than [1] metric ton, or the PBF is tagged in
accordance with Part IV, the information may be recorded within [ ] days. When PBF is
caged, information on catch shall be recorded within [ ]. Any transfer of the caged PBF
shall be prohibited until the information on catch is recorded.

The re-exporter, its authorized representative, or the authorized representative of the CCM/CPC
where the PBF is re-exported from (hereinafter referred to as re-export CCM/CPC) shall record
the information specified in paragraph 7 in the appropriate section of the [ePBRC] on each
occasion they re-exports PBF.

9. Validation of ePBCD and [ePBRC]

(1) The ePBCD and [ePBRC] must be validated by an authorized government official, or other
authorized individual or institution, of the flag CCM/CPC, trap CCM/CPC, farm CCM/CPC, export
CCM/CPC or re-export CCM/CPC that caught, harvested [(from cages)], exported or re-exported
PBF.

(2) The ePBCD shall be validated only when:

a. Allthe information provided in the ePBCD has been established to be accurate;

b. The accumulated catch attributed to a CCM/CPC is within that CCM/CPC’s catch quota or
catch limit for the relevant management year; and,

c. The PBF in the ePBCD was caught, transshipped, harvested [(from cages)] or sold in
compliance with other applicable provisions of CMMs/Resolutions.

(3) The [ePBRC] shall be validated only when:

a. Allthe information provided in the [ePBRC] has been established to be accurate;
b. All the ePBCD numbers relating to the previously imported PBF products are included.
c. Eachrelated ePBCD had been validated and accepted for the importation of the products
declared on the [ePBRC]; and,
d. The products to be re-exported are wholly or partly the same product on the validated
ePBCD(s).
Part IV: Tag

10. Notwithstanding paragraph 9, validation of ePBCD shall not be required when PBF is tagged by the
flag CCM/CPC or trap CCM/CPC in accordance with the following criteria:

11.

(1)
(2)

(3)

All PBF in the ePBCD concerned are individually tagged;

The minimum information associated with the tag includes:

a. ldentifying information on the vessel or trap that caught PBF;

The date of catch or landing;

The area of catch of the PBF;

The type of product and weight of the PBF;

Information on the exporter and importer (where applicable);

f.  The point of export (where applicable).

Information on tagged fish is compiled by the responsible CCM/CPC and made available to the
Secretariat upon its request.

m oo o

CCMs/CPCs may require their vessels or traps to affix a tag to each PBF preferably at the timing of
kill, but no later than the time of landing. The tags shall have unique country-specific numbers and
be tamper proof. The tag numbers shall be linked to the ePBCD.
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12.

Such tags shall only be used when the accumulated catch attributed to a CCM/CPC is within that
CCM/CPC’s catch quota or catch limit for the relevant management year, including where
appropriate individual quotas allocated to vessels or traps.

Part V: Verification for PBF trade

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Each CCM/CPC shall ensure that its competent authorities, or other authorized individuals or
institutions take steps to identify each consignment of PBF imported into or exported or re-exported
from its territory and request and examine the validated ePBCD(s) and [ePBRC(s)] as well as other
related documentation for each consignment of PBF when it is exported, imported or re-exported.
These authorities, individuals or institutions may also examine the contents of the consignment to
verify the information contained in the ePBCD and in related documents and, where necessary, shall
carry out verifications with the importer or exporter concerned.

If as a result of examinations or verifications carried out pursuant to paragraph 13, questions arise
regarding the information contained in an ePBCD or [ePBRC], the final importing CCM/CPC and the
CCM/CPC whose competent authorities validated the ePBCD(s) or [ePBRC(s)] shall cooperate to
address such questions.

If a CCM/CPC involved in export, import or re-export of PBF identifies a consignment in violation of
paragraph 4, it shall notify the findings to the relevant CCM/CPC. The relevant CCM/CPC shall take
necessary measures, including investigations, and share the results with the informing CCM/CPC.

Pending the examinations or verifications under paragraph 13 to confirm compliance of PBF
consignment with the requirements in this CMM/Resolution and any other relevant
CCMs/Resolutions, the CCMs/CPCs shall not grant its release for export, import and re-export.

Where a CCM/CPC, as a result of examinations or verifications under paragraph 13 and in
cooperation with the validating authorities concerned, determines that an ePBCD or [ePBRC] is
invalid, import, export and re-export of the PBF consignment shall be prohibited.

Part VI: Communication

18.

19.

20.

Each CCM/CPC shall notify the Secretariat of the name, title, organization and address of the
government officials or other authorized individuals specified in paragraph 9(1), and the name and
address of the other authorized institutions specified in the same paragraph and, where appropriate,
the name and title of the officials who are individually empowered within those institutions. This
notification shall indicate the date at which the authorization comes into force. Any changes to the
content of the notification under this paragraph shall be promptly notified to the Secretariat.

Each CCM/CPC shall notify the Secretariat of the name, address and contact details of the
organization that will serve as the point of contact for questions related to ePBCDs or [ePBRCs]
concerning the CCM/CPC. Any changes to the content of the notification under this paragraph shall
be promptly notified to the Secretariat.

All CCMs/CPCs concerned shall, as soon as possible for the ePBCD system implementation, submit to
the Secretariat the data necessary to ensure the registration of their users in the ePBCD system.
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21.

22.

Access to and use of the system cannot be ensured for those who fail to provide and maintain the
data required by the ePBCD system.

The Commission shall request the non-CCMs/non-CPCs that are involved in export, import or re-
export of PBF to cooperate with the implementation of the program and to provide to the
Commission data obtained from such implementation.

Access to the ePBCD system shall be granted to non-CCMs/non-CPCs to facilitate trade of PBF. Until
such time as the functionality is developed that allows non-CCMs/non-CPCs access to the system,
this shall be accomplished through completion by the non-CCMs/non-CPCs of paper PBCD and [PBRC]
consistent with the terms of paragraph 5(4) and submission to the Secretariat for entry into the
ePBCD system. The Secretariat shall communicate without delay to those non-CCMs/non-CPCs
known to import, export or re-export PBF to make them aware of the ePBCD system and the
applicable provisions of this CMM/Resolution.

Part VII: Data Sharing and Confidentiality

23.

24,

25.

The information notified under paragraph 18 shall be handled as non-public domain data and the
Secretariat shall facilitate access to this information by authorized CCM/CPC users through the secure
pages of the Commission website.

The Secretariat shall facilitate access to the information notified under paragraph 19 through the
public pages of the Commission website.

All the data in ePBCD shall be processed in accordance with the Rules of Procedures for the
Protection, Access to, and Dissemination of Data Compiled by the Commission/Resolution on
Confidentiality.

Part VIIl: Exceptional Arrangements

26.

Paper PBCDs and [PBRCs], whose formats are attached as Annex A and B, respectively, or printed
ePBCDs and [ePBRCs] may be used in accordance with paragraph 5(4), if any of the following
circumstances apply:

(1) The landing or caging of PBF by one vessel or one trap at a time is less than [1] metric ton, or
the PBF is tagged in accordance with Part IV. In this case, the logbook or the sales note may be
used as a temporary PBCD. Such paper PBCDs, printed ePBCDs or temporary PBCDs shall be
converted to ePBCDs within a period of [ ] days or prior to the export, whichever is first;

(2) PBF is caught prior to the full implementation of the ePBCD system as specified in paragraph
5(3);

(3) Technical difficulties arise with the ePBCD system that preclude a CCM/CPC from using the
system. In this case, the CCM/CPC shall follow the procedures set forth in Annex E. Delays by
CCMs/CPCs in taking necessary actions, such as providing the data necessary to ensure the
registration of users in the ePBCD system or other avoidable situations, do not constitute
technical difficulties in this subparagraph.

(4) Inthe case of trade between CCMs/CPCs and non-CCMs/non-CPCs, where access to the ePBCD
system by non-CCMs/non-CPCs through the Secretariat in accordance with paragraph 22 is not
possible or is not timely enough to ensure that trade is not unduly delayed or disrupted.
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27. When a paper PBCD or [PBRC], or a printed ePBCD or [ePBRC] is used in accordance with paragraphs
5(4) and 26, importing CCMs/CPCs, solely on the basis of the use of such paper or printed PBCD and
[PBRC], shall not be cited as a reason to delay or deny import of PBF.

28. Where requested by a CCM/CPC, the Secretariat shall facilitate the conversion of paper PBCDs or
[PBRCs], or printed ePBCDs or [ePBRCs] to ePBCDs or [ePBRCs].

29. New text to be proposed by Korea

Annex A: Format of Paper PBCD
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex B: Format of Paper PBRC
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex C: Information to be Recorded in ePBCD
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex D: Information to be Recorded in ePBRC
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex E: Procedures for Technical Difficulties with the ePBCD system
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex F: Artificial Fry
Need to be considered based on the discussion in the main text.

Annex E

JOINT IATTC AND WCPFC-NC WORKING GROUP MEETING ON THE
MANAGEMENT OF PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA
TENTH SESSION (JWG-10)

Toyama, Japan (Hybrid)
9 —12 July 2025
KOREA'’S STATEMENT

Thank you, co-chairs.

The Republic of Korea would first like to express its sincere appreciation for the collective and
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arduous efforts of all members of the Joint Working Group. The latest scientific assessments from
2024 have provided clear and encouraging evidence that the Pacific bluefin tuna stock is in a
period of rapid recovery, meeting our ambitious rebuilding targets well ahead of schedule. This is
a testament to the effectiveness of our collaborative conservation measures over the past two
decades and a shared success we can all be proud of.

This very success has brought forth new and pressing realities for coastal states, including the
Republic of Korea. In recent years, our waters have witnessed an unprecedented and dramatic
increase in the abundance of Pacific bluefin tuna. While the precise causes are still under
investigation, it is widely presumed that factors such as climate change are altering the migratory
patterns and distribution of this valuable species. We note that Korea is not alone in observing
these significant shifts.

While coastal states of the WCPFC hold the rights to manage highly migratory species in their
territorial and archipelagic waters, the Republic of Korea has voluntarily and steadfastly
participated in this international management framework with very limited catch limits based on
historical catch records that no longer reflect the reality of the resource’s distribution and
abundance. We have done so as the stock was in a dire situation and to implement the principle
that cooperative management is the most effective path to the long-term sustainability of this
highly migratory species.

However, the stock is rapidly recovering now. Catch limits based solely on catch records from 20
years ago have created a severe socio-economic strain on our coastal fishing communities. These
communities, which are facing economic hardship and the threat of decline, now see a resurgent
and abundant resource in their traditional fishing grounds, yet they are constrained by rigid,
historical quotas. It is an untenable situation for a responsible coastal state to simply watch as its
fishing communities suffer while a healthy and plentiful resource is at their doorstep.

The remarkable recovery of the Pacific bluefin tuna is a collective achievement that must now
translate into adaptive and equitable management. Looking forward, it is imperative that the
long-term management framework for this species fully considers the current state of the
resource and the legitimate rights and acute needs of coastal states that are experiencing these
dramatic changes in stock distribution.

The Republic of Korea remains fully committed to the sustainable management of Pacific bluefin
tuna. A long-term management regime that fully considers the new realities will motivate Korea
to maintain its commitment. As a costal state, one of Korea’s top priorities is to ensure the
livelihoods of our fishing communities who depend on the resources in our territorial waters.

We believe that by working together and acknowledging the changed circumstances, we can
ensure both the continued health of the Pacific bluefin tuna and the vitality of the coastal
communities that depend on it.

Thank you.
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5. OTHER
Sa. Statement by the Chair of the IATTC, Mr. Andres Arens

Mr. Juan Carlos Navarro Q, Minister of Environment

Mr. Arnulfo Franco, Executive Director of the IATTC

Mr. Eduardo Carrasquilla Dutari, General Administrator of Panama’s Aquatic Resources
Authority

Authorities from the Ministry of Environment

Authorities from the Ministry of Agricultural Development

Distinguished delegates, representatives of governments, international organizations, the private
sector, civil society, the scientific community, colleagues from the Commission staff, and dear
translators:

It is an honor for me to chair the 103" meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
here in Panama City, a host country to which we are deeply grateful for its hospitality and ongoing
commitment to regional governance of marine resources. Panama, with its maritime history and
vocation, symbolizes the spirit of cooperation and dialogue that characterizes our Commission.

A fundamental task brings us together: achieving a solid and lasting consensus that strengthens
the sustainability of fishery resources in the eastern Pacific Ocean. We acknowledge our
differences, yet we recognize that the future of our fisheries and coastal communities depends
on the IATTC's ability to reach agreements.

One of our greatest threats is illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) fishing. No country, no
matter how strong, can face this challenge alone. Only through cooperation, information sharing,
strengthening monitoring and traceability systems, and effective enforcement of our
conservation measures can we close the door on illegality and ensure sustainable and fair trade.

We have come a long way in adopting conservation measures for tuna and tuna-like species.
However, challenges remain. We are here to overcome these challenges together.

Science guides us, and our duty is to support decision-making based on the best available
scientific evidence, with a long-term view that ensures healthy ecosystems and profitable
fisheries for future generations.

In order to continue agreeing on effective science-based conservation measures, the IATTC must
also strengthen its administrative and financial organization, with transparency, rigor, and
predictability. A solid budget and efficient management are the foundation that allows us to
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sustain scientific excellence, ensure the inclusive participation of all parties, and respond to the
growing demands of you, the Members, and the international community at large.

At this meeting, we have the opportunity to take decisive steps:

e As a result of scientific excellence, sound policy management, cooperation among
countries, and the industry's strong commitment, today we have healthy stocks of our
main target species, making this meeting an excellent opportunity to consider
modernizing our tuna management.

e Further strengthen coordination with other fisheries management organizations to
ensure consistency in the management of shared stocks.

e Demonstrate to the international community that when things are done well, with
dedication, effort, investment of resources, and the combined talent of capable
professionals, positive results are achieved.

e The lIATTCis tangible proof that the work of RFMOs is effective, useful, and very necessary.

Ladies and gentlemen,

The future of our fisheries is not built with speeches or isolated documents, but with concrete,
consensual, and sustained actions over time. | invite you during these days of work to prioritize
cooperation over confrontation, common interest over particular interests, and science over
uncertainty.

In a spirit of responsibility and unity, | greet you once again and thank you for allowing me to chair
the 103" meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission.

Thank you very much.
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5b. Statement by the Director of the IATTC, Dr. Arnulfo Franco

Ministers and Vice-Ministers,
Your Excellencies,
Distinguished delegates,
Dear colleagues,

First, on behalf of this Commission and its staff, | would like to express our gratitude for the
hospitality extended to us by Panama, its authorities, and its people for hosting this 103rd
meeting of the IATTC at a very special moment in its history. This year marks the 75"
anniversary of the Commission's inception in 1950, and it has now been 15 years since the
Antigua Convention entered into force in August 2010, radically transforming the
Commission by updating and strengthening it in light of the FAO Code of Conduct for
Responsible Fisheries and the instruments adopted under its framework, and in
application of the principles and rules of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea. Today, the Commission is no longer limited to tropical tunas, but its mandate extends
to all tunas and tuna-like species, as well as dependent or associated species and related
ecosystems. In terms of the area it covers, although it is attached to the coasts of the
American continent, it encompasses the entire eastern Pacific, up to the jurisdictional
waters of French Polynesia and Kiribati, and even overlaps with a small portion of the area
of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission.

In this regard, it is important to remember that the IATTC is the oldest of the five tuna
RFMOs dedicated to promoting and ensuring the conservation and sustainable
management of tuna and tuna-like species, as well as the conservation of associated or
dependent species and related ecosystems. Now more than ever, the IATTC works in
coordination and cooperation with its four sister organizations to ensure the most efficient
execution of their common mandate and the preservation of their powers to defend the
interests and rights of their Members, including in international forums where it is essential
that they make their voices heard.

As stated in the Antigua Convention, " multilateral cooperation constitutes the most
effective means for achieving the objectives of conservation and sustainable use of living
marine resources." The positive balance of the joint efforts of IATTC Members and other
actors and stakeholders within its framework demonstrates this. As we noted at the third
United Nations Ocean Conference, during the last two decades, after the IATTC
strengthened its role as a true regional fisheries management organization with the
adoption of mandatory conservation and management measures, significant
improvements in tuna stocks were noted at the regional and global levels, as reflected in
the latest FAO report on the state of fisheries in 2024. This report highlights that 87% of
global tuna stocks are fished sustainably and that 99% of total catches come from tuna
stocks that are in good health.
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An essential factor in the success of these policies and actions is the sound scientific
advice on which management measures are based, including the development of a
dialogue between scientists and managers that ensures that conservation and
management decisions take into account practical requirements and changing
environmental, technological, and socioeconomic conditions.

In this regard, it is important to recall the Commission's heritage as established by the 1949
convention between the United States of America and Costa Rica, a heritage that was
expressly preserved in the 2003 Antigua Convention. The IATTC is the only tuna RFMO that
has its own high-level scientific staff with the diverse qualifications required to ensure that
the best science is made available to all Members, without exception and regardless of
their relative level of development and available resources, both human and financial. Itis
noteworthy that the 2003 Antigua Convention devoted a long article, Article XIll, to this
scientific staff and its various tasks in the service of the entire Commission and all its
Members. In this same vein, the IATTC of 1949 also passed down field offices in several
countries, which are essential hubs for conducting research and for managing the IATTC’s
onboard observer program, as well as a laboratory in Achotines, Panama, where highly
important experiments are carried out to improve our understanding of tunas and, with a
forward-looking approach, to enable their eventual farming and the achievement of
reproduction and a full life cycle in captivity.

Finally, it is worth remembering once again that this institutional strengthening of the
Commission has taken place during a period in which more and more contributions and
inputs have been constantly requested from the IATTC and its staff, in response to the
changing and increasingly important needs of its Members, who themselves are subject to
new, multiple, and often urgent demands.

All of these elements will surely be taken into consideration during this week's discussions
and when decisions are made that will drive the IATTC into its new cycle of activities in the
coming months and years. We are fully confident that all participants in these meetings
and in the decision-making process will be guided, as in the past, by the desire to achieve
the greatest benefit for all Members of the Commission, both individually and collectively. |
can assure you that the Commission's staff and | will remain at your disposal and service to
support you as best we can in this joint effort. | wish you the greatest success in your
deliberations.
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5c Statement by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Panama (acting), Ambassador Carlos
Guevara Mann

Distinguished guests at the head table. Distinguished delegates and people joining us at this
maghnificent meeting.

Of course, | bring special greetings from His Excellency the President and our Minister Javier
Martinez Acha, who are currently in route to Japan for an official visit. Just a moment ago, |
was telling the Minister of the Environment how pleased we are that this meeting, the 103"
meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission, is being held here for the second
consecutive year.

We believe that, in this way, Panama not only values its role as a bridge to the world and a
meeting place for countries around the globe, but also adds significant value to important
duties in our time, such as environmental protection, ensuring global food production and
distribution, and seeking and finding solutions for agreements among countries.

This meeting brings together representatives from more than 20 countries and numerous
non-governmental organizations. As | mentioned, this meeting provides a valuable
opportunity to strengthen international cooperation regarding the management of fishery
resources in the eastern Pacific Ocean.

Tropical tuna, in addition to being essential to our economies, is an integral part of the
balance of marine ecosystems.

Panama remains firmly committed to protecting marine resources, not only tropical tuna,
but also associated species that contribute to the biodiversity of our seas. The decisions
made here will directly impact the health of our oceans and the coastal communities that
depend on them for their livelihoods and economic development.

The objective of this meetingis clear: to promote sustainable tropical tuna fisheries through
responsible, environmentally friendly practices. Only through a collaborative, science-
based approach grounded in international law can we guarantee these resources continue
to be a source of well-being for present and future generations.

We recognize the progress the Commission has made over the years. As | mentioned to the
Director, we are pleased to note its successful operation for 75 years since its establishment
in 1950. We particularly highlight the responsible and preventive management measures
that have led to significant achievements in fisheries conservation.

These efforts exemplify how multilateral action can yield concrete results. We are confident
that the discussions over the next five days will be productive and contribute to the
sustainability of fisheries, the protection of the environment, and the improvement of the
well-being of those who depend on it.
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Panama reaffirms its commitment to multilateralism and to combating illegal, unreported,
and unregulated fishing. This meeting demonstrates that commitment and shows that
international cooperation is essential to addressing common challenges. We are confident
that this meeting will be a decisive step toward conserving our marine resources. Thank you

very much.
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5d. Statement by Bolivia on Capacity
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Statement of the Plurinational State of Bolivia before the 103rnd meeting of the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC)
Panama City, Panama, 01-06 September 2025

[Informal Translation]
The Plurinational State of Bolivia, participating in the 103rd Meeting of the Commission,
hereby declares:

First, Bolivia reaffirms its claim of sustained capacity since 2004 without interruption;

Secondly, it reiterates its request for the immediate allocation and activation, or for
activation at the earliest possible date, to replace 2,000 m* with new capacity resulting from
the possible reduction in the closed season recommended at the 16th Meeting of the
Scientific Advisory Committee and at the Commission itself, as a compromise solution while
awaiting the replacement of the entirety of its claim, in accordance with the request
submitted during the 26th Meeting of the Permanent Working Group (PWG) on Fleet
Capacity.

Finally, it thanks the PWG for having recorded, at the same meeting mentioned above, under
the heading “new requests,” Bolivia's aspiration, reiterated annually since 2019, for an
additional 5,000 m3, to be activated in the future when the state of fish stocks allows it, in
response to the “special needs and requirements of landlocked developing countries.”

For years, Bolivia's first two requests have been inspired by the most genuine spirit of equity
as a source of international law, seeking a solution that is essential and intrinsically fair, and
contributing to the resolution of the oldest claim that is still pending. They also enjoy
precedent within this organization in at least two cases.

Now, in 2025, these requests are also based on two new pillars that make them even more
solid: The first is the best available scientific evidence, which allows for the recommendation
of a reduction of the temporary ban on purse seine fishing for tropical tunas by up to ten
days, of which two days could be used to accommodate Bolivia's immediate needs; the
second is the renewed international interest shown this year by landlocked developing
countries, following the proclamation of the International Day of Awareness of the Special

285



Needs and Development Challenges of Landlocked Developing Countries, together with the
momentum generated by the work of the Third UN Conference on Landlocked Developing
Countries, held in Awaza, Turkmenistan, from August 5 to 8, 2025. Bolivia, which falls into
this category of countries, is unique in that it once had a coastline, coupled with the fact that
it had a fishing fleet in the eastern Pacific Ocean that, at its peak, amounted to 7,910 m3.
This Declaration is presented for the purpose of achieving certain effects recognized by
international law and required by Bolivian constitutional law.

Issued in Panama City, Republic of Panama, on the fifth day of September of the year two
thousand twenty-five.
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Requests from the Plurinational State of Bolivia to the 26th Meeting of the Permanent
Working Group on Fleet Capacity of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission,
Panama City, Republic of Panama, August 25, 2025

The Plurinational State of Bolivia, consistent with its statement presented at the 102nd
Meeting of the IATTC, held from September 2 to 6, 2024, at this same venue, as well as its
official correspondence with the Commission, requests the following from the 26th
Meeting of the GTP:

1. The activation, at the earliest possible date, of 2,000 m3 of storage volume, based on
the reduction of the temporary closure for tropical tuna fishing using purse seines
established by RESOLUTION C-24-01 ON CONSERVATION MEASURES FOR TROPICAL
TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2025-2026, in accordance with the
Report attached to this request, which was prepared on the basis of the documents
submitted and the recommendations issued by the 16th Meeting of the Scientific
Advisory Committee, held in La Jolla, United States of America, from June 2 to 6,
2025;

2. That, as shown in the presentation by the Director of the IATTC on agenda item 3 on
the “review of changes in capacity utilization in the OPO,” Bolivia's request be
included in the table on page 13 of DOCUMENT CAP-26-01 REV. - UTILIZATION OF
VESSEL CAPACITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH RESOLUTIONS C-02-03, C-12-06, C-12-08, C-
15-02, and C-24-07, subsection c., on new requests, with the detail of “[s]pecial needs
and requirements of landlocked developing countries,” for 5,000 m3 of hold volume,
initially submitted in 2019 and reiterated at each and every meeting of the GTP and
the Commission, in accordance with the extract from the Official Letter attached as
an annex to this application, and that it be kept in mind for activation when the state
of fish stocks so permits.

Members of this subsidiary body of the Commission are requested to consider these

requests from Bolivia, include them in the minutes of the 26th Meeting of the GTP, and
submit them as a recommendation to the 103rd Meeting.
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Annex to request 1:

BIOLOGICAL-SCIENTIFIC REPORT
Request from the Plurinational State of Bolivia: Reduction of the closed season to 8
days and reallocation of 2,000 m?® of capacity.

Introduction

The purpose of this technical-scientific report is to support the request made by the
Plurinational State of Boliviato the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) in
relation to:

1. Thereduction of the closed season from 10 days to 8 daysin the tropical tuna purse
seine fishery.

2. Thereallocation of 2,000 m3 of tuna carrying capacity to Bolivia, as part of the
equitable redistribution of capacities within the framework of the IATTC.

Thisrequest is based on the scientific evidence available in the SAC-16 reports, particularly in
the baseline assessments, population status indicators, management strategies, and
recommendations of the Scientific Advisory Committee. The analyses show that this
adjustment would not compromise the sustainability of tropical tuna stocks in the Eastern
Pacific Ocean (EPO), provided that the recommended biological and ecosystem controls are
maintained.

1) Purpose and scientific framework

This report evaluates, from an exclusively biological and precautionary per spective, the
feasibility of adjusting the reduction of the annual closure of the OPO tropical tuna purse seine
fishery to 8 days and reallocating 2,000 m3 of carrying capacity to Bolivia, in light of the
recommendations of CCA-16 and the SAC-16 technical documents (assessments, indicators,
management strategies, and staff recommendations). In 2025, the CCA/IATTC discussed
management options that include a maximum reduction of 10 days or, dternatively, 7 days
with elimination of the “corralito,” within the 20262028 cycle, specifying that any relaxation
must be small and maintain safeguards such as the individual vessel threshold (IVT) and
reinforced port sampling/monitoring so as not to increase the risk of exceeding FMSY
(Maximum Sustainable Yield).

Consequently, the candidate strategy for bigeye tuna (BET) formalizes an F30-S20! harvest
control rule, with a maximum change of £10 days between cycles and “exceptional
circumstances” if there is a >10% probability of exceeding the S20% reference point.

The scientific evidence available in the SAC-16 reports, particularly in the baseline
assessments, population status indicators, management strategies, and recommendations of the
Scientific Advisory Committee, demonstrates that such an adjustment would not compromise

1 F30: the target fishing rate is set to maintain the spawning biomass (SBR) close to 30% of the no-fishing level
(management target). S20%: threshold reference point (20% of the no-fishing level). If the SBR falls toward that
threshold, the rule reduces fishing mortality to allow recovery.
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the sustainability of tropical tuna stocks in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), provided that the
recommended biological and ecosystem controls are maintained.

2) Recent status of stocks and biological signals

Y ellowfin tuna (YFT). The 2025 baseline assessment explicitly incorporates spatial structure
(NE vs. SW) and supports a status consistent with management toward MSY (maximum
sustainable yield), with no evidence of overfishing in the EPO under current measures. The
2024 catches (= 294,000 t, EPO) exceeded the 2014-2023 average by 14%, with no
anomalous increases in discards, suggesting robust biomass and productivity.

Skipjack tuna (SKJ). A highly productive species; in 2024, the EPO catch reached 645,000 t
(an al-time high, +100% vs. the 2014-2023 average), with discards <1.2% in purse seine;
there are no signs of overexploitation based on operational indicators.

Bigeyetuna (BET). Status indicators (SSI) show that fishing mortality of juveniles decreased
after the implementation of Individual Thresholds per Vessel (ITP) (C-21-04), with a positive
effect confirmed in 2022—2024. However, Catch per Unit Effort (CPUE) and average sizein
sets on floating objects have shown long-term declines, so the relaxation of the ban must be
prudent and accompanied by safeguards. In 2024, purse seine catches of BET (= 34,000 t) and
longline catches (= 18,000 t) were low in historical terms, reducing the risk that a moderate
adjustment (8 days) would push F above FMSY, provided that the control framework (1SB,
sampling, observers, etc.) is maintained.

The speciesis considered highly productive and resilient to intensive fishing, according to
results confirmed by stock status indicators (SSI) and recent baseline assessments (SAC-16-02
and SAC-16-03).

3) Biological basis for reducing the closed season to 8 days

e Flexibility in the design of management strategies (EEO):
SAC-16-06 establishes that the maximum permitted changes in closed season
days are limited to +10 days, provided that the precautionary rule F30-S20 is
respected. In this context, an 8-day reduction falls within the biologically
acceptable range.

e Recent population indicators:
The SSI show stable trends for yellowfin and skipjack tuna, and in the case of
bigeye tuna, they reflect improvements in the reduction of juvenile mortality
following the application of individual vessel thresholds (IVT). This indicates that
small adjustments to the closed season do not pose a risk of population collapse.

e Minimizing the risk of exceeding Fmsy?2:

2 |In accordance with scientific advice from the CCA/CIAT, F<sub>MSY</sub> (or F<sub>RMS</sub>) is defined as
the fishing mortality rate that produces the maximum sustainable yield of the stock; therefore, measures must
maintain F < F<sub>MSY</sub> to avoid overfishing and ensure the long-term productivity of the resource.
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The US recommendation to the SAC emphasizes that any reduction in the closed season must be
“small” so as not to increase the risk of exceeding FMSY. The difference between 10 and 8 days
constitutes an adjustment with low biological impact, within the precautionary threshold.

e Multispecies balance:

The SAC recommended that any measure should consider multispecies effects (bigeye,
yellowfin, skipjack). Recent analyses show that the resilience of yellowfin and skipjack
allows them to absorb the marginal fishing pressure resulting from a closure reduction
of only 2 days compared to the baseline scenario.

« Evidence by species:

1. YFT: 2025 assessment plus 2024 catches above the decade average point to
resilience under the current mix of sets; the 8-day cut would not impose
pressures incompatible with MSY.

2. SK]J: High productivity and record 2024 catches suggest low biological risk from a
moderate adjustment to the closed season, provided that FAD sets continue to be
managed with thresholds and indicators.

3. BET: UIBs have reduced catches and mortality in juveniles; maintaining UIBs +
monitoring mitigates the risk of 8 days raising F above reference levels. HCR F30-
S20 provides an automatic brake (reduction of F if SBR falls toward S20%).

4. Multispecificity and EEO/MSE (Management Strategy Evaluation) testing: The
CCA urged testing candidate strategies for purse seine and longline in 2025-2026
and evaluating cross-species impacts; the 8-day adjustment is more conservative
than 10 and compatible with the recommended triennial adaptive management
cycle.

4) Justification for the allocation of 2,000 m?® to Bolivia: Biological neutrality under
capacity control

Fleet capacity in the OPO is managed through the Regional Vessel Register (C-02-03).
The requested reallocation (2,000 m?) is marginal in relation to the regional total and,
under the current capacity ceiling and compliance with observers, sampling, and more
UIB, its expected biological impact is neutral (it does not significantly modify cumulative
F). In strictly population terms, what is relevant is not the origin of the flag, but that the
aggregate capacity remains within the limit and that its operation complies with the HCR
(Harvest Control Rule)3, the UIBs, and the monitoring programs.

The request to reallocate 2,000 m? to the Plurinational State of Bolivia represents a
marginal increase in relation to the total capacity of the regional registry, without
significantly altering overall effort levels.

5) Proposed monitoring plan
e Maintain UIB and reinforced port sampling/EMP as a condition for the reduction
to 8 days.

3 A Harvest Control Rule (HCR) is a predefined procedure that adjusts effort or catch based on stock status
indicators and reference points (target and limit). Within the CIAT framework, HCR F30-520 for bigeye tuna
keeps fishing mortality compatible with a target SBR level and automatically reduces exploitation if there is a
risk of reaching the biological limit.
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e Apply HCR F30-520 with monitoring of the probability of exceeding S20%
(trigger for “exceptional circumstances”), i.e., if at any time monitoring shows too
high a probability of exceeding S20%, the rule automatically corrects: it would not
allow the ban to be relaxed and, on the contrary, would adjust the measures.

e Monitor SSI (Stock Status Indicators) (CPUE, average size, effort on floating
objects) for YFT, BET, and SK] with annual reports; include specific analysis of
class 4 vessels and effects on recruitment (CCA mandate).

o Align with the Strategic Science Plan 2026-2030 (data, life cycle, sustainable
fisheries, environment-ecosystem-fisheries interaction) to support robust
assessments and continuous MSE (Management Strategy Evaluation).

6) Biological conclusion

According to the evidence from the CCA/IATTC 2025, an adjustment of the closed season
to 8 days is biologically compatible with HCR F30-S20, maintains the precautionary
principle (“small reduction” with active safeguards), and is consistent with the recent
performance of stocks (robust YFT and SKJ; BET with juvenile mortality contained by
UIB). The reallocation of 2,000 m® to Bolivia, within the registry and capacity ceilings, is
biologically neutral under the current control and monitoring framework. Therefore, a
request is submitted to the Commission to adopt an 8-day reduction in the closed season
instead of 10 and to approve the reallocation, with annual monitoring of SSI and adaptive
adjustments if the indicators so require.

Finally, it is recommended that scientific personnel be instructed to monitor the impacts
of this measure on populations, using SSI indicators and baseline assessments, ensuring
transparency and rigor in adaptive implementation.

Technical bibliography (IATTC/CCA, 2025)

e SAC-16 - Conclusions and Recommendations/Proposals (management options;
“small reductions,” UIB, EMP/IPSP; class 4 analysis).

e SAC-16-06 - Candidate management strategy for bigeye tuna (BET): HCR F30-
S20; £10-day limit; exceptional circumstances.

e SAC-16-03 - 2025 baseline assessment of yellowfin tuna (YFT): spatial structure,
performance toward MSY.

e SAC-16-02 - Stock status indicators (SSI): trends in FO-sets, mean size, UIB effects
2022-2024.

e SAC-16-01 - The tuna fishery in the EPO in 2024: catches by species, discards,
reference to C-02-03 (capacity).

e SAC-16-11 & CCA-16 Recommendations - Staff recommendations and EEO
mandate 2025-2026; multispecies assessment.
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Annex to request 2:

Excerpt from Official Letter DGIMFLMM - UBPM No. 050/2024 of September 18, 2024,

1.1

1.2

13.

14.

1.5.

addressed to the President of the Commission, Mr. Arens:

Subsection c. on new requests:

Boliviais disappointed that, once again, its request for 5,000 cubic meters of new capacity
has not been included in the merit document, which it has submitted every year since
2019, as have other CPCs, some submitting theirs even after that year.

The request was substantiated at the 2022 and 2023 GTP meetings, with the relevant
explanations being provided on both occasions via email, at the request of the Acting
Director of the IATTC and the Chair of the GTP, respectively. For your records, | am
attaching the messages of substantiation, marked as Annex Alpha and Annex Bravo,
together with the acknowledgment of receipt from the GTP Chair, marked as Annex
Charlie.

Thisrequest is particularly relevant because subsection c. of the categories identified in
section 7 refers to "requests for new capacity increases by coastal and non-coastal States
of the OPO" (emphasis added).

Boliviahad never heard, until Saturday, August 31, 2024, that its request was
inadmissible on the grounds that it had been decided, at some point, not to admit new
capacity requests to the list. On the contrary, we appreciate and agree with the statement
made by the Chair of the GTP that the only thing that was closed was the admission of
new capacity claims and disputes; this corresponds with what this delegation recalls about
the status of this matter.

Based on the foregoing, Boliviarequests that its “new request” for 5,000 m3 be included

in subsection c. of the table with adetail that reads as follows:. “ Special needs and
requirements of |andlocked developing countries” (emphasis added).
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5e. Statement by Vanuatu on Capacity

Vanuatu statement to the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

Thank you chairman, I would like to introduce Vanuatu’s request, to confirm approval of the
restitution and activation of 1,358 m3 of well volume to Vanuatu’s Active PS Capacity List,
corresponding to the well capacity of the vessel Esmeralda C, registered in 2001 under the
Vanuatu flag and re-flagged to another Member in 2005, due to the permanent transfer of
well capacity without its consent and therefore, in contravention of the IATTC Convention
and resolutions. Specifically, this transfer of well volume took place in the absence of direct
notification from Vanuatu to the Director of IATTC.

This case was reviewed and resolved in 2014 at the 15th meeting of this Working Group and
ratified and confirmed at its 16th meeting with a favorable recommendation to the
Commission. Notwithstanding the positive recommendation from this Working Group, no
consensuswas achieved at the 88th meeting of the Commission.

Vanuatu would like to recall Annex 1 of the Convention and Resolutions C-02-03 and C-24-
07 which requires anotification from the relevant Member to the IATTC Director to proceed
with any changes on the information contained in the Record of vessels. In the transfer of
Esmeralda C, Vanuatu did not issue any direct notification regarding the transfer of its well
volume. The only notification issued by Vanuatu was regarding the cancellation of Vanuatu’s
flag to the Esmeralda C to be re-flagged to another member, without any mention of a change
regarding its well volume. No transfer of well volume was approved by Vanuatu. An
administrative error in 2005 allowed the transfer of its well volume and this action has
produced serious damages for Vanuatu, resulting from the inability to utilize its well volume
for twenty years.

At the 15th meeting of Working Group, in 2014, Vanuatu and three other Members presented
“pending capacity requests” based on transfers of well volume without their consent and it
was agreed and recommended to the Commission that all 4 Members be granted as a
restitution the amounts corresponding to the well volume transferred without their consent”.

At the 16th meeting of this working group, held also in 2014 the previous recommendation
was confirmed and declared that this case was reviewed and resolved stating that: “The
Working Group recognized that the recommendations that it had issued at its 15th meeting
regarding the various cases reviewed and resolved continue in force and would not be subject
to revision or modification. Consequently, those cases would not be addressed again at this
meeting of the Working Group but by the 88th Extraordinary Meeting of the IATTC. These
recommendations are described in the minutes of the 87th Meeting of the Commission, as
follows: b. Consider favorably the requests by Ecuador, Vanuatu and Venezuela that they be
granted as restitution of the amounts corresponding to well volumes that were transferred
without their consent...” A similar recommendation was agreed for Guatemala

It must be noted that at the 88th meeting of the Commission, Vanuatu's case did not reach
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consensus. At that meeting, one of the four Members with an originally favorably
recommendation obtained the restoration of its well volume and the other two also received
the approval of the Commission but conditioned to its future activation, which occurred in
2017.

Additionally, Vanuatu recalls the 2016 agreement on the elements for the development of a
capacity management plan for EPO which includes among others that pending capacity
requests and claims should be activated in agradual manner, notably taking into account their
antiquity, justification and urgency.

In this regard, the transfer without VanuatU s consent occurred twenty years ago, and itsclaim
was assessed and recommended favorably in 2014 by this Working Group, and since then,
another ten years has passed without resolution. Vanuatu, as a Member, considers that an
administrative problem cannot be a permanent obstacle for a Member to exercise its rights.
The cause of this case is not simply against VanuatU s rights but contrary to the Convention
and the rules of procedure and resolutions of the Commission and with this arises the urgent
need to reestablish VanuatU s right.

Vanuatu also considers that the need for the reduction of the capacity in the years long-
process cannot be the argument to deny the restitution of Vanuatu s rights that were deprived
by an error of the Administration, in particular taking into account the healthy status of the
resources base on the latest scientific report and the posibility to grow at it was just
mentioned.

To finalize our intervention | would like to recall that Vanuatu is a small island developing
State and is the most economically disadvantaged, least- developed Member of this
Organization, as measured by per capita GDP, and, pursuant to paragraph 11 of Lanzarote
Plan, should be given due recognition in accordance with paragraph 5 of the FAO Code of
Conduct for responsible Fisheries, through enhancing the ability of such countriesto develop
their own fisheries as well as to participate in high seas fisheries, including access to such
fisheries. The restitution of the well capacity of the Esmeralda C will provide a significant
income stream to Vanuatu for the benefit of its people and it would represent asmall foothold
in the purse seine fishery from which Vanuatu will again seek to expand its presence/”
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