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2e  Amendment to Resolution C-12-04 on the formula for calculating contributions to the C-15-05
IATTC budget
2f  Financing for fiscal year 2016 C-15-06
29 Amendment to Resolution C-13-05 on confidentiality C-15-07
3. PROPOSALS
3a A-1 Costa Rica. Amendment to Resolution C-05-03 on the conservation of sharks caught in as-
sociation with fisheries in the EPO
3b A-2 European Union. Resolution on the conservation of sharks caught in association with fisher-
ies in the IATTC Convention Area
3c  A-1A Costa Rica and European Union. Amendment to Resolution C-05-03 on the conservation
of sharks caught in association with fisheries in the EPO
3d A-3  European Union. Resolution on the conservation of silky sharks caught in the IATTC Con-
vention Area
3e A-4 United States. Resolution on the conservation of hammerhead sharks (family Sphyrnidae)
caught in the IATTC Convention Area
3f E-1 European Union. Revision of Resolution C-11-07 on the process for improved compliance
of resolutions adopted by the Commission
3g E-2A Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru and
Venezuela. Resolution on the use of information on compliance
3h F-1  European Union. Resolution for an IATTC scheme for minimum standards for inspections
in port
3i G-1 European Union. Resolution to revise Resolution C-13-01 on the basis of the best scientific
advice
3] H-1 European Union. Revision of Resolution C-02-03 on the capacity of the tuna fleet operating
in the EPO
3k J-1 United States. Resolution to aid in establishing a rebuilding plan for Pacific bluefin tuna
3l K-1 United States. Amendment to Resolution C-11-02 to mitigate the impact on seabirds of fish-
ing for species covered by the IATTC
3m M-1 Mexico. Amendment to Resolution C-11-08 on observers on longline vessels
3n N-1 Guatemala. Terms of Reference for the establishment of an ad hoc Working Group for the
review of the rules of procedure of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
4  REPORTS
4a Report of the 3" Meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance
4b  Report of the 6™ Meeting of the Committee for Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted
by the Commission (“Review Committee”)
5 OTHER
5a Mexico: Statement on bluefin tuna
5b  United States: Proposal on a harvest control rule
5¢ Colombia: Capacity still to be allocated to Colombia by the IATTC
5d Mexico: Proposal for resolving the capacity disputes of Guatemala and Venezuela
5e  Vanuatu: Proposed draft terms of reference for the Virtual Working Group of Fleet Capacity and
the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity
5f Costa Rica: Proposal for terms of reference for the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity
59 Ecuador: Exhortation to WCPFC to harmonize its conservation and management measures with

those of the IATTC

The 89th meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) was held in Guayaquil, Ec-
uador, from 29 June to 3 July 2015. The attendees are listed in Aappendix 1.
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1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting was opened by the Chairman of the IATTC, Ing. Guillermo Moran, of Ecuador, who asked
that a minute’s silence the observed in memory of Dr. Robin Allen, former Director of the Commission. In
accordance with paragraph 10 of the Commission’s Rules of Procedure, Mr. Julio Guevara, of Nicaragua,
was elected rapporteur.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The agenda was adopted, with the addition at Guatemala’s request of a new item 5, Review of the IATTC
rules of procedure, and a new item 6 ¢), Report of the Chair of the virtual working group on fleet capacity.
Under item 11, Other business, the three following items would be addressed: a) at Venezuela's request,
the matter of the exemption from the closure of the Venezuelan vessel Ventuari; b) a proposal by Ecuador
to include in the minutes of the meeting an exhortation to the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Com-
mission (WCPFC) to harmonize its management measures with those of the IATTC, and c) a request by
Panama to begin at the next meeting work on the certification of catches not associated with dolphins.

3. General presentation of proposals submitted by Members on resolutions and others

Members who had submitted proposals for resolutions were given the opportunity of presenting them in
detail. This presentation, complemented by the answers to questions asked by other Members, allowed the
process of discussion and negotiation of these proposals to commence in advance of their consideration
under item 10 of the agenda.

4. a. The fishery in 2014 and status of the tuna and billfish stocks

Dr. Guillermo Compeén, Director of the Commission, presented Document IATTC 89-04a. Regarding
yellowfin tuna, the assessment results indicate that the recent fishing mortality rates are below the level
corresponding to the maximum sustainable yield (MSY), and the recent spawning biomass has been at that
level. It is possible that the stock has changed in the last 10 years from a high to an intermediate productiv-
ity regime.

With regard to bigeye tuna, the assessment results indicate a recovering trend in the EPO during 2005-
2009, following the conservation resolutions in force since 2004. However, the reduction of the spawning
biomass that started at the beginning of 2010 reduced both the summary and spawning biomasses to their
lowest historical level in 2013. More recently, it is estimated that the spawning biomass ratio (SBR) has
increased slightly, from 0.19 in 2013 to 0.22 at the beginning of 2015.

With regard to skipjack, the concern was the exploitation rate, which had been increasing, but has levelled
off in recent years. No adverse consequences of this increase have been detected.

Regarding bluefin tuna, the impact of the fisheries in the EPO is less than that of the fisheries in the West-
ern Pacific, and although the assessment of the status of the stock is uncertain, catches should be limited to
current levels, and equivalent measures should be taken in the Western Pacific.

The European Union advised a more conservative assessment of the tropical tuna stocks. The Kobe graphs
produced by the Secretariat show some stocks on the tipping point from green to red in some instances.
Furthermore, if the same steepness as that used by the WCPFC was applied to assess the same shared tuna
stocks, overfishing would occur for some stocks.

Costa Rica asked what the effect would be if there were more than one stock of yellowfin in the EPO, and
also asked for an assessment of, and recommendations on, dorado.

Dr. Compedn explained that it is difficult to separate the two stocks of yellowfin suggested by some stud-
ies, and that stocks are defined for administrative purposes, so it would be very difficult to establish a
boundary for managing two stocks.

Regarding dorado, he indicated that there is still no assessment of this species, but that a workshop would
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be held in Peru in October at which more information would be available for developing an assessment.
b. Review of the Commission staff’s research

Dr. Deriso, the Commission’s Coordinator of Scientific Research, presented information on the work car-
ried out by the Commission staff, referencing a report prepared for the meeting of the Scientific Advisory
Committee in May entitled_Staff activities and research plans. The main fields of work are stock assess-
ments, tagging studies, tuna biology, ecosystem studies, bycatch, data collection, and capacity building in
developing countries.

Some Members asked what was being done regarding the assessment of bluefin tuna, which assessment
model would be used, and the degree of cooperation and coordination with WCPFC that could be expected
in this effort. They also asked whether sufficient information was available on catches of sharks in the
longline fishery to support ecological risk assessments (ERAS), and inquired about participation of Com-
mission scientists in the WCPFC’s Pacific-wide bigeye stock assessment and the advisability of making
greater use of input and contributions by scientists from Members and Cooperating Non-Members (CPCs).

Dr. Deriso noted that the work on bluefin tuna would continue in coordination with the bluefin working
group of the International Scientific Committee (ISC), whose work plan was followed; he noted concerns
with past Pacific bluefin tuna stock assessment models. He also indicated that the catch per unit of effort
(CPUE) data were provided by the Commission to the Pacific Community (SPC) for the WCPFC’s Pacif-
ic-wide bigeye stock assessment (the EU contributes financially to this research). Regarding data on shark
catches by longliners, although access to some fisheries data had been provided during working visits to
Japan, more and better data would make the work more efficient.

Some Members encouraged the scientific staff to make use of the expertise of national scientists in order
to carry out some research when resources are not available in situ, as it is done in several other RFMOs.
In this respect, Dr. Deriso indicated that throughout the year researchers visiting Commission headquarters
worked with Commission scientists, and regional workshops are held to improve data collection.

Korea stated that it would continue to collaborate with financing for bigeye tagging, and that it strongly
supported the cooperative work between the IATTC and the ISC.

¢) Report and recommendations of the 6™ meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee

Dr. Deriso reported on the meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee. After discussing and reviewing
the Committee's recommendations, the Commission approved the following:

i.  The IATTC staff shall create a form to guide Members in the submission of national reports.

ii.  To include in the agendas of future SAC meetings an item for a review of the SAC recommenda-
tions from the previous year, thus providing the SAC with an opportunity to track progress and
outcomes, where applicable.

iii.  The Commission shall establish a data collection program for fishing vessels smaller than 24 m
length overall.

iv.  To establish a program for collecting and processing data on the fisheries for species other than
tunas covered by the Antigua Convention, in order to standardize and systematize the way in
which these data are handled, and reduce the levels of uncertainty regarding the impact of fishing
on such species.

v.  All documents and presentations prepared for meetings of the Committee shall be available one
week before the meeting.

vi.  The initiatives on sharks undertaken under the FAO-FMAM Common Oceans project should con-
tinue and expanded upon in order to improve data collection, cooperation, and capacity develop-
ment.
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vii.  The Commission shall continue and strengthen its cooperation with the WCPFC so as to ensure
the recovery of Pacific bluefin tuna through the adoption of management measures for both juve-
nile and adult fish (Ecuador expressed interest in working with yellowfin and bigeye tunas as
well).

viii.  The Commission shall strengthen its work on FADs, by holding a meeting involving managers,
scientists, and other stakeholders.

iX.  The Commission shall consider requiring all Members with fleets catching sharks, skates, and rays
in the region to collaborate and cooperate with the staff by providing detailed statistics that will al-
low the staff to conduct a comprehensive Ecological Risk Assessment of the main species of pe-
lagic elasmobranchs.

The program for the next meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee was also briefly discussed. It was
suggested that next year’s meeting should deal with the establishment of electronic observers (to compen-
sate for current limited coverage) and also on the role of the Committee.

Guatemala stated that the agenda item referred to the report of the Scientific Advisory Committee and on-
ly the recommendations were discussed. Guatemala brought to the attention of the Members that, in the
discussions of the Sixth Meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee, as reflected in the report of that
meeting, conservation measures would support an increased capacity corresponding to the activation of
the capacities restored to Guatemala and Venezuela, due to the margin of 10 days of closure that allow it.

d) Conservation recommendations by the Commission staff

Dr. Deriso presented the scientific staff's recommendations (Document IATTC-89-04d). The Commission
reviewed them one by one, taking note of them and agreeing that, in order to make them effective, they
should be reflected in the text of a resolution adopted by the Commission.

i.  Yellowfin, skipjack, and bigeye tunas
Recommendation: Maintain Resolution C-13-01 in 2016.
The Commission approved the recommendation to maintain Resolution C-13-01 in 2016.

With regard to the catch limits established in paragraphs 9 and 10 of the Resolution, Japan reported that it
had transferred its bigeye allocation to Korea (2,000 t) and China (6,000 t). After interventions by China,
Korea, and Mexico on this matter, it was agreed that it would be desirable to start to consider a scheme
enabling that kind of transfer and modifying the text of the resolution through the presentation of a
proposal for an amendment the following year.

ii.  Pacific bluefin tuna

Recommendation: Maintain Resolution C-14-06 on bluefin tuna.

The Commission approved the recommendation to maintain Resolution C-14-06.
iii. North Pacific albacore tuna.

Recommendation: Maintain Resolutions C-05-02 and C-13-03.

The Commission approved the recommendation to maintain Resolutions C-05-02 and C-13-03
iv. Provision of data

Recommendation: Catch-composition data provided to the IATTC should be disaggregated by the origi-
nal unit of measurement (e.g. weight and length), fleet (including commercial and training vessels), and
sex if available.

Japan indicated that it supported this recommendation on the condition that the data not be broken down
by individual vessels but by fleet, which was confirmed by Dr. Compean. The Commission approved this
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recommendation, and Resolution C-03-05 remained to be amended accordingly.
v. Harvest Control Rule

Recommendation: Apply an interim harvest control rule as described in Document IATTC-89-04d and
conduct additional and alternative assessments, so that a permanent harvest control rule may be adopted.

Dr. Deriso confirmed that the recommended interim harvest control rule is for tropical tunas (yellowfin,
skipjack, and bigeye). United States indicated that it would present concrete proposals for language for
this item. These proposals were submitted subsequently (Appendix 5b), but were not discussed nor
approved.

vi. Conservation of silky sharks

Recommendation: Apply the following measures: (1) For purse-seine vessels: prohibit retention of silky
sharks, and require that sharks be promptly released unharmed, to the extent feasible; establish observer
programs for vessels of capacity classes 1 to 5 with a level of coverage sufficient for reliable monitoring
of bycatches of silky sharks; (2) For vessels other than purse-seiners, require that all silky sharks captured
in fisheries that do not target this species be released as soon as they are seen in the net, on a hook, or on
deck, to improve their chances of survival.

Some Members noted that, aside from the difficulty of extending observer coverage to vessels of classes 1
to 5, the recommendation was over-focused on purse-seine vessels, since coastal longline vessels catch the
greatest number of silky sharks, and also the prohibition on using steel leaders was somewhat excessive.
One Member suggested that the various resolutions on individual species or groups of sharks could be
combined in order to have a single resolution for sharks.

The discussion of this recommendation continued subsequently in relation to the proposals for resolutions
presented by the European Union (A-3; Appendices 3a and 3b), which integrated the scientific recommen-
dations.

vii. Seabirds

Recommendation: Modify Resolution C-11-02 consistent with the current state of knowledge regarding
seabird mitigation techniques, as described in document SAC-05 INF-E. The Commission should take note
of the updated seabird density information and consider expanding the area of application of measures to
include additional waters in the North Pacific.

The United States indicated that it supported this recommendation and would submit a proposal. Mexico
stated that the 6™ meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee had not dealt with seabirds and that dur-
ing the 5™ meeting a map with the nesting areas had been produced that showed clearly that the Mexican
jurisdictional waters should not be included. Japan (subsequently supported by Korea and Chinese Taipei),
indicated that the recommendation on the use of bird-scaring lines is excessive, and that the measures
should be harmonized with those adopted by the WCPFC, although it noted its general support for improv-
ing the mitigation measures if there are enough scientific data to show legitimacy of the improvement.

The discussion of this recommendation continued in connection with the proposal submitted by the United
States for mitigating the impact of fishing on seabirds (K-1; Appendix 3l).

viii. Handling of Mobulid rays in purse-seine fisheries

Recommendation: Prohibit: gaffing of rays; lifting rays by the gill slits or spiracles; punching holes
through the bodies of rays; retention of Manta and Mobula rays caught incidentally during fishing opera-
tions. Large rays that cannot be released safely before being landed on deck should be returned to the
water as soon as possible, preferably utilizing a ramp from the deck, or if no such ramp is available, low-
ered with a sling or net.

The European Union recalled its proposal for a Resolution for the current meeting which was strongly
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based on the scientific recommendations.

Japan asked whether there was information available on bycatches of Manta rays. Dr. Compean noted that
in the report on ecosystem studies by catches are mentioned and information is provided. The European
Union took this opportunity, as an additional comment on the lack of data, to stress that advancing in the
use of electronic observers should be considered, and expressed its willingness to seek funds for a pilot
plan in the future.

This recommendation was embodied in Resolution C-15-04, submitted by the European Union, adopted
subsequently during the meeting.

ix. Handling of sea turtles in longline fisheries

Recommendation: encourage the use of videos and other educational materials, such as those available
on the IATTC website, to train captains and crews of longline vessels on when and how to dehook or dis-
entangle a turtle, and also require that vessels carry the equipment and apply the measures described in
Document IATTC-89-04d.

Japan noted that, if Resolution C-07-03 on sea turtles were revised, it should be done in a way that would
ensure that these mitigation measures were harmonized with those of the WCPFC. The United States, in
addition to supporting the recommendation in general terms, added that an amended resolution should be
harmonized with those adopted by the other RFMOs, as well as take into account relevant national legisla-
tion. Several Members also stated that it would be advisable to extend the workshops for fishing captains
already held under the AIDCP to all captains operating in the Convention Area, in order to reach the de-
sired training level in this matter.

X. Fishing gear configurations

Recommendation: The Commission should require that vessels submit the purse-seine and longline gear
description forms appended to Document SAC-05-05.

The importance of having this information for assessing fishing power was recognized. Some Members
noted the importance for the longline fleet, for which there are fewer requirements and procedures for ob-
taining this kind of information than for the purse-seine fleet. It was also agreed that, given the difficulty
of providing this information by individual vessel, it could be submitted in aggregated form by vessel cat-
egory. The Commission staff was asked for more information to show the scientific appropriateness of
each item of the forms.

xi. Non-entangling FADs

Recommendation: Hanging any materials, such as net webbing, that may entangle any fauna under
FADs deployed in the EPO should be avoided. Any non-entangling materials, such as ropes, may be used,
and observer records will be used to verify their performance.

This recommendation was subsequently discussed on the basis of the proposal by the United States for
amending Resolution C-13-04, which was eventually adopted as Resolution C-15-03.

xii. Identification and marking of FADs

Recommendation: In accordance with Resolution C-13-04, FADs with satellite buoys deployed after 1
January 2015 must be marked, and the staff maintains the recommendation submitted to the Commission
in 2014.

As noted by the European Union and Mexico, pursuant to Resolution C-13-04, since January 2015 FADs
should already been marked and the corresponding information submitted. This requirement was not met
because a system for marking FADs had not yet been approved, even though the Commission staff had
circulated a concrete proposal. As with the previous recommendation, this matter was subsequently dis-
cussed on the basis of the proposal by the United States for amending Resolution C-13-04, and eventually
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adopted as Resolution C-15-03.
xiii. Observer coverage of longline vessels

Recommendation: The staff maintains its recommendation of 20% observer coverage of large longline
vessels until sufficient information is available to justify a revision.

Mexico recalled its proposal to amend Resolution C-11-08 and increase observer coverage of longliners
from the current level of 5%. Extrapolating the 29 oceanic whitetip sharks caught and the 27 interactions
with sea turtles reported by observers on longliners suggests very high levels of such interactions in that
fishery. The European Union supported Mexico’s proposal.

Japan, Korea, and China noted the difficulty of increasing observer coverage on longliners for reasons of
space and cost, plus a difficulty of complying for vessels transiting from the EPO to the Western and cen-
tral Pacific, since the WCPFC has a 5% coverage requirement. It was recognized that most Members did
not accomplish the current level of 5%. Japan requested the Commission staff to indicate the species for
which 20% observer coverage is needed. Chinese Taipei noted that the data on catches of sharks sent to
the Secretariat are not used. The European Union clarified that the reason they are not used is because they
are insufficient, and it is for that reason that a higher level of coverage is proposed. The European Union
plans to increase its coverage to over 10% in the coming year.

Members also noted that Resolution C-11-08 indicates that longline observer information is to be submit-
ted to the IATTC in a format to be recommended by the SAC, but that the SAC had not yet adopted such a
format, which may in turn be hindering the submission of data collected by these observer programs. The
Members indicated that the SAC should be reminded of the need for this work product and suggested that
the Commission staff write a paper to facilitate progress at the 7" Meeting of the SAC in 2016.

5. Review of the IATTC rules of procedure

Guatemala presented a proposal (Appendix 3n) for terms of reference for a working group that would re-
view the IATTC rules of procedure, noting the importance of working on this matter intersessionally. The
United States expressed interest in offering comments on the proposal, but also noted that the proposal had
not been submitted before the deadline for such submission and that as such, they were not prepared to
offer a comprehensive set of comments at this meeting. The discussion was suspended at that point and the
matter was not addressed again during the meeting, with the expectation that a similar proposal would be
submitted for consideration at the next meeting of the Commission.

6. Reports of subsidiary bodies and working groups:
a. 3" meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance

The Chairman of the Committee, Mr. Lillo Maniscalchi, of Venezuela, presented his report (Appendix 4a).
The Commission decided to approve a budget of US$ 6,774,232 for 2016, which includes funds for hold-
ing the 90th meeting of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, including the Permanent Working
Group on Fleet Capacity, in La Jolla in 2016, and for covering the total cost of the review of the IATTC
and the AIDCP. A budget of US$ 800,000 was approved for the transshipment observer program for 2016,
US$ 700,000 of which would be paid by the participants, with the remainder paid from the existing sur-
plus.

The Commission also clarified the procedure for accounting for the amount equal to 2% of the annual
budget specified in Resolution C-11-11 that is to be allocated to the special fund for strengthening the in-
stitutional capacity of developing countries and territories. This 2% is not to be extracted from the opera-
tional budget. Rather, once the amount of the operational budget is settled, an additional amount equal to
2% of the operational subtotal shall be added to the regular budget as a separate line item, and the final
budget amount will be the sum of these two components, and each Member’s contribution to the 2% shall
follow therefore the same distribution key as the regular budget. The question remained open whether the
budget should be increased by 2% every year to cover the fund, or the decision should be taken on a yearly
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basis taking into account, amongst others, the actual use of the fund.

b. 6" meeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission

The Chairman of the Committee, Mr. David Hogan, of the United States, presented his report (Appendix
4b). The Commission noted the Committee’s recommendations, as follows, and decided to renew the sta-
tus of Cooperating Non-Member for Bolivia, Honduras, Indonesia, and Liberia.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The Commission should review Resolution C-07-03 with a view toward any revisions that might be
necessary to improve implementation, in particular if the reporting is repetitive and serving as a factor
in a lack of reporting compliance.

Regarding Resolution C-11-02, the Commission and the Secretariat should review the compliance
questionnaire process to determine if there is a way to elicit more information to substantiate all re-
plies and to review the resolution to ensure it is clear what applies, how it applies, and the information
the Commission wishes to receive on implementation.

The Commission should clarify the implementation reporting for resolution C-12-07 regarding trans-
shipment to make clear whether the Commission expects such reporting.

Resolution C-11-08 should be included in the compliance questionnaire, which should differentiate
between implementing an observer program and data reporting.

With regard to Resolution C-05-03 the Commission should explore methods for better monitoring and
implementation, specifically with regard to improvement of data collection for shark conservation.

The Commission should consider whether it would be useful to establish a minimum threshold for
tuna discards pursuant to the requirement on discards in Resolution C-13-01.

Future compliance reports should use the compendium produced by the Secretariat as the basis for an
annex to the annual compliance report to track national reporting on implementation and compliance
over time.

The Commission should clarify where sealing wells can be allowed for capacity management and
whether and when it may be used for other purposes.

The Commission should encourage those Members to resolve the budget contribution arrears issue as
soon as possible, and to also consider whether there are any other options the Commission could take
advantage of to reinforce the collective responsibility to contribute to the IATTC budget.

The Commission should consider whether there was a basis to change the call for disaggregated data
per resolution C-03-05 or to clarify the scientific or data management reasons to continue the current
practice.

The SAC at its next meeting should ratify the data reporting format called for in Resolution C-11-08.

The Commission should reiterate the importance of all CPCs to send delegates to its subsidiary bodies,
in particular the COR.

The Commission should send a communication to Fiji requesting additional information on the Xin
Shi Ji 16 based on the elements discussed by the Committee.

The Commission should renew Cooperating Non-Member status for Bolivia and Honduras, and con-
sider renewing such status for Indonesia and Liberia, and communicate to those CPCs the responsibil-
ity to participate in the Commission’s subsidiary bodies.

The Commission should consider reviewing its procedures regarding the observer reports to determine
whether captains have an opportunity to comment on observer reports for IATTC matters and if there
is a need for additional space or other adjustments of the observer forms; examine the usefulness of
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additional training to make captains aware of existing opportunities to make comments; analyze the
need for and possibility of how to accommodate an opportunity for captains comments on compliance
matters identified in post-trip analysis of observer reports, and any other changes that may be needed
to implement such a mechanism.

C.

Report of the Chairman of the virtual working group on fleet capacity

The Chairman of the group, Mr. Bernal Chavarria, presented his report of the work carried out virtually
during the intersessional period. He had circulated four questions about how the problems of capacity
could be approached, but had received no replies. He had also participated in the meeting of the Scientific
Advisory Committee, which had no comments in response to his presentation.

7. Matters related to fleet capacity

Consideration under this agenda item of the matters related to fleet capacity led to a protracted and
complex discussion. In spite of several concrete proposals that were tabled to move forward, the
Commission could not at this stage reach consensus to resolve the pending issues and to conciliate the
different positions expressed or reiterated by various Members.

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

(f)

Colombia referred to its claim (Appendix 5¢) and requested that the 4.772 m® still to be allocated
from the historical claim recorded in the footnote to Resolution C-02-03 be included in the report
SAC-06-INF-B, specifically in its “scenario 11”. The Director commented that since this
document had been already considered and approved it could not be modified retroactively but
that an appendix would be added to it in order to fulfil the request made by Colombia.

Costa Rica reiterated its request for an increase in its fleet capacity based on the provisions of the
footnote in Resolution C- 02-03, but abstained from making a detailed presentation of its case at
that stage.

For Guatemala and Venezuela, it was clear that their respective cases had already been solved at
the 88™ Meeting (Extraordinary) of the Commission and that the only remaining issue was that of
the activation of the capacity that had been restored to them by the Commission’s decision at that
meeting. In that respect, they considered that the conditions for activating this capacity had been
met with the clarifications made at the recent meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee by the
IATTC Scientific Coordinator who considered that only 52 days of closure are necessary, with the
10 additional days as a precautionary measure.

Peru presented its request for 5851 m3, of which the Commission took note but without taking yet
any decision.

Vanuatu, for its part, requested that its case be treated similarly to those of Guatemala and
Venezuela on the ground that these cases are equivalent.

The European Union questioned the interpretation made by Guatemala and Venezuela regarding
the fulfilment of the conditions for the activation of their restored capacity. It stressed that a
Member cannot decide unilaterally whether or not it complies with obligations established by the
Commission, particularly so when such a decision is taken on the basis of opinions that were
expressed during the SAC meeting and were not even validated by the Committee. Only the
Commission could decide whether the conditions were met (including upon recommendation of
the SAC, which was not the case, since the SAC had not made such a recommendation).
Guatemala challenged this statement, arguing that the decision on activation was not unilateral but
reflected a decision of the Commission itself, since it had been informed of the clarifications
resulting from the meeting of the SAC and since Resolution C- 13-01 was in force.

The European Union also reminded Members that, at the ggh meeting of the Commission, it had
clearly stated that the activation of capacity should be conditioned not only on the adoption of
compensatory conservation measures but also on the adoption of a plan for reducing capacity in
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the EPO, which has not been achieved to date. Guatemala also challenged that statement, stressing
that only the first condition (the adoption of compensatory measures) had been adopted by the
Commission and that the second had been only proposed by the European Union but not approved
by the Commission as a whole.

In order to allow the Commission to move forward, several delegations made concrete proposals in
writing, as follows:

(@) Mexico proposed the text of an agreement on the conditions to be met for the activation and
utilization of the capacity approved for Guatemala and Venezuela (Appendix 5d).

(b) Vanuatu and Costa Rica presented successively two proposals of draft terms of reference for the
Virtual Working Group on Fleet Capacity and the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity
(Appendixes 5e and f).

None of these proposals could reach a consensus and the discussion on this item was suspended.
8. Observer program for transshipments at sea

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Commission staff, presented Document IATTC-89-07 on the operation of
this program during the previous year. The program, which has been in operation for 6 1/2 years, has pro-
ceeded normally and without problems. The number of observers placed and of days at sea, as well as the
number of transshipments and the quantity of fish transshipped, remained fairly constant in 2013 and
2014. Data are collected from the entire area (Western Pacific, Eastern Pacific, IATTC-WCPFC overlap
area) where the transshipped tuna is caught, and are reported to the Scientific Advisory Committee.

It was agreed that the program would be continued for a further year (2016) with the contract for operating
the program given to the Marine Resources Assessment Group (MRAG) consortium.

9. Review of the IATTC’s performance
Dr. Compean reported on progress in the review of the IATTC and AIDCP, including the following:

a) A memorandum was sent to the Members asking whether they wished to be part of the virtual
Working Group. Only Japan, the European Union, Mexico, Chinese Taipei, and Canada respond-
ed. During the meeting Ecuador asked to be included.

b) The announcement seeking bids from potential evaluators was published on the IATTC website,
and other relevant sites, including the terms of reference for the review approved by the Commis-
sion. Only one bid was received, from a group with experience in this type of work.

Various Members expressed their satisfaction with the bid from that group. It was agreed that the
deadline for receiving applications would be 31 July 2015 and that in the case that no additional
bids were received by that date, the Commission will award the contract to the current bid.

c) Performance reviews from other RFMOs were circulated for the Members’ reference.
10. Discussion of resolutions and recommendations
a. Resolutions adopted:

The Commission agreed to continue applying Resolutions C-13-01 on a multiannual program for the con-
servation of tunas in the eastern Pacific Ocean during 2014-2016, C-14-06 on measures for the conserva-
tion and management of Pacific bluefin tuna in the eastern Pacific Ocean during 2015-2016, and C-05-02
and C-13-03 on North Pacific albacore tuna.

Also, the following seven resolutions were approved.

Resolution Subject Appendix
C-15-01 Amendment to Resolution C-05-07 on 1UU fishing 2a
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C-15-02

Interpretation to paragraph 6 of Resolution C-02-03 on fleet capacity

2b

C-15-03

Amendment to Resolution C-13-04 on the collection and analyses of data
on fish-aggregating devices

2C

C-15-04

Conservation of Mobulid rays caught in association with fisheries in the
IATTC Convention Area

2d

C-15-05

Amendment to Resolution C-12-04 on the formula for calculating contribu-
tions to the IATTC budget

2e

C-15-06

Financing for fiscal year 2016

2f

C-15-07

Amendment to Resolution C-13-05 on confidentiality

b. Proposals submitted but not approved:

The situation of the other proposals submitted (Appendices 3a- 3m) was as follows:

Prop

Subject

Status

Appendix

A-1

Costa Rica. Amendment
to Resolution C-05-03 on
the conservation of sharks
caught in association with
fisheries in the EPO

A-2

European Union. Resolu-
tion on the conservation of
sharks caught in associa-
tion with fisheries in the
IATTC Convention Area

Both proposals were withdrawn to be replaced by a
joint proposal by Costa Rica and the European Un-
ion (A-1A).

3a

3b

A-1A

Costa Rica and European
Union. Amendment to
Resolution C-05-03 on the
conservation of  sharks
caught in association with
fisheries in the EPO

Despite strong support from various Members, as
well as from two environmental groups, and the
efforts made to negotiate a formula that would
make it possible to reach consensus, in the end, this
could not be approved because it was formally ob-
jected to by two Members during its final reading.

3c

A-3

European Union. Resolu-
tion on the conservation of
silky sharks caught in as-
sociation with fisheries in
the IATTC Convention
Area

Despite strong support from various Members, and
the efforts made to negotiate a formula that would
make it possible to reach consensus, in the end, this
could not be approved because it was formally ob-
jected to by one Member during its final reading.

3d

A-4

United States. Resolution
on the conservation of
hammerhead sharks (fami-
ly Sphyrnidae) caught in
the IATTC Convention
Area

Despite the efforts made to find a compromise for-
mula, the persistent objections by two Members
who argued, inter alia, the lack of a stock assess-
ment for these sharks, meant that no consensus
could be reached.

3e

E-1

European Union.
Amendment to Resolution
C-11-07 on the process for
improved compliance of
resolutions adopted by the
Commission

It proved impossible to adopt this proposal due to
the reservations expressed by various Members on
various elements of the proposal that require further
clarification.

3f

E-2A

Colombia, Costa Rica, El
Salvador, Guatemala,

Objected by two Members, who indicated that the
proposed resolution would be a backward step in

39

IATTC-89 Minutes

12



Prop Subject Status Appendix
Mexico, Nicaragua, Pa- | terms of transparency.
nama, and Venezuela.
Resolution on the use of
information on compliance
F-1 European Union. Resolu- | No consensus was reached on this proposal due to 3h
tion for an IATTC scheme | the persistent reservations of some Members that
for minimum standards for | wanted additional financial support for the imple-
inspections in port mentation of these measures and the impossibility
of reaching a compromise at this meeting.
G-1 European Union. Resolu- | Withdrawn. 3i
tion to revise Resolution
C-13-01 on the basis of the
best scientific advice
H-2 European Union. Revi- | Due to the persistent objections of some Members 3j
sion of Resolution C-02-03 | regarding the advisability of reopening or amending
on the capacity of the tuna | Resolution C-02-03, bearing in mind in particular
fleet operating in the EPO | the pending cases of capacity requests or disputes,
consensus could not be reached on this proposal.
Instead, a separate resolution was adopted to give
interpretation to paragraph 6 of C-02-03 (appendix
2b).
J-1 United States. Resolution | Objected by one Member who could not join the 3k
to establish a rebuilding | consensus, indicating inter alia, that Pacific bluefin
plan for Pacific bluefin | tuna consists of a single stock that should be man-
tuna aged through joint measures by the IATTC and
WCPFC and not independently by each of these
RFMOs, as has been the case to date and it is time
for both RFMOs to jointly and cooperatively engage
in long term resource recovery of this stock. Mexico
and the United States made statements in this regard
(Appendix 5a). The EU showed concern and disap-
pointment and encouraged the continuation of work
based on solid scientific advice.
K-1 United States. Amend- | Despite the support of some Members and Birdlife 3l
ment to Resolution C-11- | International and the Agreement on the Conserva-
02 to mitigate the impact | tion of Albatrosses and Petrels (ACAP) and the ef-
on seabirds of fishing for | forts made to achieve a compromise formula, it was
species covered by the | not possible to reach consensus on this proposal due
IATTC to the opposition of one Member.
M-1 Mexico. Amendment to | Some Members did not support it, noting that 20% 3m
Resolution C-11-08 on | coverage is not feasible and that it is 5% in the
observers on longline ves- | WCPFC.
sels

11. Implementation of Resolution C-14-07 on procedures for implementing Article X11.1 of the An-
tigua Convention

The Chairman reported that at a meeting of heads of delegation the application of the process established
in Resolution C-14-07 was discussed. He stated that there was no consensus to reappoint the current Di-
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rector, so the Commission would move to the second stage established in the resolution and initiate the
process for selecting the Director with the drafting and publication of the vacancy advertisement. There
was no objection to this.

12. Election of Chair and Deputy Chair for the July 2015-July 2016 period

Mr. Guillermo Moran, of Ecuador, was re-elected Chairman of the Commission, and Ms. Bryslie
Cifuentes, of Guatemala, was re-elected Deputy Chair, both for the July 2015-July 2016 period.

13. Election of Chairs of subsidiary bodies and working groups
The following chairs of the subsidiary bodies and working groups were elected or re-elected:

Working Group/Committee Chair

Working group on fleet capacity Luis Torres (Ecuador)

Review Committee David Hogan (United States)
Committee on administration and finance Lillo Maniscalchi (Venezuela)

14. Other business
a) Case of the Venezuelan vessel Ventuari

Venezuela reported that in 2015 it had requested an exemption from the closure for the Venezuelan vessel
Ventuari for reasons of force majeure , and that this request was accepted by the Commission. However,
the vessel was not in a condition to use that exemption during the current year, and would therefore use it
in 2016. There was no objection to this.

b) Proposal by Ecuador on an exhortation to the WCPFC to harmonize conservation and man-
agement measures with the IATTC.

The Commission received favorably, in principle, the initiative by Ecuador of a proposal to exhort the
WCPFC to harmonize its conservation and management measures with those of the IATTC (Appendix

5Q).

Therefore, without prejudice to the existing agreements between the IATTC and the WCPFC including
various memoranda of understanding, the Commission agreed to exhort the WCPFC to consider, at its
next ordinary meeting, the adoption of conservation and management measures consistent and harmonised
with those already adopted by the IATTC, and to accelerate the mechanisms for cooperation and
coordination between the two RFMOs to assess comprehensively the status of all the stocks of tunas and
tuna-like species of the Pacific Ocean covered by their respective conventions.

¢) Certification of catches from schools not associated with dolphins

Panama expressed its interest in having the Commission work on a recommendation for developing a
certification scheme for tuna fisheries for catches from schools not associated with dolphins. A proposal
would be presented next year.

15. Place and date of next meeting

It was agreed that the next meeting of the Commission will be held in July 2016. Regarding the location, a
number of delegations expressed support for an alternative venue to La Jolla o Del Mar closer to a wider
range of amenities and transport, and preferabily in the city of San Diego itself.

16. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 8 PM on 3 July 2015.
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VALARIE LANZA*
Ministry of Finance
director.bhsfu@gmail.com

ROBERT DAY*
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
robert.day@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

LIMING LIU*

Ministry of Agriculture
bofdwf@agri.gov.cn

GANG ZHAO

China Overseas Fisheries Association
adminl@tuna.org.cn

ANDREA GUERRERO*

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
andrea.guerrerogarcia@cancilleria.gov.co
FARYDE CARLIER

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
faryde.carlier@cancilleria.gov.co
MARIA ISABEL CASTANEDA
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
maria.castaneda@cancilleria.gov.co
OTTO POLANCO

Autoridad Nacional de Acuicultura y Pesca
maria.esquivel@aunap.gov.co

JONG HWA BANG*

Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
bjh125@korea.kr

JIWON YOON

Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
jiwon.yoon@kofci.org

ZANG GEUN KIM

MIEMBROS - MEMBERS

BELICE - BELIZE

DELICE PINKARD
Ministry of Finance
sr.fishofficer@gmail.com

CANADA - CANADA

ROBERT JONES
Fisheries and Oceans Canada
robert.jones@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

CHINA

Z1JUN ZHOU

China Overseas Fisheries Association
adminl@tuna.org.cn

XIAOJIE DAI

Shanghai Ocean University

xjdai@shou.edu.cn
COLOMBIA
CARLOS POLO

Autoridad Nacional de Acuicultura y Pesca

carlos.polo@aunap.gov.co
ALEJANDRO LONDONO

Asociacion Nacional de Empresarios de Colombia

alondono@andi.com.co

ENRIQUE DE LA VEGA
Programa Nacional de Observadores
edelavega@pescalimpia.org

COREA - KOREA

HO JEONG JIN

Korea Overseas Fisheries Association
jackiejin@kosfa.org

JI HUN JANG

Sajo Industries Co., Ltd.

skiff@sajo.co.kr

National Fisheries Research and Development Institute

zgkim@korea.kr

GUSTAVO MENESES*
INCOPESCA/Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y
Acuicultura
presidenciaejecutiva@incopesca.go.cr
ANTONIO PORRAS

INCOPESCA/Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y
Acuicultura

aporras@incopesca.go.cr

ASBRUDAL VASQUEZ

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia
vazquezal@ice.co.cr

GHISELLE RODRIGUEZ

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia
grodriguez@mag.go.cr

COSTA RICA
JORGE BARRANTES

Camara de Pescadores Artesanales de Puntarenas de Costa Rica

capap@hotmail.com

JOHNNY GONZALEZ

Camara Nacional Industria Palangrera
mgonzgut@hotmail.com

SERGIO SOTO

Camara Nacional Industria Palangrera
Sergiosotop28@gmail.com

JESUS CHOPITEA

Txopituna S.L

josu@txopituna.com
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Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
victor.alcivar@pesca.gob.ec

REBECA ESPINOZA
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rebeca.espinoza@pesca.gob.ec

ANDRES JARRE

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
andres.jarre@pesca.gob.ec
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Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
gamv6731@gmail.com

CAROLINA OBANDO

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
yolandacarol@hotmail.com

OSWALDO VELEZ

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
oswaldo.velez@pesca.gob.ec

WILLIAN OLIVES

Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros
eduardo_olives@yahoo.com

LUIS TORRES

Subsecretaria de Recursos

Pesqueros luis.torres@pesca.gob.ec

JOSE GARCIA

Instituto Nacional de Pesca

jlgarcia@institutopesca.gob.ec

EDWIN MONCAYO

Instituto Nacional de Pesca
direccion_inp@institutopesca.gob.ec

MANUEL PERALTA

Instituto Nacional de Pesca
mperalta@institutopesca.gob.ec

FRANKLIN ORMAZA

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
franklinormaza@yahoo.com

CESAR ROHON

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
rohonhervga@hotmail.com

RAFAEL TRUJILLO

Céamara Nacional de Pesqueria
direjec@camaradepesqueria.com

FERNANDO VELASTEGUI

Céamara Nacional de Pesqueria
fvelastegui@guayatuna.com

JORGE BANCHON

Probecuador

probecuador@gye.satnet.net

LUIGI BENINCASA

ATUNEC/Asociacion de Atuneros del

Ecuador info@atunec.com.ec

JOSE OLMEDO

ATUNEC/Asociacion de Atuneros del Ecuador
ab.joseolmedo@gmail.com

LEONARDO AGUIRRE

Negocios Industriales Real NIRSA S.A
presidencia@nirsa.com

ROBERTO AGUIRRE

BARTOLOME FERNANDEZ
FrigoLab San Mateo
bartolof@frigolab.com.ec
RAMON FERNANDEZ
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ramon.fernandez@gepo.com
IKER GALINDEZ
Pesquera Ugavi S.A
iker.galindez@ugavi.com
LUIS E. GARCIA

Legalsa & Asociados
candrade@Iegalsa.com.ec
PABLO GARCIA

Grupo Servigrup
pgarcia@servigrup.com.ec
CARLOS GOMEZ
Legalsa & Asociados
candrade@Iegalsa.com.ec
PEPE HIDALGO
PACIFICTUNA
phidalgo46@gmail.com
XAVIER HIDALGO
PACIFICTUNA
xhidalgo@ewaire.com
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PACIFICTUNA
ohill@ecuaire.com

JAIME HOLGUIN
Negocios Industriales NIRSA S.A
presidencia@nirsa.com
BRUNO LEONE

Grupo Servigrup
brunol@servigrup.com.ec
BRUNO E. LEONE
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beleone@servigrup.com.ec
FRANCISCO LEONE
Grupo Servigrup
fleone@servigrup.com.ec
MONICA MALDONADO
CEIPA
ceipa@ceipa.com.ec
JIMMY MARTINEZ
jimmy.martinez59@gmail.com
DIEGO MILETIC
Pesquera Jadran S.A.
jadran@gye.satnet.net
FERNANDO MOLINA
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Idelmar S.A
michelomb29@hotmail.com
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Casamar Ecuador S.A
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Pesquera Jadran S.A.
aendara@grupolider.com
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Pesquera Jadran S.A.
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Grupo Servigrup
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mailto:eliseo.villar@ugavi.com
mailto:gabriela.villar@ugavi.com
mailto:jvillavicencio@villavicencioyasociados.ec
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mailto:gustavo.portillo@mag.gob.sv
mailto:ana.galdamez@mag.gob.sv
mailto:oscar-gustavo.alvarez@calvo.es
mailto:sdm@calvo.es
mailto:njimbocastillo@yahoo.es
mailto:boris.quintanilla@grupocalvo.com.sv
mailto:calvopesca.madrid@calvo.es
mailto:macarena.ubis@calvo.es
mailto:barry.thom@noaa.gov
mailto:bill.fox@wwfus.org
mailto:BrakkeMT@state.gov
mailto:jeremy.rusin@noaa.gov
mailto:martina.sagapolu@noaa.gov
mailto:galvarez@aol.com

U.S. Department of State
hogandf@state.gov

PATRICK PEARSALL

U.S. Department of State
pearsallpw@state.gov

CELIA BARROSO

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Services
celia.barroso@noaa.gov

JUDSON FEDER

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries

vices judson.feder@noaa.gov

RINI GHOSH

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
rini.ghosh@noaa.gov

CHARLES GREEN

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
charles.green@noaa.gov

WILLIAM JACOBSON
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
bill.jacobson@noaa.gov

KRISTIN RUSELLO

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
kristin.rusello@noaa.gov

Chicken of the Sea
kbixler@cosintl.com

PETER FLOURNOY

American Albacore Fishermen’s Association
phf@international-law-offices.com
SVEIN FOUGNER

Hawaii Longline Association
sveinfougner@cox.net

CARY GANN

Starkist

cary.gann@starkist.com
MICHAEL KRAFT

Bumble Bee Foods
mike.kraft@bumblebee.com
JOSH MADEIRA

Monterey Bay Aquarium
jmadeira@mbayaq.org
WILLIAM SARDINHA
Sardinha & Cileu Management Inc
bill@sardinhacileu.sdcoxmail.com

FRANCIA - FRANCE

THOMAS ROCHE*

Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable Development and Energy

thomas.roche@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
CRISTIANE LAURENT-MONPETIT
Ministry of Overseas
christiane.laurent-monpetit@outre-mer.gouv.fr

ALEJANDRO SANCHEZ*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
visarmaga@gmail.com

RODRIGO VIELMANN

Ministerio de Relaciones

Exteriores vielmann@minex.gob.gt

CARLOS MARIN

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
cfmarin1058@gmail.com

BRYSLIE CIFUENTES

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
brysliec@hotmail.com

TAKASHI KOYA*

Fisheries Agency of Japan
takashi_koya@nm.maff.go.jp
YUJIRO AKATSUKA

Fisheries Agency of Japan
yuujirou_akatsuka@nm.maff.go.jp
SHINICHI SUZUKI

Fisheries Agency of Japan
shinichi_suzuki@nm.maff.go.jp
HIROMU FUKUDA

National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries
hiromu.fukuda@gmail.com

STEPHEN YEN KAI SUN
French Polynesia Ministry of Marine Ressources
stephen.yenkaisun@drm.gov.pf

GUATEMALA

BERNAL CHAVARRIA

OSPESCA

bchavarria@Isg-cr.com

HUGO ALSINA

MAY APESCA S.A/Pesquera del Indo-Pacifico S.A
hugo@alsina-et-al.org

VASCO FRANCO

Pesquera Reina de la Paz
vascofrancoduran@yahoo.com

JAPON - JAPAN

KEISUKE SATOH

National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries
kstu21@fra.affrc.go.jp

KIKUO CHIYO

Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative Association
gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp

MICHIO SHIMIZU

National Ocean Tuna Fishery Association
mic-shimizu@zengyoren.jf-net.ne.jp

MEXICO - MEXICO

LUIS FLEISCHER*
Embassy of Mexico
Ifleischer21@hotmail.com

GUILLERMO GOMEZ
APAS/Gomez-Hall
gomezhall@gmail.com
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VICTOR ARRIAGA
CONAPESCA/Comision Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
varriagah@conapesca.gob.mx

MARTHA ESTRADA
CONAPESCA/Comision Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
mestradaj@conapesca.gob.mx

MICHEL DREYFUS

Instituto Nacional de la Pesca
dreyfus@cicese.mx

ARMANDO DIAZ

FIDEMAR

adiaz@cicese.mx

KIP EIDBERG

Mexican Delegation
kip.eideberg@finnpartners.com

ERNESTO ESCOBAR

Pesca Azteca S.A de C.V
dzamudio@pescaazteca.com

NORISSA GIANGOLA

Alianza del Pacifico por el Atln Sustentable
ng@cogquimarketing.com

ANTONIO GUERRA

Grupo Maritimo Industrial S.A. de C.V
ssantoyo@grupomar.mx

SANTIAGO MATUS

Baja Aqua-Farms S.A de C.V
santiago.matus@bajaaquafarms.mx
RAUL QUINTANILLA

Grupo Maritimo Industrial S.A. de C.V
ssantoyo@grupomar.mx

MARIANA RAMOS

Alianza del Pacifico por el Atln Sustentable
mariana@pacifictunaalliance.org
MARK ROBERTSON

Potomac Global Advisors
mrobertson@potomacglobal.com
BENITO SARMIENTO

Baja Aqua-Farms S.A de C.V
benito.sarmiento@bajaaquafarms.com

NICARAGUA

DANILO ROSALES*

INPESCA/Instituto Nicaragiiense de Pesca y Acuicultura
drosales@inapesca.gob.ni

JULIO GUEVARA

INATUN/Industrial Atunera de Nicaragua
juliocgp@hotmail.com

ARMANDO SEGURA

Camara de la Pesca de Nicaragua
capenic@ibw.com.ni

MARIA INES SOLIS
INATUN/Industrial Atunera de Nicaragua
inafunsa@cablenet.com.ni

PANAMA - PANAMA

IVAN FLORES*

ARAP/Autoridad de los Recursos Acuaticos de Panama
iflores@arap.gob.pa

RAUL DELGADO

ARAP/Autoridad de los Recursos Acuaticos de Panama
rdelgado@arap.gob.pa

ARNULFO FRANCO

FIPESCA

arnulfofranco@fipesca.com

GINA VERGARA

Autoridad Maritima de Panama
gvergarab@amp.gob.pa

OSVALDO ESCUDERO

Consulado de Panaméa en Guayaquil
osvoles05@yahoo.com

ALVARO VASQUEZ
Consulado de Panama en Guayaquil
consuladopanamagye@gmail.com
LUIS A. DORATI

Trimarine Internacional S.A
Idorati@trimarinegroup.com
ROBERTO LAZARO

Grupo Marpesca
rlazarosl@hotmail.es

JAVIER LEJARRAGA

Capital Property
lejarraga.jadran@gmail.com
GUSTAVO ZUNIGA

Grupo Marpesca
plymberopulos@marpesca.com

PERU - PERU

JOSE ALLEMANT*
Ministerio de la Produccion
jallemant@produce.gob.pe
GLADYS CARDENAS
Instituto del Mar del Per
gcardenas@imarpe.gob.pe
JUAN CARLOS REQUEJO
Ministerio de la Produccion
jrequejo@produce.gob.pe
OMAR RIOS

Ministerio de la Produccién
orios@produce.gob.pe
MILAGROS FRANCO
Instituto del Mar del Per(
mfranco@imarpe.gob.pe

ULISES MUNAYLLA
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

PABLO NIETO

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
pnieto@hayduk.com.pe
JORGE RISI

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

JOSE SARMIENTO

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@snp.org.pe

ALFONSO MIRANDA
Sociedad Nacional de Industrias
alfonso.miranda@pezex.pe
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RICARDO BERNALES EDUARDO CARCOVICH

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria Axsa Servicios Generales SAC
gsanguinetti@diamante.com.pe e_carcovich@speedy.com.pe
JAVIER CALMET OMAR CARCOVICH
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria Dolmar Representaciones SAC
jcalmet@diamante.com.pe ocarcovich@dolmar.pe
MILDO MARTINEZ CONSUELO JIBAJA
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria Dolmar Representaciones SAC
scasas.iimar@hayduk.com.pe consuelojibaja@hotmail.com

TAIPEI CHINO — CHINESE TAPEI
CHUNG-HAI KWOH* HUANG CHAO CHIN
Fisheries Agency/Council of Agriculture Taiwan Tuna Association
chunghai@ms1.fa.gov.tw edward@tuna.org.tw
YU CHEN HO MARTIN
Fisheries Agency/Council of Agriculture Taiwan Tuna Longline Association
chenyu@ms1.fa.gov.tw sefe121@hotmail.com
CHIN-SHENG LEE LIANG CHUN WANG
Dept. of International Organizations Taiwan Tuna Longline Association
cslee@mofa.gov.tw duo w@livemail.tw
WEIYANG LIU SHIN-MING KAO
Overseas Fisheries Development Council Institute of Marine Affairs
weiyang@ofdc.org.tw kaosm@udel.edu

UNION EUROPEA — EUROPEAN UNION
ANGELA MARTINI* JULIO MORON
European Commission OPAGAC
angela.martini@ec.europa.eu julio.moron@opagac.org
LUIS MOLLEDO BORJA ALONSO
European Commission OPAGAC
luis.molledo@ec.europa.eu borja.alonso@albacora.es
NORMUNDS RIEKSTINS DANIEL CALVO
Ministry of Agriculture OPAGAC
normunds.riekstins@zm.gov.lv daniel.calvo@isabel.net
ANTONIO LIZCANO ESTANISLAO GARAVILLA
Ministerio de Agricultura, Alimentacion y Medio Ambiente  Conservas Isabel S.A.
alizcano@magrama.es egaravilla@isabel.net
JAVIER ARIZ JOSU SANTIAGO
Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia AZTI Tecnalia
javier.ariz@ca.ieo.es jsantiago@azti.es
VANUATU

LAURENT PARENTE*
Vanuatu/IATTC Commissioner
laurentparente-vanuatu-imo@hotmail.com

VENEZUELA
JULIO ARELLANO* LILLO MANISCALCHI
Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores AVATUN/ Asociacion Venezolana de Armadores Atuneros
jularell@gmail.com lillomaniscalchi@yahoo.com
ALVIN DELGADO DOMENICO PINTO
FUNDATUN AVATUN/ Asociacién Venezolana de Armadores Atuneros
fundatunpnov@gmail.com pezatun@yahoo.com

NO MIEMBROS COOPERANTES — COOPERATING NON-MEMBERS
BOLIVIA

MARCO ARENAS* HECTOR BEJAR
Direccion General de Intereses Maritimos de Bolivia Unidad Boliviana de Pesca Maritima
intermar@mindef.gob.bo pescamar@mindef.gob.bo

HONDURAS
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JOSE ROBERTO HERNANDEZ*
Direccion General de Pesca y Acuicultura
roberto.hernandez48@hotmail.com

ARYO HANGGONO*
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
aryosdi@gmail.com

INDONESIA

SAUT TAMPUBOLON
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries s.tampubolon@yahoo.com

LIBERIA

RUPHENE SIDIFALL*
Liberia International Shipping & Corporate Registry
rsidifall@liscr.com

OBSERVADORES-OBSERVERS

CHILE
KARIN MUNDNICH

CRISTIAN LABORDA
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores Subsecretaria de Pesca y Acuicultura
claborda@minrel.gov.cl kmundnich@subpesca.cl

ORGANIZACIONES INTERNACIONALES — INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

BERNAL CHAVARRIA JULIAN A. REYNA

OSPESCA Comisién Permanente del Pacifico Sur
bchavarria@Isg-cr.com sgeneral@cpps-int.org

MARCO FAVERO FELETI TEO

ACAP WCPFC
marco.favero.acap@hotmail.com feleti.teo@wcpfc.int

ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES — NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

HENRY DEBEY VISHWANIE MAHARAJ

The Pew Charitable Trusts World Wildlife Fund

sniave@pewtrusts.org vishwanie.maharaj@wwfus.org

ESTEBAN FRERE VICTOR RESTREPO

BirdLife International International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
estebanfrere@yahoo.com.ar vrestrepo@iss-foundation.org

SONJA FORDHAM GALA MORENO

Humane Society International International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
sonjaviveka@gmail.com gmoreno@iss-foundation.org

JAMES GIBBON RYAN ORGERA

The Pew Charitable Trusts The Pew Charitable Trusts
shiave@pewtrusts.org sniave@pewtrust.org

PABLO GUERRERO REBECCA REGNERY
World Wildlife Fund Humane Society International
pablo.guerrero@wwf.org.ec rregnery@hsi.or

ROSA INDENBAUM

Defenders of Wildlife
rindenbaum@defenders.org

SUSAN JACKSON

International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
sjackson@iss-foundation.org

MARTA MARRERO

The Pew Charitable Trusts
sniave@pewtrusts.org

AIKO YAMAUCHI
World Wildlife Fund
ayamauchi@wwf.or.jp
LUIS ZAPATA
World Wildlife Fund
lazapata@wwf.org.co

OTROS OBSERVADORES - OTHER OBSERVERS

TITO MARTIJENA
Construcciones A. Maggiolo S.A
tito.martijena@maggiolo.com.pe
CARLOS NUNEZ

JOSE BELOSO
Satlink S.L

afm@satlink.es
MARIA BOLUARTE

CLS Peru ASISERVY
mjboluarte@clsperu.pe cnunez@asiservy.com
JAN DE BRUIN HIROSHI OHTA

Marinsa International Inc.
jandebruin@marinsa.com

US - Japan Research Institute
h-ohta@y.waseda.jp
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JAIME ESTRADA B.

Fishcorp S.A
jeeb237@hotmail.com

JAIME ESTRADA M.

Fishcorp S.A
presidencia@mantafutbolclub.com

HECTOR GARCIA
ENGORMIX
hectorgarciaportillo@gmail.com
BILLY HWANG

Starkist
billy.hwang@starkist.com
JUAN LARREA

Satlink S.L

afm@satlink.es
HAK SONG LEE

Acuacultura de Baja California SA de CV

wbptreesp@hanmail.net
GUILLERMO MARTIN
Cintranaval Ship Design
gmartin@cintranaval-defcar.com

GUILLERMO COMPEAN, Director

gcompean@iattc.org
MARISOL AGUILAR
maguilar@iattc.org
ERNESTO ALTAMIRANO
ealtamirano@iattc.org
RICARDO BELMONTES
rbelmontes@iattc.org
FELIX CRUX
fcruz@iattc.or

RICK DERISO
rderiso@iattc.org

ERICK LARGACHA
elargacha@iattc.org

DAVID ORDORNEZ
Zamakona Yards
zamakona@zamakona.com
MATTHEW OWENS
Tri-Marine
mowens@trimarinegroup.com
FRANCISCO PEREZ
Zunibal S.L
javier.perez@zunibal.com
ISAO SAKAGUCHI

US - Japan Research Institute
isao.sakaguchi@gakushuin.ac.jp
FRANK TERZOLI
Frequentz
frankie.terzoli@frequentz.com
AITOR URIARTE
Cintranaval Ship Design
auriarte@cintranaval-defcar.com
FAUSTINO VELASCO
Satlink S.L

afm@satlink.es

SECRETARIA — SECRETARIAT

JOYDELEE MARROW
jmarrow@iattc.org
TERESA MUSANO
tmusano@iattc.or
WILLIAM PALADINES
wpaladines@iattc.org
JEAN-FRANCOIS PULVENIS
jpulvenis@iattc.org
NORA ROA-WADE
nwade@iattc.org
NICHOLAS WEBB
nwebb@iattc.org

BRAD WILEY
bwiley@iattc.or
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Appendix 2a

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June — 3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-01

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-05-07 ON ESTABLISHING A LIST
OF VESSELS PRESUMED TO HAVE CARRIED OUT ILLEGAL,
UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING ACTIVITIES IN THE
EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recalling that the FAO Council adopted on 23 June 2001 an International Plan of Action to prevent, deter
and eliminate illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing (IPOA-IUU). This plan stipulates that the identi-
fication of the vessels carrying out illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing activities should fol-
low agreed procedures and be applied in an equitable, transparent and non-discriminatory way.

Concerned that IUU fishing activities in the Convention area undermine the effectiveness of the IATTC
conservation and management measures.

Further concerned that there is a possibility that vessel owners engaged in such fishing activities may
have re-flagged their vessels to avoid compliance with IATTC management and conservation measures.

Determined to address the challenge of an increase in IUU fishing activities by way of measures to be ap-
plied in respect to vessels, without prejudice to further measures adopted in respect of flag States under the
relevant IATTC instruments.

Considering the action undertaken in other regional tuna fisheries organizations to address this issue;
Conscious of the need to address, as a matter of priority, the issue of vessels conducting 1UU fishing activ-
ities; and

Noting that the situation must be addressed in the light of all relevant international fisheries instruments
and in accordance with the relevant rights and obligations established in the World Trade Organization
(WTO) Agreement;

Recognizing the importance of due process and of the participation of the interested parties;
Resolves as follows:
IDENTIFICATION OF IUU ACTIVITIES:

1. Ateach Annual Meeting, the Commission shall identify those vessels that have participated in fishing
activities for species covered by the IATTC Convention in the Convention Area in a manner that un-
dermines the effectiveness of the Convention and the IATTC Conservation measures in force, due to
serious non-compliance, and shall establish and amend in subsequent years if necessary a list of such
vessels (The IUU Vessel List), in accordance with the criteria and procedures established in this reso-
lution.

2. This identification shall be clearly and suitably documented, based on, inter alia, reports from CPCs
related to compliance with IATTC resolutions in force, trade information obtained from relevant
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commercial data, such as data from the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
(FAO), statistical documents and other verifiable national or international statistics, as well as any
other documented information obtained from port States and/or collected in fishing grounds. The in-
formation from CPCs shall be provided in the format approved by the Commission.

For the purposes of this resolution, vessels fishing for species covered by the IATTC Convention
within the IATTC Convention Area are presumed to have carried out IUU fishing activities when an
IATTC Member or cooperating non-Member (collectively "CPCs") presents suitably document in-
formation that such vessels:

a. Harvest species covered by the Convention and are not on the IATTC Regional Vessel Register,
or

b. Harvest species covered by the Convention in waters under the national jurisdiction of the
coastal State in the Convention Area without authorization and/or in contravention of its laws
and regulation, without prejudice to the sovereign rights of coastal States to take measures
against such vessels;

c. Make false reports or fail to record or report their catches made in the Convention Area, or

d. Engage in fishing activities in a closed area or during a closure period, or

e. Use prohibited fishing gear or fishing methods, or

f.  Transship with, participate in joint fishing operations with, support, or resupply vessels included

in the IUU Vessel List, or

g. Conduct transshipment operations at sea with vessels not included on the IATTC Record of Car-
rier Vessels, or

h.  Are without nationality, or

i. Engage in fishing activities contrary to the provisions of the Convention or any other IATTC
conservation and management measures, or

J. Are under the control of the owner or operator of any vessel on the IATTC IUU Vessel List.
(Procedures for applying this paragraph are attached as Annex B.)

At the latest 70 days before the Annual Meeting, each CPC shall transmit to the Director their list of
vessels presumed to be carrying out IUU fishing activities in the Convention Area over the past two
years, accompanied by suitably documented evidence concerning the presumption of the IUU fishing
activity.

Information on 1UU vessel activity submitted by CPCs pursuant to this paragraph should be provided
in the format attached as Annex A of this Resolution.

Before or at the same time as transmitting a list of presumed 1UU vessels to the Director, the CPC
shall also notify the relevant flag State, either directly or through the Director, of its request to in-
clude the vessel on the list of presumed IUU vessels, provide a copy of the suitably documented in-
formation, and request the flag State to promptly acknowledge receipt of the notification. If no
acknowledgement is received from the relevant flag State within 10 days of the date of transmittal,
the CPC shall retransmit the notification through an alternative means of communication. Upon re-
ceipt of information pursuant to paragraph 4, the Director shall also inform the flag State of its ves-
sel’s inclusion on the list of presumed IUU vessels, provide a copy of the suitably documented infor-
mation, and inform the flag State about the procedures of this Resolution, including the opportunity
of the flag State and interested parties to provide information in response to the listing proposal.
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DRAFT IUU VESSEL LIST:

6.

On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 4, and any other suitably documented
information at his disposal, the Director shall draw up a draft IATTC IUU Vessel List, together with
the current 1UU list, and shall transmit it, together with all the supporting evidence provided, to all
CPCs, as well as to non-Members with vessels on the List, 55 days before the Annual Meeting. The
Director shall ask each CPC and non-CPC with vessels on the Draft IUU Vessel List to notify the
owners of the vessels of their inclusion in the list and of the consequences of the vessels being in-
cluded in the IATTC IUU list.

The Draft lIUU Vessel List, as well as the Provisional ITUU Vessel List and the IUU Vessel List de-
scribed below, shall contain the following details for each vessel, where available:

i. Name of vessel and previous names, if any;

ii. Flag of vessel and previous flag, if any;

iili. Name and address of owner of vessel and previous owners, including beneficial owners, if any,
and owner's place of registration;

iv. Operator of vessel and previous operators, if any;
v. Call sign of vessel and previous call sign;
vi. IMO number, if any;
vii. Unique Vessel Identifier (UVI), or, if not applicable, any other vessel identifier;
viii. Photographs of the vessel;
ix. Length overall;
X. Date vessel was first included on the IUU List (if applicable);
xi. Position of alleged IUU fishing activities;
xii. Summary of alleged IUU activities;
xiii. Summary of any actions known to have been taken in respect of the alleged 1UU fishing activi-
ties and its outcome.

CPCs and non-Members shall transmit, at the latest 30 days before the Annual Meeting, their com-
ments to the Director, as appropriate, including evidence showing that the vessels neither have fished
in contravention of IATTC conservation and management measures nor had the possibility of fishing
for species covered by the IATTC Convention in the EPO.

Upon receipt of the draft IATTC IUU Vessel List, CPCs shall closely monitor the vessels included in
the draft List in order to determine their activities and possible changes of name, flag and/or regis-
tered owner.

PROVISIONAL IUU VESSEL LIST

10.

11.

12.

On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 8, the Director shall draw up a provi-
sional IATTC IUU Vessel List, and transmit it, 15 days in advance of the Annual Meeting of the
Commission, to the CPCs and the non-Members concerned, together with all the evidence provided.

CPCs may at any time submit to the Director any additional information which might be relevant for
the establishment of the IATTC IUU Vessel List. The Director shall circulate the information, togeth-
er with all the evidence provided, to the CPCs and to the non-Members concerned, at the latest before
the Annual Meeting of the Commission.

The Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission shall
each year examine the provisional IATTC IUU Vessel List, as well as the information that supports
the inclusion, and shall remove a vessel from the provisional IATTC IUU Vessel List if the vessel’s
flag State demonstrates that:
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13.

a. The vessel did not engage in any of the IUU fishing activities described in paragraph 3, or

b. Effective action has been taken in response to the IUU fishing activities in question, including,
inter alia, prosecution, and imposition of sanctions of adequate severity.

Following the examination referred to in paragraph 12, the Committee for the Review of the Imple-
mentation of Measures Adopted by the Commission shall recommend that the Commission approve
the provisional IATTC IUU Vessel List, with the amendments agreed there.

FINAL IUU VESSEL LIST

14.

15.

16.

17.

At its Annual Meeting, the Commission shall review the provisional IUU Vessel List, taking into ac-
count the supporting evidence and new evidence supplied through the Director.

Once the IATTC IUU Vessel List is adopted by the Commission, the Commission shall ask non-
Members with vessels on the IATTC IUU Vessel List to take all the necessary measures to eliminate
these 1UU fishing activities, including, if necessary, the withdrawal of the registration or the fishing
licenses of these vessels, and to inform the Commission of the measures taken in this respect. The Di-
rector shall ask each CPC and non-CPC with vessels on the Final I[UU List to notify the owners of the
vessels of their inclusion in the list and of the consequences of the vessels being included in the
IATTC IUU list.

CPCs shall take all necessary measures, under their applicable legislation and pursuant to paragraphs
56 and 66 of the IPOA-IUU, to:

a. ensure that fishing vessels, support vessels, mother ships or cargo vessels flying their flag do not
participate in any transshipment or joint fishing operations with, support, or re-supply vessels on
the IATTC IUU Vessel List;

b. ensure that vessels on the IATTC IUU Vessel List that enter ports voluntarily are not authorized
to land or transship therein;

c. prohibit the entry into their ports of vessels included on the 1UU list, except in case of force
majeure or where the vessel is allowed entry into port for the exclusive purpose of inspection
and effective enforcement action;

d. prohibit the chartering of a vessel on the IATTC IUU Vessel List;

refuse to grant their flag to vessels on the IATTC IUU Vessel List, unless the vessel has changed
owner, and the new owner has provided sufficient evidence demonstrating that the previous
owner or operator has no further legal, beneficial or financial interest in, or control of, the vessel
or, having taken into account all relevant facts, the flag CPC determines that granting the vessel
its flag will not result in 1UU fishing;

f.  prohibit commercial transactions®, imports, landings and/or transshipment of species covered by
the IATTC Convention from vessels on the IATTC IUU Vessel List;

g. encourage traders, importers, transporters and others involved, to refrain from transactions in,
and transshipment of, species covered by the IATTC Convention caught by vessels on the
IATTC IUU Vessel List;

h. collect, and exchange with other CPCs, any appropriate information with the aim of searching
for, controlling and preventing false import/export certificates for species covered by the IATTC
Convention from vessels on the IATTC IUU Vessel List.

The Director shall take any measure necessary to ensure publicity of the IATTC IUU Vessel List, in a
manner consistent with any applicable confidentiality requirements, including placing it on the
IATTC website. Furthermore, the Director shall transmit the IATTC IUU Vessel List as soon as pos-

! Transactions are permitted in the case of fish seized and sold as a result of judicial or administrative sanctions.

IATTC-89 Minutes 26



18.

sible to other regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOs) for the purposes of enhancing
co-operation between the IATTC and these organizations aimed at preventing, deterring and eliminat-
ing IUU fishing.

Upon receipt of the final ITUU vessel list established by another RFMO managing tuna or tuna-like
species and supporting information considered by that RFMO, and any other information regarding
the listing determination, the Director shall circulate this information to the CPCs.

MODIFICATION OF THE IUU VESSEL LIST

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,
25.

26.

CPCs and non-CPCs of a vessel on the IUU Vessel List may request the removal of the vessel from
the list at any time, including on the period between sessions, by submitting to the Director suitably
documented information that proves that:

a.

i. it has adopted measures intended to guarantee that the vessel complies with all IATTC
measures, and;

ii. it can effectively assume its responsibilities with regard to monitoring and control of the fish-
ing activities of the vessel in the Convention Area; and

iii. it has undertaken effective actions in response to the IUU fishing activities which include ju-
dicial actions and imposition of suitably severe sanctions; or

b. the vessel has been sunk or scrapped; or

c. the vessel has changed ownership and the new owner can prove that the previous owner no long-
er has any legal, financial, or real interest in the vessel, nor does he exert control over it and that
the new owner has not been involved in IUU activities in the previous five years.

The Director shall transmit the request for removal together with all the supporting information sub-

mitted by the requestor to the CPCs within 15 calendar days of the receipt of the request. CPCs shall

promptly acknowledge receipt of the request for removal and may, at that time, request additional in-
formation from the requestor.

The decisions by the Commission regarding a request for removal of a vessel in the period between
sessions shall follow the procedures established in the IATTC Rules of Procedure for intersessional
decisions.

If the CPCs approve the removal of the vessel from the ITUU Vessel List within the period stipulated
in paragraph 21, the Director shall without delay proceed to remove the vessel in question from the
IATTC IUU Vessel List and shall as soon as possible inform other RFMOs of the removal of the ves-
sel, including the effective date of removal.

All the information received in the process of including vessels in, or excluding them from, the
IATTC IUU List shall be subject to the IATTC rules of confidentiality.

This resolution shall apply to any fishing vessel greater than 23 meters overall length.

Without prejudice to the rights of CPCs and coastal states to take proper action, consistent with inter-
national law, the CPCs shall not take any unilateral trade measures or other sanctions against vessels
on the draft or provisional IATTC IUU Vessel Lists, or that have been removed from the IATTC 1UU
Vessel List, on the grounds that such vessels are involved in 1UU fishing activities.

This resolution replaces Resolution C-05-07.
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ANNEX A - IATTC REPORTING FORM FOR IUU ACTIVITY

Pursuant to paragraphs 4 of IATTC Resolution [C-15-01] to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed
to have Carried Out lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the Eastern Pacif-

ic Ocean, attached are details of alleged IUU activity.

A. Details of Vessel
(Please detail the incidents(s) in the format below)

Item Available Information

a | Name of vessel and previous names (if any)

b | Flag and previous flags (if any)

c Owner and previous owners, including beneficial
owner (if any)

d | Owner’s place of registration

e Operator and previous operators

f Call sign and previous call signs (if any)

g IMO number (if any)

h Unique Vessel Identifier (UVI), or, if not applica-
ble, any other vessel identifier

i Length overall

J Photographs

K Date first included on the IATTC IUU list (if ap-
plicable)

I Date of alleged IUU fishing activities

m | Position of alleged IUU fishing activities

0 Summary of alleged 1UU activities (see also sec-
tion B)

o Summary of any actions known to have been tak-
en in response to the activities

p | Outcome of any actions taken
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B. Details of Alleged 1UU Activity
(Indicate with an ““X”” the applicable elements of the activity and provide relevant details includ-

ing date, location, source of information. Extra information can be provided in an attachment if

necessary.)
C-15- | Vessel fished for species covered by the Indicate
01, IATTC Convention within the Convention
para. 3 | Area and:

a Are not on the IATTC Regional Vessel Register

b Harvested species covered by the Convention in
waters under the jurisdiction of another State,
without permission of that State, or in contra-
vention of its laws and regulations

c Made false reports or fail to record or report
their catches made in the Convention Area

d Engaged in fishing activities in a closed area or
during a closure period

e Used prohibited fishing gear or fishing methods

f Transshipped with, participate in joint fishing
operations with, support, or resupply vessels
included in the ITUU Vessel List

g Conducted transshipment operations with ves-
sels not included on the IATTC Regional Ves-
sel Register or the relevant vessel registers of
other RFMOs

h Are without nationality

i Engaged in fishing activities contrary to the
provisions of the Convention or any other
IATTC conservation and management measures

J Engage in fishing for IATTC species and the
flag State has exhausted or has no quota or
catch limit

k Are under the control of the owner or operator
of any vessel on the IUU Vessel List
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Annex B.

PROCEDURES FOR APPLYING PARAGRAPH 3(j) OF IATTC RESOLUTION C-15-01

These procedures are to be followed by the Commission in applying paragraph 3(j) of this Resolution. The
procedures must work in concert and not conflict with the procedures outlined in this Resolution, and the
rules and responsibilities of the Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted by
the Commission (Review Committee) and the Commission.

OWNERSHIP AND CONTROL

1.

For the purposes of these procedures, the legal or natural person(s) or entity/entities that own and con-

trol a vessel (the “owner(s) of record”) are those indicated on the IATTC Regional Vessel Register or
IATTC list of large-scale tuna longline fishing vessels (LSTLFVs). If a vessel is not on either of those
lists, then the owner of record is the owner or owners as indicated on the vessel’s national registration
document.

For the purposes of these procedures, a vessel shall be considered to have the same owner(s) of record
where one or more of the legal or natural person (s) or entity/entities indicated on the IATTC Regional
Vessel Register or IATTC list of LSTLFVs is the same. If a vessel is not on either of those lists, then
the owner(s) of record is/are the same where one or more of the legal or natural person/s or enti-
ty/entities indicated on the vessel’s national registration document is/are the same.

For the purpose of considering whether to add or remove a vessel or vessels from the Provisional 1UU
Vessel List or the IUU Vessel List pursuant to paragraph 3(j) and paragraph 19 of this Resolution, the
owner(s) of record will not be considered to have changed unless the new owner(s) of record provides
suitably documented information demonstrating to the satisfaction of the Commission that the owner-
ship of the vessel has changed, that the previous owner(s) of record no longer has any legal, financial
or real interests in it, and that the new owner(s) of record has not participated in any 1UU fishing activ-
ities.

IDENTIFICATION AND NOMINATION OF VESSELS

4,

5.

For the purposes of these procedures, a vessel may be nominated by a CPC under paragraph 3(j) of
this Resolution if it meets the condition in paragraph (a) below, and the conditions in either paragraphs
(b) or (c) below:

a. The fishing vessel to be nominated:
i. is currently operating in the Convention Area; or

ii. has operated in the Convention Area at any time since the date of the activity that led to the
listing of the underlying vessel(s) on the IUU Vessel List (as defined below in paragraph (b));
and

iii. is, or was at any time since the date of activity that led to the listing of the underlying vessel(s)
(as defined below in paragraph (b)) on the ITUU Vessel List, on the IATTC Regional Vessel
Register or IATTC list of LSTLFVS.

b. The owner of record is the owner of record of three or more vessels currently on the ITUU Vessel
List (hereafter “the underlying vessel(s)™).

c. The owner of record has one or more vessels that have been included on the IlUU Vessel List for
the last two years or more.

For the purposes of these procedures, all additional vessels fully or partly owned by the same owner of
record as the underlying vessel(s) that meet condition 4(a) shall be considered together and either all
or none will be placed on the IUU Vessel List. Similarly, all additional vessels fully or partly owned
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by the same owner of record as the underlying vessel(s) that meet condition 4(a) will be considered as
one and either all or none will be removed from the ITUU Vessel List.

INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED

6.

CPCs shall submit suitably documented information demonstrating that the fishing vessels they wish
to nominate under paragraph 3(j) of this Resolution meet the criteria set out in paragraph 4 of these
procedures. CPC s shall submit this information to the Director 70 days before the Annual Meeting of
the Commission along with the list of fishing vessels being nominated (hereinafter “3(j)” vessels).

Before or at the same time as transmitting a list of 3(j) vessels to the Director, the CPC shall notify,
either directly or through the Director, the relevant flag State of the vessels’ inclusion on this 3(j) list,
and provide a copy of the pertinent suitably documented information. The flag State shall promptly
acknowledge receipt of the notification. If no acknowledgment is received within 10 days of the date
of transmittal, the CPC shall retransmit the notification through an alternative means of communica-
tion.

DRAFT IUU VESSEL LIST

8.

10.

The Director shall include on the Draft ITUU Vessel List, which is drawn up and circulated in accord-
ance with the provisions of this Resolution, those 3(j) vessels that have been nominated by CPC s in
accordance with these procedures.

The Director shall notify the relevant flag states of the inclusion of their 3(j) vessels on the draft [lUU
Vessel List and of the consequences of these vessels being confirmed on the IUU Vessel List.

As appropriate, relevant flag states with 3(j) vessels on the Draft IUU Vessel List may transmit to the
Director, at least 30 days before the Annual Meeting, suitably documented information showing the
3(j) vessels do not meet the criteria outlined in paragraph 4 of these procedures. The Director shall cir-
culate this information to all CPC s immediately upon receipt of such information.

PROVISIONAL AND CURRENT IATTC IUU VESSEL LIST

11.

12.

13.

14.

At its annual meeting, with respect to 3(j) vessels that are on the Draft IUU Vessel List, the Review
Committee shall:

a. consider suitably documented information, if any, provided by a CPC or a non-CPC , as well as
any relevant information regarding the status of an investigation, judicial or administrative pro-
ceeding related to the underlying vessel(s) and the cooperation and responsiveness of the owner of
record in such proceedings;

b. following consideration of this information, decide whether to include the nominated 3(j) vessels
on the Provisional 1UU Vessel List developed in accordance with the provisions of this Resolu-
tion.

As appropriate, relevant flag states with 3(j) vessels on the current ITUU Vessel List may transmit, at
least 30days before the Annual Meeting of the Commission, but may submit at any time, to the Direc-
tor, suitably documented information showing the 3(j) vessels do not meet the criteria outlined in par-
agraph 4 of these procedures, or any other relevant information. The Director shall circulate this in-
formation to all CPCs immediately upon receipt of such information.

The Review Committee shall not include 3(j) vessels on the Provisional 1TUU Vessel List if suitably
documented information is provided by any CPC or relevant flag State that the vessels no longer have
a common owner of record with the underlying vessel(s) that triggered the nomination under para-
graph 4.

At its annual meeting, with respect to 3(j) vessels that are on the current IUU Vessel List the Review
Committee shall:
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consider suitably documented information, if any, provided by a CPC or non-CPC, as well as any
relevant information regarding the status of an investigation, judicial or administrative proceeding
related to the underlying vessel(s) and the cooperation and responsiveness of the owner of record
in such proceedings; and

following consideration of the suitably documented information, recommend to the Commission
whether or not the 3(j) vessels should be removed from the ITUU Vessel List.

15. The Review Committee shall recommend removal of 3(j) vessels from the current [UU Vessel List if
suitably documented information:

a.

is provided that the vessels no longer have a common owner of record with the underlying ves-
sel(s) that triggered the nomination under paragraph 4; or

is provided that demonstrates that significant progress has been made to resolve the matter related
to the underlying vessel(s) that triggered the nomination of the 3(j) vessels, and the CPC that orig-
inally submitted the 3(j) vessels for listing is satisfied.

IUU VESSEL LIST

16. Once 3(j) vessels are included on the Provisional IUU Vessel List, they shall be treated as part of that
list and, where appropriate, the IUU Vessel List, in accordance with paragraphs 14-17 of this Resolu-
tion.

MODIFICATION OF THE IATTC IUU VESSEL LIST

17.

18.

19.

Relevant flag states may request to remove 3(j) vessels from the ITUU Vessel List at any time during
the inter-sessional period by submitting to the Director suitably documented information that:

a.

the vessels no longer have a common owner of record with the underlying vessel(s) that triggered
the nomination under paragraph 4; or

significant progress has been made to resolve the matter related to the underlying vessel(s) that
triggered the nomination of the 3(j) vessels, and the CPC that originally submitted the 3(j) vessels
for listing is satisfied.

Removal requests for 3(j) vessels shall be treated in accordance with paragraphs 19-22 of this Resolu-
tion.

If the underlying vessel is removed from the IUU List, all additional vessels fully or partly owned by
the same owner of record as the underlying vessel(s) and listed pursuant to the 3(j) procedures con-
tained herein will be automatically removed at the same time.
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STEP 1:
CURRENT IUU List
(on website)

STEP 2:
Director creates DRAFT
IUU List and transmits to

CPCs

(55 days)

STEP 6:
IUU List de-
veloped
Review Committee

STEP 7;
IUU List Adopted
Commission

CPCs transmit information on
NEW IUU activities to Director

and flag CPC
(70 days)

STEP 3:

Director notifies flag State,
and flag State notifies vessel
owner
(55 days)

STEP 4:

Flag States (30 days) and
CPCs (anytime) send any
relevant information to Direc-
tor

STEP 5:

Director re-transmits DRAFT
IUU List and all relevant in-
formation received
(15 days)

STEP 8:
Removal of vessels from the
CURRENT IUU List
(at any time)




Step

Before Annual

Action to be taken

Paragraph

Meeting
CPCs transmit to the Director information on NEW IUU activities; CPCs and DIRECTOR noti-
1 70 days fy the relevant flag States 4,5
DIRECTOR creates the DRAFT IUU List, based on the CURRENT IUU List and NEW ves-
2 55 days sels, and transmits it to all CPCs and to those non-CPCs with vessels on the List 6,7
(a) DIRECTOR notifies relevant flag States
3 55 days 7
(b) FLAG STATES notify vessel owners
30 days (@) FLAG STATES transmit to the Director information in defense of their vessels’ activities 8
4 . (b) CPCs transmit to the Director any additional information related to the vessels on the
Any time DRAFT List 11
DIRECTOR re-circulates the DRAFT List, with all the information received, to all CPCs and to
S 15 those non-CPCs with vessels on the DRAFT List 10
(a) Reviews the DRAFT List and all the information received
review | () Creates the PROVISIONAL List 12
6 Committee 1. Recommends which vessels on the CURRENT List should be removed 13
2. Recommends which NEW vessels should be retained 13
(a) Reviews the PROVISIONAL List and all the information received 14
7 Commission | (P) Amends the PROVISIONAL List, as appropriate 14
(c) Adopts a new IUU List 15
Director receives request for vessel removal and all supporting information 19
15 days from receipt of request: DIRECTOR transmits request and all supporting information
8 Any time | to CPCs 20
30 days from receipt of request: CPCs respond with their position on removal; if CPCs ap-
prove, Director removes vessel from IUU list 21,22
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Appendix 2b

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-02

RESOLUTION ON THE DEADLINE APPLICABLE TO REVISIONS
OF WELL VOLUME IN PARAGRAPH 6 OF RESOLUTION C-02-03

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Guayaquil, Ecuador, on the
occasion of its 89" Meeting:

Agrees as follows:

For the purposes of interpretation of paragraph 6 of Resolution C-02-03 with regard to the
deadlines for confirming capacity, as of 1 January 2017 the well volume reflected on the
Regional Vessel Register will be considered confirmed for vessels currently included in the
Register. In the case of new vessels, the well volume notified at the time the vessel is added to
the Register will be considered confirmed.
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Appendix 2¢

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-03

COLLECTION AND ANALYSES OF DATA ON FISH-
AGGREGATING DEVICES

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Taking into account the best available scientific information on the status of the bigeye, yellowfin and
skipjack stocks;

Committed to the long-term conservation and sustainable exploitation of fisheries in the eastern Pacific
Ocean (EPO);

Understanding that all fishing gears, including fish aggregating devices (FADs), have an effect on the
stocks and the pelagic ecosystem in the EPO and that such effects should be fully understood by the
Members of the Commission;

Attentive to the provisions of IATTC Resolution C-99-07 on measures related to the regulation of FADs;

Agreeing that, to accurately provide the scientific advice necessary to effectively manage tuna fisheries in
the EPO, it is necessary for the scientific staff of the IATTC to have access to, and analyze, the relevant
data regarding such fisheries and gears, and for Commission Members to put in place measures as needed
to collect such information in their fisheries;

Acknowledging that observers currently collect data on FADs in the EPO that have been examined by the
IATTC staff (Document SAC-02-13) and that the Commission has adopted measures for further research
on FADs; the significant effect that FADs may have on bigeye tuna spawning biomass, according to
IATTC estimates (Document SAC-03-06); that skipjack tuna is captured by FADs and in unassociated
schools in the EPO (Document SAC-03-03), and according to IATTC estimates, its exploitation rate has
been increasing in recent years (Document SAC-03-07);

Recognizing that these measures need to be expanded and improved upon to ensure that the effects of the
use of FADs on highly migratory fish stocks along with non-target, associated and dependent species, are
fully understood and that the Commission can receive the best available scientific advice concerning mit-
igation of any negative effects;

Committed to ensuring that such scientific advice is taken into account in the development of the Com-
mission’s conservation and management measures concerning fishing for tunas;

Noting that the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) has recommended that the Commission should
strengthen the work on FADs by holding a meeting involving managers, scientists, and other stakehold-
ers;

Noting that based on recent scientific analysis of the development of improved FAD designs, in particular
non-entangling FADs, both drifting and anchored, helps reduce the incidence of entanglement of sharks,
sea turtles and other species;

Further noting that whale sharks are particularly vulnerable to exploitation, including from fishing, and
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noting the ecological and economic value these species can bring to the EPO; and

Concerned about the potential effects of purse-seine operations on the status of whale sharks when delib-
erately or accidentally set upon;

AGREES:

1.

For the purposes of this Resolution, the term “Fish-Aggregating Device” (FAD) means anchored,
drifting, floating or submerged objects deployed and/or tracked by vessels, including through the use
of radio and/or satellite buoys, for the purpose of aggregating target tuna species for purse-seine fish-
ing operations.

Section 1. FAD Data Collection

Beginning 1 January 2017, CPCs shall require the owners and operators of all purse-seine vessels fly-
ing their flag, when fishing on FADs in the IATTC Convention Area, to collect and report the infor-
mation contained in Annex |. The data may be collected through a dedicated logbook, modifications
to regional logsheets, or other domestic reporting procedures.

CPCs shall provide a summary of the data collected for the previous calendar year, pursuant to Para-
graph 2, to the Director. CPCs shall submit the data to the Director no later than 30 days prior to each
regular meeting of the SAC.

No later than the IATTC annual meeting in 2019, the scientific staff of the IATTC, in coordination
with the SAC, shall present to the Commission the preliminary results of its analyses of the infor-
mation collected pursuant to Paragraph 2, and shall identify additional elements for data collection, as
well as specific reporting formats, necessary to evaluate the effects of the use of FADs on the ecosys-
tem of the EPO fishery. The analyses shall also incorporate information from data on FADs collected
by observers through the Flotsam Information Record. The scientific staff of the IATTC shall present
preliminary information and analysis of the data collected pursuant to Paragraph 2 at the 2018 meet-
ing of the SAC.

In addition, no later than the IATTC annual meeting in 2019, the scientific staff of the IATTC, in co-
ordination with the SAC, shall present to the Commission initial recommendations based on infor-
mation collected, based on this resolution and through other mechanisms, for the management of
FADs, including possible effects of FADs in the tuna fishery in the EPO. The Commission shall con-
sider adopting management measures based on those recommendations, including a region-wide FAD
management plan, and which may include, inter alia, recommendations regarding FAD deployments
and FAD sets, the use of biodegradable materials in new and improved FADs and the gradual phasing
out of FAD designs that do not mitigate the entanglement of sharks, sea turtles, and other species.

The scientific staff of the IATTC, in coordination with the SAC, shall also formulate recommenda-
tions for regulating the management of the stocks for presentation to the Commission, on the basis of
the results of its analyses of the collected FAD information. Such recommendations shall include
methods for limiting the capture of small bigeye and yellowfin tuna associated with fishing on FADs.

In 2019, compliance with the FAD reporting requirements of this Resolution will be comprehensively
reviewed by the Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures adopted by the Com-
mission and presented to the Commission.

Data collected pursuant to this resolution shall be treated under the rules established in the IATTC
Resolution on Confidentiality.

Section 2. FAD ldentification

No later than 1 January 2017, CPCs shall require the owners and operators of their applicable flagged
purse-seine fishing vessels to identify all FADs deployed or modified by such vessels in accordance
with a Commission identification scheme detailed in footnote 1 of Annex 1.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.
16.

17.

18.
19.
20.

21.

22.

Section 3. Mitigation of FAD Bycatch

To reduce the entanglement of sharks, sea turtles or any other species, the design and deployment of
FADs should be based on the principles set out in Annex 1.

Annex Il is consistent with the 2015 recommendations of the scientific staff of the IATTC. The
scientific staff of the IATTC, in coordination with the SAC, shall continue to review research results
on the use of non-entangling material and biodegrable material on FADs and shall provide specific
recommendations no later than the 2019 IATTC annual meeting, consistent with Paragraph 5.

Section 4. Whale Sharks

CPCs shall prohibit their flag vessels from setting a purse-seine net on a school of tuna associated
with a live whale shark, if the animal is sighted prior to the commencement of the set.

CPCs shall require that, in the event that a whale shark is not deliberately encircled in the purse-seine
net, the master of the vessel shall:

a. ensure that all reasonable steps are taken to ensure its safe release; and

b. report the incident to the relevant authority of the flag CPC, including the number of individuals,
details of how and why the encirclement happened, where it occurred, steps taken to ensure safe
release, and an assessment of the life status of the whale shark on release (including whether the
animal was released alive but subsequently died).

Paragraphs 12 and 13 shall enter into effect on 1 July 2014.
Section 5. Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs
An ad hoc Working Group on FADs (Working Group) is established.

This Working Group shall be multi-sectorial, involving various stakeholders such as scientists, fish-
ery managers, fishing industry representatives, administrators, representatives of non-governmental
organizations, and fishers. Expressions of interest to participate in the Working Group shall be pro-
vided to the Director no later than 1 October 2015.

To the highest degree possible, the Working Group shall conduct its work electronically or, if conven-
ient and cost-effective, in targeted face to face meetings that take place in conjunction with other
Commission meetings.

The Working Group shall present an initial report of its findings at the 2017 meeting of the SAC.
The Terms of Reference of the Working Group are those indicated in Annex Il1.

The Working Group shall seek input from other similar working groups on FAD management estab-
lished in other tuna regional fisheries management organizations (tuna-RFMQOs).

The IATTC, at its 2017 annual meeting, will review the progress and outcomes of the Working Group
and will decide on the necessity for its continuation.

This Resolution replaces Resolution C-13-04.
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Annex |

CPCs are required to ensure their vessel owners and operators maintain and report to the appropriate na-
tional authorities:

a) An inventory of the FADs present on the vessel specifying in particular for each FAD:

FAD identification?;

FAD type (e.g., drifting natural FAD, drifting artificial FAD); and

FAD design characteristics (dimension and material of the floating part and of the underwater hanging
structure), which can be provided by good-quality photographs.

b) For every FAD activity, the:

i. Position;
ii. Date;
iii. Hour;
iv. FAD identification®;
v. FAD type (e.g., drifting natural FAD, drifting artificial FAD);
vi. FAD design characteristics (dimension and material of the floating part and of the underwater
hanging structure);
vii. Type of the activity (set, deployment, hauling, retrieving, loss, intervention on electronic equip-
ment, other (specify)); and
viii. Results of any set in terms of catch and by-catch.

Annex Il

Principles for design and deployment of FADs

1.

If a flat raft is used as a FAD, the surface structure should not be covered, or only covered with mate-
rial that attempts to minimize entanglements.

Any subsurface component of the FAD should be constructed in a manner designed to avoid entan-
gling marine life.

To reduce the amount of synthetic marine debris, the use of natural or biodegradable materials (such
as hessian canvas, hemp ropes, etc.) for drifting FADs should be promoted.

Annex 11

The objectives of the Working Group are the following:

2

CPCs shall obtain unique alphanumeric codes from the IATTC staff on a periodic basis and distribute those num-
bers to the vessels in their fleets for FADs that may be deployed or modified, or in the alternative, if there is al-
ready a unique FAD identifier associated with the FAD (e.g., the manufacturer identification code for the attached
buoy), the vessel owner or operator may instead use that identifier as the unique code for each FAD that may be
deployed or modified.

The code shall be clearly painted in characters at least 5 cm in height. The characters shall be painted on the upper

portion of the attached radio or satellite buoy in a location that does not cover the solar cells used to power the
equipment. For FADs without attached radio or satellite buoys, the characters shall be painted on the uppermost or
emergent top portion of the FAD. The vessel owner or operator shall ensure the marking is durable (for example,
use epoxy-based paint or an equivalent in terms of lasting ability) and visible at all times during daylight. In cir-
cumstances where the observer is unable to view the code, the captain or crew shall assist the observer (e.g., share
their inventory of FADs to assist in matching each FAD with the identification code), so long as such assistance
does not interfere with fishing operations.
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Collect and compile information on FADs in the EPO, including but not limited to data collected
by the IATTC and reports prepared by the scientific staff of the IATTC;

Review the FAD data collection requirements established in Resolution C-15-03 to assess the
necessity for revision;

Compile information regarding developments in other tuna-RFMOs on FADs;

Compile information regarding developments on the latest scientific information on FADs,
including information on non-entangling FADs; and

Prepare a preliminary report for the SAC, including specific recommendations, as appropriate.
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Appendix 2d

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
89™ MEETING

Guayaquil, Ecuador
22 June-3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-04

RESOLUTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF MOBULID RAYS CAUGHT IN
ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES IN THE IATTC CONVENTION AREA

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recognizing that fish stocks covered by the Commission include other species of fish taken by vessels
fishing for tunas;

Recalling 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 the Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring populations of such
species above levels at which their reproduction may become seriously threatened,;

Considering that Mobulid rays (the family Mobulidae, which includes Manta rays and Mobula rays), are
extremely vulnerable to overfishing as they take a long time to reach sexual maturity, have long gestation
periods, and often give birth to only a few pups;

Recognizing that the giant manta ray (Manta birostris) is considered vulnerable by the International
Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) and the Munk’s devil ray (Mobula munkiana) and the
smoothtail devil ray (Mobula thurstoni) are considered near threatened by the IUCN;

Noting that Mobulid rays are caught as bycatch when fishing for tuna in IATTC fisheries, as presented at
the IATTC Scientific Advisory Committee meeting in April 2013, and release methods for these animals
do exist; and

Further noting the 2014 and 2015 IATTC staff’s conservation recommendations and the fact that the
Commission adopted recommendations on the handling of Mobulid rays on a voluntary basis;

Agrees that:

1. Members and Cooperating Non-Members (CPCs) shall prohibit retaining onboard, transshipping,
landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of Mobulid rays (which
includes Manta rays and Mobula rays) caught in the IATTC Convention Area.

2. CPC’s shall require their vessels to release all Mobulid rays alive wherever possible.
Notwithstanding paragraph 1, Mobulid rays that are unintentionally caught and frozen as part of a
purse-seine vessel’s operation, the vessel must surrender the whole Mobulid ray to the
responsible governmental authorities at the point of landing. Mobulid rays surrendered in this
manner may not be sold or bartered but may be donated for purposes of domestic human
consumption

3. CPCs shall require vessels flying their flag to promptly release unharmed, to the extent
practicable, Mobulid rays caught in the IATTC Convention Area as soon as they are seen in the
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net, on the hook, or on the deck, and do it in a manner that will result in the least possible harm to
the Mobulid rays captured without compromising the safety of any persons, following the
guidance in the 2014 and 2015 recommendations of the IATTC scientific staff at all times, as
detailed in Annex 1 to this Resolution.

4. CPCs shall record, inter alia through the observer programs, the number of discards and releases
of Mobulid rays, indicating the status (dead or alive) and report it to the IATTC, including those
surrendered under paragraph 3.

5. As an exception, the requirements of this resolution do not apply to developing CPCs' small-
scale® and artisanal fisheries exclusively for domestic consumption.

6. No later than in 2017, the Commission, on the basis of recommendations by the IATTC scientific
staff in cooperation with the Scientific Advisory Committee, shall establish a species-specific
Mobulid ray data-collection program for all fisheries. Such a program shall include technical
assistance and capacity-building measures to assist developing CPCs in its implementation.

7. This Resolution shall enter into force on 1 August 2016 and will be revised at the 2018 Annual
meeting to take into account any new scientific evidence.

Annex I.
1. Prohibit the gaffing of rays.
2. Prohibit lifting rays by the gill slits or spiracles.

3. Prohibit the punching of holes through the bodies of rays (e.g. to pass a cable through for lifting the
ray).

4. Require that, to the extent possible, rays too large to be lifted safely by hand be brailed out of the net
using methods such as those recommended in document WCPFC-SC8-2012/ EB-IP-12 (Poison et al.
2012, Good practices to reduce the mortality of sharks and rays caught incidentally by the tropical
tuna purse seiners).

5. Require that large rays that cannot be released safely before being landed on deck, be returned to the
water as soon as possible, preferably utilizing a ramp from the deck connecting to an opening on the

% Less than 1.99 net tonnage, as defined by the 1969 International Convention on Tonnage Meas-
urement of Ships.
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Appendix 2e

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-05

AMENDMENT OF RESOLUTION C-12-04 ON AD HOC FINANCING
FOR FISCAL YEARS 2013-2017 AND BEYOND

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Guayaquil, Ecuador, on the
occasion of its 89" Meeting:

Recognizing the importance of equity and stability in the calculation of the contributions of Members to
the Commission’s budget, and of fully funding the work of the Commission so that it may fulfill its duties
and responsibilities;

Giving due consideration to the principle that the proportion of the expenses paid by each Member should
be equitable, transparent, and related to its proportion of the total catch of tunas from the Convention
Area and other components of the formula used to calculate the contributions, as well as to the consensus
of the Members that other factors should be considered in determining their proportional contributions;

Taking into account the relevant provisions of the Antigua Convention;
Resolves as follows:

1. The following elements shall be used in the determination of the contributions of Members to the
IATTC budget until such time as a Member requests review and revision of the contribution formula
as provided for in paragraph 6 of this Resolution:

a) Each Member’s contribution shall be calculated as follows: 10% of the total budget, minus any
special contribution, divided equally among all the Members (base contribution); the remaining
90% is shared among the Members, weighted by Gross National Income (GNI) category, as fol-
lows:

i. An operational component (10%);
ii. The catches by their flag vessels (70%);
iii. Their utilization of tuna from the Convention Area (10%).

GNI GNI RANGE (US$)
CATEGORY

0.5 <1,499

1,500 - 4,499
4,500 - 6,499
6,500 - 10,999
11,000 - 15,999
16,000 -20,999
5 > 21,000

Table 1. GNI categories used for allocating contributions

QOB IW|IN|(F

b) The weighting factors used in calculating contributions shall be the same as the GNI categories.
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c) Each Member’s catch contribution shall be based on the annual average of the catches by its flag
vessels in the three most recent years for which catch data are available.

d) In the determination of a Member’s utilization, 50% of the tuna loins included in the calculation
shall be attributed to the Member that exported the loins and 50% to the Member that imported
them.

e) In the case of a Member that is also a member of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission, only 50% of catches made by its flag vessels in the overlap area between the two
Commissions shall be included in the calculation of that Member’s contribution based on catch.

That the Director shall inform each Member, at least two months prior to the annual meeting, of its
projected contribution for the following two fiscal years.

That the contributions of any new Member of the Commission shall be determined on the same basis
as the contributions of existing Members, subject to the Commission’s financial regulations.

That all IATTC non Members which have vessels fishing for fish covered by the Convention, should
make, and request their flag vessels to make, voluntary contributions to the Commission, preferably
on the same basis as the contributions of existing Members.

To invite non-governmental organizations interested in the work of the IATTC to make contributions
to the Commission’s budget.

This ad hoc formula shall be used to calculate Members’ contributions to the IATTC budget for the
years 2013-2017, and indefinitely thereafter, unless a Member indicates that the formula is no longer
appropriate and requests that a new contribution formula be considered at the following Annual Meet-
ing of the IATTC. Any Member making a request to reconsider this formula is encouraged to provide
an explanation to the Commission of the reasons for its dissatisfaction with it.

This resolution replaces Resolution C-12-04.
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Appendix 2f

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
89™ MEETING

Quayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-03 - July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-06

FINANCING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Guayaquil, Ecuador, on the occa-
sion of its 89™ Meeting:

Understanding the importance of ensuring sufficient funding for the Commission in a timely manner, so
that it may continue to effectively develop and implement the agreed conservation and management pro-
gram for the living marine resources of the IATTC Convention Area, and conduct the associated data col-
lection and research;

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

Aware that the allocation of the costs of supporting the Commission among Members should be transpar-
ent, fair and equitable, stable, and predictable, but also should allow for redistribution of costs as new
Members join;

Taking into account Resolution C-12-04, whereby the Commission, at its 83 Meeting, agreed on a for-
mula for calculating the contributions of the Members to the Commission’s budget for the years 2013-
2017, as adjusted at its 89" Meeting by Resolution C-15-05;

Taking into account the relevant provisions of the Antigua Convention;

Noting that several non-Members derive benefits from catching or utilizing fish covered by the Conven-
tion, 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-03-
04; and

Recognizing the need to seek economies in the operation of the Commission, in order to reduce costs;
Agrees:
1. To adopt a budget of US$ 6,774,232 for fiscal year (FY) 2016.

2. That the Members shall contribute to the Commission’s budget for FY 2016 in accordance with the
following schedule:

FY 2016
(US$)

Belize 45,506
Canada 122,147
China 128,486
Colombia 309,591
Korea 184,896
Costa Rica 78,892
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FY 2016

(US3)

Ecuador 1,159,626
El Salvador 62,400
United States 1,746,553
France 101,460
Guatemala 43,863
Japan 350,029
Kiribati 33,191
Mexico 952,017
Nicaragua 62,478
Panama 359,070
Peru 52,624
Chinese Taipei 170,553
European Un- 360,763
ion

Vanuatu 47,366
Venezuela 402,721
Total 6,774,232
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Appendix 2¢g

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

RESOLUTION C-15-07

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-13-05 ON DATA
CONFIDENTIALITY POLICY AND PROCEDURES

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC),

RECOGNIZING the need for confidentiality at the commercial and organizational levels for data submit-
ted to the IATTC;

CONSIDERING the provisions set forth in IATTC Resolution C-04-10 on Catch Reporting;

MINDFUL of the provisions on data confidentiality set forth in Paragraph 48 of the IATTC Rules of Pro-
cedure;

Agrees:

POLICY FOR RELEASING CATCH-AND-EFFORT, LENGTH-FREQUENCY AND
OBSERVER DATA SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS AND COOPERATING NON-PARTIES TO
THE IATTC

The policy for releasing catch-and-effort, length-frequency and observer data submitted to the Secretariat
by Members and Cooperating Non-Members in compliance with the obligations arising from IATTC
Resolutions will be as follows:

1. Standard stratification

Catch, effort and length-frequency data grouped by 5° longitude by 5° latitude by month for longline and
1° longitude by 1° latitude by month for surface fisheries stratified by fishing nation are considered to be
in the public domain, provided that the catch of no individual vessel, company, or person can be identified
within a time/area stratum. In cases when an individual vessel, company, or person can be identified, the
data will be aggregated by time, area or flag to preclude such identification, and will then be in the public
domain.

2. Finer level stratification

a) Catch-and-effort and length-frequency data grouped at a finer level of time-area stratification will
only be released with written authorization from the sources of the data. Each data release will
require the specific permission of the Director.

b) IATTC Working Groups, Committees and other IATTC bodies will specify the reasons for which
the data are required.

¢) Individuals requesting the data are required to provide a description of the research project, in-
cluding the objectives, methodology and intentions for publication. Prior to publication, the man-
uscript shall be cleared by the Director. Data may be used in the research project only in a manner
that does not identify individuals or individual business information. The data are released only
for use in the specified research project and cannot be used for any other purposes. The data must

IATTC-89 Minutes 47




be destroyed upon completion of the project. However, with authorization from the sources of the
data, catch-and-effort and length-frequency data may be released for long-term usage for research
purposes, and in such cases the data need not be destroyed.

d) The identity of individual vessels will be hidden in fine-level data unless the individual requesting
this information can justify its necessity. The request shall be cleared by the vessel's flag State in
accordance with its domestic legislation.

e) Both Working Groups and individuals requesting data shall provide a report of the results of the
research project to the IATTC for subsequent forwarding to the sources of the data.

POLICY FOR RELEASING TAGGING DATA

3. Detailed tagging and tag recovery data are considered to be in the public domain, with the exception
of any vessel names or identifiers and detailed information about the person who recovered the tag
(name and address). Tagging and tag recovery data will be available on the IATTC website.

PROCEDURES FOR THE SAFEGUARD OF RECORDS
4. Procedures for safeguarding records and databases will be as follows:

a) Access to logbook-level information or detailed observer data will be restricted to IATTC staff
requiring these records for their official duties. Each staff member having access to these records
will be required to sign an attestation recognizing the restrictions on the use and disclosure of the
information.

b) Logbook and observer records will be kept locked, under the specific responsibility of the Head
of the Data Collection and Database Program. These sheets will only be released to authorized
IATTC personnel for the purpose of data input, editing or verification. Copies of these records
will be authorized only for legitimate purposes and will be subjected to the same restrictions on
access and storage as the originals.

c) Databases will be encrypted to preclude access by unauthorized persons. Full access to the data-
base will be restricted to the Head of the Data Collection and Database Program and to senior
IATTC staff requiring access to these data for official purposes, under the authority of the Direc-
tor. Staff entrusted with data input, editing and verification will be provided with access to those
functions and data sets required for their work.

DATA SUBMITTED TO WORKING GROUPS AND THE SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

5. The above rules of confidentiality will apply to all members of Working Groups and the Scientific
Advisory Committee.

OTHER DATA

6. In accordance with Paragraph 48 of the IATTC Rules of Procedure, all other records obtained by the
staff of the Commission regarding individual persons, companies or enterprises and their operations
shall be kept completely confidential and shall be available only to those members of the staff requir-
ing access to them in the course of the scientific investigations.

7. This resolution replaces Resolution C-13-05.
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Appendix 3a

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-1

SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-05-03 ON THE CONSERVATION OF
SHARKS CAUGHT IN ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES IN THE
EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The sustainable utilization of species of fisheries interest is one of the basic objectives of fisheries man-
agement. Although sharks in fisheries for tunas and tuna-like species are frequently subject to the rules on
bycatch, generating in time an important interaction in catches, which, under the provisions of the Code
of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, must be managed with prudence, in order to achieve the full utiliza-
tion of catches and the elimination of discards.

In this context, the IATTC issued in the year 2005 Resolution C-05-03 with the manifest objective of
fighting shark finning through the establishment of a weight ratio of shark fins to bodies or carcasses,
since this practice not only violates the concept of full utilization of catches, but also promotes indiscrim-
inate catching of sharks, which makes effective management of those stocks impossible. In time, various
countries developed efficient alternatives to guarantee the eradication of the practice of finning, abandon-
ing the practice of the weight ratio in order to utilize a more effective management control, conceived as
the natural attachment of fins with partial cuts which, without separating the fins and body, in order to
allow the proper handling and quality of the meat, by means of timely bleeding, in conjunction with the
removal of the head and intestines of the animal.

Currently, the Central American countries in the framework of OSPESCA adopted Regulation OSP-05-
11, by which the partial cutting of fins and maintaining a natural attachment are regulated, showing that
the adopted mechanism is useful, viable, objective, transparent, and demonstrably for the elimination of
finning.

Additionally, during the meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee held on 11-15 May 2015, the rep-
resentative of Costa Rica reiterated the importance that the practice of making compulsory the unloadings
of sharks with fins attached to the body has had, in order to achieve a complete utilization of shark catch-
es.

This proposal aspires to the countries subject to IATTC regulation adopting the mechanism of naturally-
attached fins with partial cuts, recognizes the merit of the implementation of the regulations contained in
Resolution C-05-03, for which reason what is intended with this proposal is the substitution of the mech-
anism that allows fins to be separated from carcasses, provided the weight of the fins is not more than 5%
of the weight of the shark carcasses on board, by the practice of fins attached naturally to the body of the
shark, with partial cuts.

Costa Rica intends that this proposed amendment be discussed, introducing substantive improvements to
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Resolution C-05-03, which is achieved through this proposal, by modifying the Resolution, substituting
paragraphs 4 and 5 of that Resolution, so that hereafter it reads:

The Inter-American Tropical Commission:

Resolves as follows:

[..]

4. CPCs shall require of their vessels that the sharks that they carry onboard and up to the first point of
landing on terra firma, maintain their fins attached naturally to the carcass, allowing them to have
longitudinal cuts in the muscular area adjacent to the fins of the shark and in the keel or caudal pe-
duncle in a partial manner, and may be detached at the point of unloading. The competent authorities
of the CPCs will develop the mechanisms for verifying compliance and obtaining data necessary for
guaranteeing compliance with this provision.

5. Those Members or Cooperating Non-Members, or of the fishery, will have a period of two years,
from the date of adoption of this Resolution, to take the necessary measures that will guarantee com-
pliance with this practice of transporting and unloading sharks and their respective fins.

[..]
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Appendix 3b

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-2

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF SHARKS CAUGHT
IN ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES IN THE IATTC CONVENTION
AREA

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The Antigua Convention requires IATTC to adopt conservation measures for species associated with the

main targeted stocks.

The European Union is proposing a new Resolution which aims at tackling the threats to shark popula-

tions from the practice of shark finning.

Rationale:

This management measure aims to respond to concerns about the threats to shark populations from the

practice of shark finning, in fact:

— The current percentage fins: body weight ratio requirement has no clear scientific basis as a conserva-
tion measure for sharks, rather it appears to be aimed at slowing down the rate of fishing or to deter
fishing on sharks by not allowing fins only to be landed and requiring vessels to return to port more

often to unload fins and body parts;

— Maintaining the use of the fin: body weight ratios will preclude the collection of essential information

on species level interactions with fishing fleets, crucial for accurate stock assessments for sharks;

— Current scientific evidence clearly indicates that percentage fins:body weight varies widely among
species, fin types used in calculations, the type of carcass weight used (whole or dressed), and the

method of processing used to remove the fins (fin cutting technique);

— The use of the ratio measure is unlikely to address any sustainability issues that might exist for partic-

ular species;

— The only way to guarantee that sharks are not finned (and full utilization of sharks is encouraged) is

to require that the trunks be landed with the fins attached.
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RESOLUTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF SHARKS CAUGHT
IN ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES IN THE IATTC CONVENTION
AREA

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC),

CONSIDERING that many sharks are part of the pelagic ecosystems in the IATTC area, and that tunas
and tuna-like species are captured in fisheries targeting sharks;

RECOGNISING the need to improve the collection of species specific data on catch, discards and trade
as a basis for improving the conservation and management of shark stocks and aware that identifying
sharks by species is rarely possiblen fins have been removed from the carcass;

RECALLING that United Nations General Assembly Resolution on Sustainable Fisheries, adopted
annually by consensus, since 2007 (62/177, 63/112, 64/72, 65/38, 66/68, 67/79, 68/71 and A/RES/69/109)
calls upon States to take immediate and concerted action to improve the implementation of and
compliance with existing regional fisheries management organization or arrangement measures that
regulate shark fisheries and incidental catch of sharks, in particular those measures which prohibit or
restrict fisheries conducted solely for the purpose of harvesting shark fins, and, where necessary, to
consider taking other measures, as appropriate, such as requiring that all sharks be landed with each fin
naturally attached;

FURTHER RECALLING that the FAO International Plan of Action for Sharks calls on States to
encourage full use of dead sharks, to facilitate improved species-specific catch and landings data and
monitoring of shark catches and the identification and reporting of species-specific biological and trade
data;

AWARE that despite regional agreements on the prohibition of shark finning, sharks' fins continue to be
removed on board and the rest of the shark carcass discarded into the sea;

EMPHASISING the recent recommendations of IOTC and WCPFC Scientific Committees that the use of
fin-to-carcass weight ratios is not a verifiable means of ensuring the eradication shark finning and that it
has proven ineffective in terms of implementation, enforcement and monitoring;

WELCOMING the recent adoption of Recommendation 2015:10 on Conservation of Sharks Caught in
Association with Fisheries Managed by the North-East Atlantic Fisheries Commission (NEAFC), which
establishes the fins attached policy as exclusive option for ensuring the shark finning ban in the NEAFC
Convention area;

Agrees as follows:

a. Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) should establish and implement a national plan
of action for conservation and management of shark stocks, in accordance with the FAO
International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks.

b. CPCs shall prohibit the removal of shark fins on board vessels. CPCs shall prohibit the landing,
retention on-board, transhipment and carrying of shark fins which are not naturally attached to the
shark carcass until the first point of landing.

c. Without prejudice to paragraph 2, in order to facilitate on-board storage, shark fins may be
partially sliced through and folded against the shark carcass, but shall not be removed from the
carcass until the first point of landing.

d. CPCs shall prohibit the purchase, offer for sale and sale of shark fins which have been removed
on-board, retained on-board, transhipped or landed, in contravention to this Resolution.

e. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to require that their fishermen fully utilise their entire
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catches of sharks [with the exception of those species for whom a retention ban has been adopted
by the IATTC]. Full utilization is defined as retention by the fishing vessel of all parts of the
shark excepting head, guts and skins, to the point of first landing.

In fisheries in which sharks are unwanted species, CPCs shall, to the extent possible, encourage
the release of live sharks, especially juveniles and pregnant sharks that are caught incidentally
and are not used for food and/or subsistence. CPCs shall require that fishers are aware of and use
identification guides and handling practices.

CPCs shall report data for catches of sharks, in accordance with IATTC data reporting
requirements and procedures, including all available historical data, estimates & life status of
discards (dead or alive) and size frequencies. CPCs shall send to the IATTC Secretariat, by May
1, at the latest, a comprehensive annual report of the implementation of this Resolution during the
previous year.

CPCs shall, where possible, undertake research to:

a. identify ways to make fishing gears more selective, where appropriate, including research
into the effectiveness of prohibiting wire leaders;

b. improve knowledge on key biological/ecological parameters, life-history and behavioural
traits, migration patterns of key shark species;

c. identify key shark mating, pupping and nursery areas; and
d. improve handling practices for live sharks to maximise post-release survival.

The Scientific Committee shall annually review the information reported by CPCs and will, as
necessary, provide recommendations to the Commission on ways to strengthen the conservation
and management of sharks within IOTC fisheries.

The Commission shall develop and consider for adoption at its regular annual session 2016
mechanisms to encourage CPCs to comply with their reporting requirement on sharks, notably on
the most vulnerable shark species identified by the Scientific Committee.

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.

Resolution C-05-03 is replaced by this measure.
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Appendix 3¢

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-1A REV

SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA AND THE EUROPEAN UNION

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-05-03 ON THE CONSERVATION OF
SHARKS CAUGHT IN ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES IN THE
EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The sustainable utilization of species of fisheries interest is one of the basic objectives of fisheries man-
agement. Although sharks in fisheries for tunas and tuna-like species are frequently subject to the rules on
bycatch, generating in time an important interaction in catches, which, under the provisions of the Code
of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, must be managed with prudence, in order to achieve the full utiliza-
tion of catches and the elimination of discards.

In this context, the IATTC issued in the year 2005 Resolution C-05-03 with the manifest objective of
fighting shark finning through the establishment of a weight ratio of shark fins to bodies or carcasses,
since this practice not only violates the concept of full utilization of catches, but also promotes indiscrim-
inate catching of sharks, which makes effective management of those stocks impossible. In time, various
countries developed efficient alternatives to guarantee the eradication of the practice of finning, abandon-
ing the practice of the weight ratio in order to utilize a more effective management control, conceived as
the natural attachment of fins with partial cuts which, without separating the fins and body, in order to
allow the proper handling and quality of the meat, by means of timely bleeding, in conjunction with the
removal of the head and intestines of the animal.

Currently, the Central American countries in the framework of OSPESCA adopted Regulation OSP-05-
11, by which the partial cutting of fins and maintaining a natural attachment are regulated, showing that
the adopted mechanism is useful, viable, objective, transparent, and demonstrably for the elimination of
finning.

Additionally, during the meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee held on 11-15 May 2015, the rep-
resentative of Costa Rica reiterated the importance that the practice of making compulsory the unloadings
of sharks with fins attached to the body has had, in order to achieve a complete utilization of shark catch-
es.

This proposal aspires to the countries subject to IATTC regulation adopting the mechanism of naturally-
attached fins with partial cuts, recognizes the merit of the implementation of the regulations contained in
Resolution C-05-03, for which reason what is intended with this proposal is the substitution of the mech-
anism that allows fins to be separated from carcasses, provided the weight of the fins is not more than 5%
of the weight of the shark carcasses on board, by the practice of fins attached naturally to the body of the
shark, with partial cuts.

Costa Rica intends that this proposed amendment be discussed, introducing substantive improvements to
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Resolution C-05-03, which is achieved through this proposal, by modifying the Resolution, substituting
paragraphs 4 and 5 of that Resolution, so that hereafter it reads:

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission

Resolves as follows:

Paragraph 8 to 11 of Resolution C-03-05 are replaced by the following paragraphs:

6.

10.

CPCs shall submit data on catches of sharks, in accordance with the requirements and procedures of
the IATTC for the provision of data. CPCs shall send to the IATTC Secretariat, by 1 May at the
latest, a comprehensive annual report on the implementation of this resolution during the previous
year.

CPCs shall, where possible, undertake research to:

a. identify ways of increasing the selectivity of fishing gears, as appropriate, including
research into alternatives to the use of steel leaders;

b. improve the understanding of key biological/ecological parameters, life history and
behaviour characteristics, and migration patterns of key shark species;

c. identify key shark mating, pupping, and nursery grounds; and
d. improve handling practices for live sharks to maximize post-release survival.

The Scientific Advisory Committee shall review annually the information submitted by CPCs and
shall provide, as necessary, recommendations to the Commission on ways of strengthening the
conservation and management of sharks in IATTC fisheries.

The Commission shall develop and consider for adoption at its regular annual meeting in 2016
mechanisms for encouraging CPCs to comply with its reporting requirements on sharks, particularly
for the most vulnerable shark species identified by the Scientific Advisory Committee.

The Commission shall consider appropriate aid for developing CPCs for identifying species/groups of
sharks and for collecting data on their catches of sharks."

The rest of the Resolution remains unchanged.
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Appendix 3d

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-3 REV

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF SILKY SHARKS CAUGHT
IN THE IATTC CONVENTION AREA

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The Antigua Convention requires IATTC to adopt conservation measures for species associated with the
main targeted stocks.

The European Union is proposing a new Resolution which aims at adopting a series of conservation
measures to manage fisheries for Silky Sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis).

Rationale:

The Scientific Advisory Committee expressed concern about the recent declining trend in catches of silky
sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis) by purse seiners and that there is clear evidence of declining popula-
tions of silky sharks in both the northern and southern stocks. It is therefore critical that precautionary
measures be implemented immediately to allow silky sharks populations to rebuild in the EPO.

Both in 2014 and 2015 the IATTC scientific staff considered that fishing mortality should be reduced in
order to promote rapid rebuilding of silky sharks stocks in the EPO and put forward a series of recom-
mendations on which the present proposal is based.

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC),

Considering that many sharks are part of the pelagic ecosystems in the IATTC area, and that tunas and
tuna-like species are captured in fisheries targeting sharks;

Recalling 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 the Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring populations of such
species above levels at which their reproduction may become seriously threatened,;

Taking due note that the Scientific Advisory Committee expressed concern about the recent declining
trend in catches of silky sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis) and that there is clear evidence of declining
populations of silky sharks in both the northern and southern stocks; and

Recognizing that it is critical that fishing mortality be reduced and measures be implemented immediately
to allow silky sharks populations to rebuild in the EPO;

Agrees as follows:

1. Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) shall prohibit retaining on board, transhipping,
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10.

11.

landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of silky sharks (Carcharhinus
falciformis) caught in the IATTC Convention Area in the fisheries covered by the Antigua
Convention that do not target this species.

CPCs shall require purse-seine vessels flying their flag to release all silky sharks alive whenever
possible. However, if silky sharks are caught and inadvertently frozen during fishing operations, they
must be surrendered whole to the relevant authorities at the point of landing, and they may then be
donated for purposes of domestic human consumption.

CPCs shall require vessels flying their flag and not targeting silky sharks to promptly release
unharmed, to the extent practicable, silky sharks caught in the IATTC Convention Area as soon as
possible after the shark is caught, and to do so in a manner that results in as little harm to the shark as
possible, but without compromising the safety of any persons.

Fisheries directed at silky sharks shall be closed for a period of three months of each calendar year.

CPCs shall ensure that their vessels in fisheries not directed at silky sharks, but that catch the species
incidentally, may continue to operate during the closure, but should comply with at least one of the
following options:

a) Not use or carry wire traces as branch lines of leaders
b) Not use branch lines attached directly to the longline floats, known as shark lines (see Annex 1).

CPCs shall require vessels flying their flag and targeting silky sharks to endeavor to limit the
retention of silky sharks of less than 100 cm total length during a trip to 20% of the total number of
silky sharks retained at any time during that trip.

For fisheries that target silky sharks, CPCs shall declare that they have targeted fisheries, and develop
a management plan for fisheries that target silky sharks that includes specific authorisations to fish
such as a licence and a TAC along with other measures such as additional closed seasons or seasonal
limitations on the use of wire leaders to limit the catch of silky shark to sustainable levels. These
management plans must be developed and submitted to the Director by 31 December 2016 . The
IATTC scientific staff in coordination with the Scientific Advisory Committee shall review the plans
and provide an assessment for consideration by the Commission at its next annual meeting. Targeted
fishing for silky sharks by vessels of CPCs that have not declared they have targeted fisheries in
accordance with this paragraph shall be prohibited.

For purse-seine vessels, CPCs shall establish observer programs for capacity class 1-5 vessels, with
technical assistance from IATTC staff, at a level of observer coverage adequate to reliably monitor
silky shark bycatches.

CPCs shall require the collection and submission of catch data for silky sharks by vessels flying their
flag and shall submit to the IATTC in accordance with IATTC data reporting requirements, 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.

Observers shall be allowed to collect biological samples from silky sharks that are dead on haulback
in the EPO, provided that the samples are part of a research project approved by the Scientific
Advisory Committee. In order to get approval, a detailed document outlining the purpose of the work,
number of samples intended to be collected and the spatio-temporal distribution of the sampling
effect must be included in the proposal. Annual progress of the work and a final report on completion
will be presented to the Scientific Advisory Committee.

CPCs shall, where possible, undertake research to:

a. ldentify silky shark pupping grounds and prohibit longline fishing with steel leaders in them;
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b. Conduct experiments on mitigating shark catches, especially in longline fisheries, and on the
survival of sharks captured by all gear types, with priority given to those gears with
significant catches. Survival experiments should include studies of the effects on survival of

shorter sets and of the use of circle hooks;

c. Support research on mitigation of shark bycatches and data collection projects
d. improve handling practices for live sharks to maximise post-release survival.

12. CPCs and the Scientific Advisory Committee shall continue work on bycatch mitigation measures
and live release guidelines to avoid the initial catch of this species wherever possible, and maximize

the number of incidentally caught individuals that can be released alive.
13. This Resolution shall enter into force on 1st July 2016.

Annex |

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of a shark line.
Longline

S S A R N S M A

o

floading — ll"-——a +— hzb o —— Tloztline

[ 7 T T
| s sl jnd i

=nanets =Nl

IATTC-89 Minutes

58



Appendix 3e

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-4

SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF HAMMERHEAD
SHARKS (FAMILY SPHYRNIDAE) CAUGHT IN THE IATTC
CONVENTION AREA

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC)

NOTING that hammerhead sharks of the family Sphyrnidae are part of the pelagic ecosystems in the IATTC
area and are caught by vessels fishing for tunas and tuna-like species and in fisheries targeting sharks;

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 vessels fishing 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;

FURTHER RECALLING that Article VI, 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 the Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring
populations of such species above levels at which their reproduction may become seriously threatened;

RECOGNIZING that the international scientific community has identified the scalloped hammerhead
shark (Sphyrna lewini) as among the shark species with the lowest productivity, the species is considered
heavily exploited throughout its range in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), and is considered endangered
by the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN);

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that it is difficult to differentiate between the various species of hammerhead
sharks without taking them onboard and that such action might jeopardize the survival of the captured
individuals;

FURTHER RECOGNIZING that the IATTC scientific staff have shown declining trends in commercial
purse seine catch of hammerhead sharks and that there is a lack of data for artisanal fisheries that target
hammerhead sharks;

EMPHASIZING that CPCs are to provide catch information to the Director on an annual basis for all of
their vessels fishing for species under the purview of the Commission, in accordance with Resolution C-
03-05 on Data Provision and paragraph 11 of Resolution C-05-03 on Conservation of Sharks:

Agrees that:

1. For the purpose of this Resolution, hammerhead shark means species of hammerhead shark of the
family Sphyrnida.
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10.

Members and Cooperating Non-Members (hereafter referred to as CPCs) shall prohibit, subject to
paragraph 3, vessels flying their flag that do not target hammerhead sharks from retaining onboard,
transhipping, landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of hammerhead
sharks caught in the IATTC Convention Area.

CPCs whose vessels do not target hammerhead sharks shall require those vessels to take reasonable
steps to promptly release all hammerhead sharks alive wherever possible after the shark is caught and
brought alongside the vessel, and take reasonable steps for its safe release, without compromising the
safety of any persons. Notwithstanding paragraph 2, if hammerhead sharks are unintentionally caught
and frozen as part of a purse seine vessel’s operations, the vessel must surrender the whole sharks to
the responsible governmental authorities at the point of first landing. Hammerhead sharks surrendered
in this manner may not be sold or bartered but may be donated for purposes of domestic human
consumption.

For fisheries that target hammerhead sharks, CPCs shall declare that they have such targeted fisheries,
and develop a management plan for those fisheries that includes specific authorizations to fish such as
a license, as well as a total allowable catch (TAC) or other measures to manage the catch of
hammerhead sharks to sustainable levels. These management plans must be developed and submitted
to the Director by 1 March 2016. The IATTC scientific staff in coordination with the Scientific
Advisory Committee (SAC) shall review the plans and provide an assessment for consideration by the
Commission at its next annual meeting. Targeted fishing for hammerhead sharks by vessels of CPCs
that have not declared that they have targeted fisheries in accordance with this paragraph shall be
prohibited.

CPCs shall, where possible, conduct research on hammerhead sharks taken in the IATTC Convention
Area in order to identify potential nursery areas and to address other outstanding research and data
needs, and shall, as practicable, report the results of such research to the SAC. Based on this research,
CPCs in their individual capacity and the Commission shall consider time and area closures and other
measures, as appropriate.

Observers shall be allowed to collect biological samples from hammerhead sharks caught in the
IATTC Convention Area that are dead on haulback in the EPO, provided that the samples are part of
a research project approved by the SAC. In order to get approval, a detailed document outlining the
purpose of the work, number of samples intended to be collected and the spatio-temporal distribution
of the sampling effect must be included in the proposal. Annual progress of the work and a final
report on completion will be presented to the SAC.

CPCs shall require the collection and submission of catch data for hammerhead sharks and shall
submit to the IATTC in accordance with IATTC data reporting requirements. CPCs shall also record,
through their observer programs and other means, such as logbooks, the number of discards and
releases of hammerhead sharks, including the status upon release (dead or alive), and report this
information to the IATTC by 31 July of each year.

CPCs and the scientific staff of the IATTC shall continue work on bycatch mitigation measures and
live release guidelines to avoid the initial catch of this species wherever possible, and maximize the
number of incidentally caught individuals that can be released alive.

The SAC shall review annually the information submitted by CPCs and shall provide, as necessary,
recommendations to the Commission on ways of strengthening the conservation and management of
hammerhead sharks in IATTC fisheries.

As appropriate, the Commission and its CPCs should, individually and collectively, engage in
capacity building efforts and other cooperative activities to support the effective implementation of
this Resolution, including entering into cooperative arrangements with other appropriate international
bodies.
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11. This measure shall be amended, if appropriate, at future Commission meetings taking into account the
results of stock assessments when available.

12. This resolution shall enter into force on 1 July 2016.
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 E-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

REVISION OF THE RESOLUTION C-11-07

RESOLUTION ON THE PROCESS FOR IMPROVED COMPLIANCE OF
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Paragraph 10 of Resolution C-11-07 establishes that to facilitate the implementation of IATTC reporting
requirements and review pursuant to Resolution C-11-07, the Committee shall also develop a set of com-
mon guidelines and formats.

The goal of the revision proposed by the EU is to add a new Annex to provide a standardized and straight
forward document to reflect compliance record, areas of possible improvement as well as any recom-
mended actions for consideration of the Commission as required by Paragraph 5 of the Resolution as cur-
rently the IATTC lacks such a system.

The new Annex will reflect the result of the discussions of the Commission and will serve as a reference
document to facilitate the follow-up of decisions taken by the Commission.

Similar documents have also been adopted by the WCPFC, CCAMLR and SPRFMO.

5. At the end of the meeting, the Committee shall identify, for each CPC, the compliance record, areas
of possible improvement as well as any recommended actions for consideration of the Commission
based on the results of the review and discussion in paragraph 4 and using the criteria and
considerations for assessing compliance status set out in Annex Il. Such identifications and
recommendations shall be recorded in the report of the Committee, which shall be sent to the
Commission.

6. Before proceeding with actions under section D, the CPCs will have the opportunity to reply during
the meeting of the Committee, either orally or in writing,

D) Follow-up of the Committee's work

7. Upon receiving the report from the Committee, the Commission shall consider any comments or
replies from of the CPC concerned. If necessary, the Commission will subsequently decide actions for
improving compliance by each CPC, which includes sending a letter from the Commission Chairman
to each CPC, indicating each CPC's compliance record, and making recommendations for possible
improvement. Based on the status accorded, those recommendations may include the need for the
Commission to undertake a Compliance Review, develop a Compliance Action Plan or identify a
Compliance Remedy.
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Annex Il

Compliance Status

Criteria

Follow up

Compliant

No compliance issues identified
with respect to the relevant
obligations.

none

Non-compliant

Non-compliance may be due to:

Actions or omissions which
constitute a minor infringement of
relevant obligations;

Insufficient, unclear or incorrect
data or information;

Undertake a Compliance
Review_to identify non-
compliance of a minor or
technical nature or obligations
with respect to which further
information is required in order
to identify implementation
gaps and improve compliance.

Priority non-compliant

Non-compliance may be due to:

Action or omissions that
constitute a serious infringement
of relevant obligations;

Non-compliance that undermines
the effectiveness of the
Convention or IATTC
Resolutions;

Failure to comply with previous
CTC recommendations adopted
by the Commission, after
sufficient time and assistance has
been provided.

Develop a compliance action
plan to assist Members and
CNCPs to actively take steps
to respond to and rectify non-
compliance or improve
implementation of relevant
obligations, including through
the provision of technical
assistance or capacity building,
where appropriate.

Seriously/Persistently
Non-Compliant

Non- compliance may be due to:

Action or omissions that
constitute a repeated serious
infringement of relevant
obligations;

Repeated non-compliance that
undermines the effectiveness of
the Convention or IATTC
Resolutions;

Repeated failure to comply with
previous CTC recommendations
after sufficient time and assistance
has been provided.

Identify a Compliance
Remedy to address instances of
persistent non-compliance
which have not been resolved
even after sufficient time and
assistance have been provided
through a Compliance Action
Plan.

Not assessed

Proven ambiguity of relevant
obligations

Commission to clarify
obligation and if necessary,
amend relevant provisions
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 E-2A

SUBMITTED BY COLOMBIA, COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, MEXICO, NICARAGUA, PANAMA, PERU, AND
VENEZUELA

RESOLUTION ON THE USE OF INFORMATION ON COMPLIANCE

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recalling that the “Antigua Convention”, in Article XXII establishes that the Commission shall determine
rules of confidentiality for access, use and disclosure of information pursuant to the Convention.

Considering that in the framework of Resolution C-11-07 on Compliance it is established that the IATTC
reviews annually the compliance and implementation by each member of the Commission resolutions,
based on, inter alia, the compliance report provided by the Director.

Recognizing that multilateral actions are more appropriate and effective than unilateral actions.

Affirming therefore the importance of strengthening multilateral cooperation, through mechanisms agreed
in the IATTC and particularly the exchange of information.

Taking into consideration that Article XV 111 of the “Antigua Convention” on implementation, compliance
and enforcement by Parties provides that each Party shall authorize the use and release, subject to any
applicable rules of confidentiality, of pertinent information recorded by on-board observers of the Com-
mission or a national program.

Also considering the clear reduction of the number of possible infractions of IATTC resolutions by the
purse-seine vessels operating in the EPO as has been observed in the Committee for the Review of the
Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission and which show que work is being done multi-
laterally and with good results.

Agrees:

1. That information on compliance that is provided by any Member in the framework of the IATTC res-
olutions is of a strictly confidential nature and its use shall be restricted for the purposes that the
Commission itself may establish, unless the Member authorizes its disclosure or uses.

2. That the Commission and the member countries may use the information referred to in item 1 above
only within the framework of the IATTC.

3. That resolutions adopted within the Commission, as well as their observation by the Members are for
the purpose of complying with the Commission's objectives. Therefore, no Member may use the in-
formation contained in the compliance report provided by the Director particularly for unilateral pro-
cesses that have not been agreed previously by the Commission.
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 F-1 REV

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

IATTC RESOLUTION FOR AN IATTC SCHEME FOR MINIMUM
STANDARDS FOR INSPECTION IN PORT

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Goal: this Resolution is intended to fight against 1UU fishing and contribute to the long-term conserva-
tion and sustainable use of living marine resources in the IATTC Convention Area through strengthened,
harmonized and transparent minimum standards for inspections.

In line with similar proposals adopted by other RFMOs, the most essential elements of the proposal is the
inspection of vessels, designation of ports, prior notifications and reporting of possible infringements. It is
therefore more in line with the requests from developing coastal CPCs as it also includes a number of
simplified provisions in order to facilitate consensus at the IATTC.

In addition to that, it will be the first ever port inspection measure adopted by IATTC. Therefore it will
ensure consistency with management measures taken in other RFMOs and improve the results of the
measures aimed towards conservation of tuna and tuna-like species in the Eastern Pacific Ocean. This will
contribute to more responsible management of the stocks under the IATTC’s mandate.

The Inter—American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC)

DEEPLY CONCERNED that illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing has a detrimental effect upon fish
stocks, marine ecosystems and the livelihoods of legitimate fishers in particular in developing States,

CONSCIOUS of the role of the port State in the adoption of effective measures to promote the sustainable
use and the long-term conservation of living marine resources,

RECALLING that under the 1995 FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, the right to fish
carries with it the obligation to do so in a responsible manner so as to ensure effective conservation and
management of living aquatic resources,

RECOGNIZING that measures to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing should build on the
primary responsibility of flag States and use all available jurisdiction in accordance with international
law, including minimum standards for inspection in port, coastal State measures, and measures to ensure
that nationals do not support or engage in illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing,

RECOGNIZING that minimum standards for inspections in port provide a powerful and cost-effective
means of preventing, deterring and eliminating illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing,

AWARE of the need for increasing coordination at the regional and interregional levels to combat illegal,
unreported and unregulated fishing through minimum standards for inspection in port, and
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RECALLING the relevant provisions the Agreement to Promote Compliance with International
Conservation and Management Measures by Fishing Vessels on the High Seas of 24 November 1993, the
1995 FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, and other relevant international law,

Agrees as follows:

Assessment in Anticipation of Implementation

1.

Following the adoption of this Resolution, the IATTC Secretariat will identify the needs of
developing CPCs related to the implementation of this Resolution; to present options and facilities for
capacity building for those CPCs that might require and desire such assistance; to identify and assess
any other barriers to effective full implementation; and to develop solutions to any such barriers.

This assessment will be accomplished through consultations, through questionnaires sent to all
developing CPCs as set forth in Annex 2, and through any other available information.

Within 60 days following the deadline for receipt of the completed questionnaires, the Secretariat
shall provide all CPCs with a report summarizing the responses, identifying any developing CPCs
that may not have responded, and providing a detailed description of identified barriers to
implementation.

The Commission, at its annual meeting in 2016, shall review the assessment report of the Secretariat
and any individual reports from developing CPCs, as provided in paragraph 32.

Scope

5.

Nothing in this Resolution shall prejudice the rights, jurisdiction and duties of Members and
Cooperating Non-Members of the Commission (hereinafter referred to as “CPCs”) under international
law. In particular, nothing in this Resolution shall be construed to affect the exercise by CPCs of their
authority over their ports in accordance with international law, including their right to deny entry
thereto as well as to adopt more stringent measures than those provided for in this Resolution.

This Resolution shall be interpreted and applied in conformity with international law, taking into
account applicable international rules and standards, including those established through the
International Maritime Organization, as well as other international instruments.

CPCs shall fulfill in good faith any obligations ultimately assumed pursuant to this Resolution and
shall exercise the rights recognized herein in a manner that would not constitute an abuse of right.

With a view to monitoring compliance with IATTC Resolutions, each CPC, in its capacity as a port
CPC, shall apply this Resolution for an effective scheme of port inspections in respect of foreign
fishing vessels carrying IATTC-managed species caught in the IATTC Convention Area (Convention
Area) and/or fish products originating from such species caught in the Convention Area that have not
been previously landed or transhipped at port, hereinafter referred to as "foreign fishing vessels".

A CPC may, in its capacity as a port CPC, decide not to apply this Resolution to foreign fishing
vessels chartered by its nationals operating under its authority and returning to its ports. Such
chartered fishing vessels shall be subject to measures by the CPC which are as effective as measures
applied in relation to vessels entitled to fly its flag.

Without prejudice to specifically applicable provisions of other IATTC Resolutions, and except as
otherwise provided in this Resolution, this Resolution shall apply to foreign fishing vessels equal to
or greater than 20 meters in length overall.

Each CPC shall subject foreign fishing vessels below 20 meters length overall, foreign fishing vessels
operating under charter as referred to under paragraph 7, and fishing vessels entitled to fly its flag to
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measures that are at least as effective in combating lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU)*
fishing as measures applied to vessels referred to in paragraph 8.

10. CPCs shall take necessary action to inform fishing vessels entitled to fly their flag of this and other
relevant IATTC Resolutions.

Points of Contact

11. Each CPC wishing to grant access to its ports to foreign fishing vessels shall designate a point of
contact for the purposes of receiving notifications pursuant to paragraph 18. Each CPC shall designate
a point of contact for the purpose of receiving inspection reports pursuant to paragraph 28(b) of this
Resolution. It shall transmit the name and contact information for its points of contact to the IATTC
Director no later than 30 days following the entry into force of this Resolution. Any subsequent
changes shall be notified to the IATTC Director at least 7 days before such changes take effect. The
IATTC Director shall promptly notify CPCs of any such change.

12. The IATTC Director shall establish and maintain a register of points of contact based on the lists
submitted by the CPCs. The register and any subsequent changes shall be published promptly on the
IATTC website.

Designated ports

13. Each CPC wishing to grant access to its ports to foreign fishing vessels shall designate its ports to
which foreign fishing vessels may request entry pursuant to this Resolution.

14. Each CPC wishing to grant access to its ports to foreign fishing vessels shall ensure that it has
sufficient capacity to conduct inspections in every designated port pursuant to this Resolution to the
greatest extent possible.

15. Each CPC wishing to grant access to its ports to foreign fishing vessels shall provide to the IATTC
Director within 30 days from the date of entry into force of this Resolution a list of designated ports.
Any subsequent changes to this list shall be notified to the IATTC Director at least 14 days before the
change takes effect.

16. The IATTC Director shall establish and maintain a register of designated ports based on the lists
submitted by the port CPCs. The register and any subsequent change shall be published promptly on
the IATTC website.

Force majeure or distress

17. Nothing in this Resolution affects the entry of vessels to port for reasons of force majeure or distress
or for the purpose of rendering assistance to persons, ships or aircraft in danger or distress.

Prior notification

18. Each port CPC wishing to grant access to its ports to foreign fishing vessels shall, except as provided
under paragraphs 17 and 19 of this Resolution, require foreign fishing vessels seeking to use its ports
for the purpose of landing and/or transshipment to provide, at least 48 hours before the estimated time
of arrival at the port, the following information:

a) Vessel identification (External identification, Name, Flag CPC, IMO No, if any, and IRCS);

b) Name of the designated port, as referred to in the IATTC register, to which it seeks entry and the
purpose of the port call (landing and/or transshipment);

c) Fishing authorization or, where appropriate, any other authorization held by the vessel to support

o [V[V] fishing refers to fishing activities as defined in Annex 1.
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19.

fishing operations on IATTC-managed species and/or fish products originating from such species,
or to transship related fishery products;

d) Estimated date and time of arrival in port;

e) The estimated quantities in kilograms of each IATTC-managed species and/or fish products
originating from such species held on board, with associated catch areas. If no IATTC species
and/or fish products originating from such species are held on board, a 'nil' report shall be
transmitted;;

f) The estimated quantities for each IATTC-managed species and/or fish products originating from
such species in kilograms to be landed or transshipped, with associated catch areas.

The port CPC may also request other information as it may require to determine whether the vessel
has engaged in 1UU fishing, or related activities.

The port CPC may prescribe a longer or shorter notification period than specified in paragraph 18,
taking into account, inter alia, the type of fishery product, the distance between the fishing grounds
and its ports. In such a case, the port CPC shall inform the IATTC Director, who shall publish the
information promptly on the IATTC website.

Port inspections

20.
21,

22.

Inspections shall be carried out by the competent authority of the port CPC.

Each year CPCs shall inspect at least 5% of landing and transshipment operations in their designated
ports as are made by foreign fishing vessels.

The Port CPC shall, , in accordance with its domestic law, take the following, inter alia, into account
when determining which foreign vessels to inspect::

a) Whether a vessel has failed to provide complete information as required in paragraph 18;

b) Requests from other CPCs or relevant regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOSs) that
a particular vessel be inspected, particularly where such requests are supported by evidence of
IUU fishing by the vessel in question;

c) Whether clear grounds exist for suspecting that a vessel has engaged in IUU fishing, including
information derived from RFMOs.

d) After receiving the relevant information pursuant to paragraph 18, as well as such other
information as it may require to determine whether the foreign fishing vessel requesting entry into
its port has engaged in IUU fishing, the port CPC shall decide whether to authorize or deny the
entry of the vessel into its port. In case the port CPC decides to authorize the entry of the vessel
into its port, the following provisions on port inspection shall apply..

Inspection procedure

23.

24,

Each inspector shall carry a document of identity issued by the port CPC. In accordance with
domestic laws, port CPC inspectors may examine all relevant areas, decks and rooms of the fishing
vessel, catches processed or otherwise, nets or other fishing gears, equipment both technical and
electronic, records of transmissions and any relevant documents, including fishing logbooks, Cargo
Manifests and Mates Receipts and landing declarations in case of transshipment, which they deem
necessary to ensure compliance with the IATTC Resolutions. They may take copies of any documents
considered relevant, and they may also question the Master and any other person on the vessel being
inspected.

Inspections shall involve the monitoring of the landing or transshipment and include a cross-check
between the quantities by species notified in the prior notification message in paragraph 18 and the
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25,

26.

217,

guantities which are landed, transhipped or held on board by the vessels. Inspections shall be carried
out in such a way that the fishing vessel suffers the minimum interference and inconvenience, and
that degradation of the quality of the catch is avoided to the extent practicable.

On completion of the inspection, the port CPC inspector shall provide the Master of the foreign
fishing vessel with the inspection report containing the findings of the inspection, including possible
subsequent measures that could be taken by competent authority of the CPC. The inspector and the
Master shall sign the report and a copy of the report shall be provided to the Master. The Master's
signature shall serve only as acknowledgement of the receipt of a copy of the report. The Master shall
be given the opportunity to add any comments or objection to the report, to contact the competent
authority of the flag CPC.

The port CPC shall transmit a copy of the inspection report electronically or by other means to the
flag CPC point of contact and the IATTC Director no later than 14 days following the date of
completion of the inspection. If the inspection report cannot be transmitted within 14 days, the port
CPC should notify the IATTC Directorwithin the 14 day time period the reasons for the delay and
when the report will be submitted.

Flag CPCs shall take necessary action to ensure that Masters facilitate safe access to the fishing
vessel, cooperate with the competent authority of the port CPC, facilitate the inspection and
communication and not obstruct, intimidate or interfere, or cause other persons to obstruct, intimidate
or interfere with port CPC inspectors in the execution of their duties.

Procedure in the event of infringements

28.

29.

30.

31.

If the information collected during the inspection provides evidence that a foreign fishing vessel has
committed an infringement of the IATTC Resolutions, the inspector shall:

a) record the infringement in the inspection report;

b) transmit the inspection report to the port CPC competent authority, which shall promptly forward
a copy to the IATTC Director and to the flag CPC point of contact;

c) to the extent practicable, ensure safekeeping of the evidence pertaining to such alleged
infringement.

If the infringement falls within the legal jurisdiction of the port CPC, the port CPC may take action in
accordance with its domestic laws. The port CPC shall promptly notify the action taken to the
competent authority of the flag CPC and to the IATTC Director, who shall promptly publish this
information in a secured part of the IATTC website.

Infringements that do not fall within the jurisdiction of the port CPC, and infringements referred to in
paragraph 29 for which the port CPC has not taken action, shall be referred to the flag State and, as
appropriate, the relevant coastal State.. Upon receiving the copy of the inspection report, the flag CPC
shall promptly investigate the alleged infringement and notify the IATTC Director of the status of the
investigation and of any enforcement action that may have been taken within 6 months of such
receipt. If the flag CPC cannot provide the IATTC Director this status report within 6 months of such
receipt, the flag CPC should notify the IATTC within the 6 month time period the reasons for the
delay and when the status report will be submitted. The IATTC Director shall promptly publish this
information in a secured part of the IATTC website. CPCs shall include in their Compliance
questionnaire information regarding the status of such investigations.

Should the inspection provide evidence that the inspected vessel has engaged in IUU activities as
referred to in Resolution C-05-07, the port CPC shall promptly report the case to the flag CPC and
notify as soon as possible the IATTC Director, along with its supporting evidence.
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Requirements of developing CPCs

32.

On the basis of the outcome of the assessment exercise set forth in Annex 2 and in paragraphs 1-3,
developing CPCs requiring assistance shall submit a plan of action for the implementation of this
Resolution. CPCs shall give full recognition to the special requirements of developing CPCs in
relation to a port inspection scheme consistent with this Resolution. As of 1 January 2016, and
follewin the result of the assessment of need, the Special Sustainable Development Fund established
by Resolution C-14-03, either directly or through supplementary voluntary contributions from CPCs,
shall provide assistance to developing CPCs in order to, inter alia:

a) Develop their capacity including by providing technical assistance and establishing an
appropriate funding mechanism to support and strengthen the development and implementation
of an effective system of port inspection at national, regional or international levels and to ensure
that adisproportionate burden resulting from the implementation of this Resolution is not
unnecessarily transferred to them and

b) Facilitate their participation in meetings and/or training programmes of relevant regional and
international organizations that promote the effective development and implementation of a
system of port inspection, including monitoring, control and surveillance, enforcement and legal
proceedings for infractions and dispute settlements pursuant to this Resolution.

General provisions

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

CPCs are encouraged to enter into bilateral agreements/arrangements that allow for an inspector
exchange program designed to promote cooperation, share information, and educate each party's
inspectors on inspection strategies and methodologies which promote compliance with IATTC
Resolutions. A description of such programs should be provided to the IATTC Director which should
publish it on the IATTC website.

Without prejudice to the domestic laws of the port CPC, the flag CPC may, in the case of appropriate
bilateral agreements or arrangements with the port CPC or at the invitation of that CPC, send its own
officials to accompany the inspectors of the port CPC and observe or take part in the inspection of its
vessel.

Flag CPCs shall consider and act on reports of infringements from inspectors of a port CPC on a
similar basis as the reports from their own inspectors, in accordance with their domestic laws. CPCs
shallcooperate , in accordance with their domestic laws, in order to facilitate judicial or other
proceedings arising from inspection reports as set out in this Resolution.

The IATTC Director shall develop model formats for prior notification reports and inspection reports
required under this Resolution, taking into account forms adopted in other relevant instruments, such
as international organisations and other RFMOs, for consideration at the 2016 Annual Meeting of the
Commission.

The Commission shall review this Resolution no later than its 2019 Annual Meeting and, if
appropriate, taking into account developments in other RFMOs and/or international foraand consider
revisions to improve its effectiveness. The Secretariat will report annually on the implementation of
this measure.

This Resolution shall enter into force on January 1, 2018.

ANNEX 1

As defined by FAO in the International Plan of Action to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal, Unreported
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and Unregulated Fishing, IUU fishing means:
Illegal fishing refers to fishing activities:

(1) conducted by national or foreign vessels in waters under the jurisdiction of a State, without the
permission of that State, or in contravention of its laws and regulations;

(2) conducted by vessels flying the flag of States that are parties to a relevant regional fisheries
management organization but operate in contravention of the conservation and management
measures adopted by that organization and by which the States are bound, or relevant provisions
of the applicable international law; or

(3) in violation of national laws or international obligations, including those undertaken by
cooperating States to a relevant regional fisheries management organization.

Unreported fishing refers to fishing activities:

(1) which have not been reported, or have been misreported, to the relevant national authority, in
contravention of national laws and regulations; or

(2) undertaken in the area of competence of a relevant regional fisheries management organization
which have not been reported or have been misreported, in contravention of the reporting
procedures of that organization.

Unregulated fishing refers to fishing activities:

(1) in the area of application of a relevant regional fisheries management organization that are
conducted by vessels without nationality, or by those flying the flag of a State not party to that
organization, or by a fishing entity, in a manner that is not consistent with or contravenes the
conservation and management measures of that organization; or

(2) in areas or for fish stocks in relation to which there are no applicable conservation or management
measures and where such fishing activities are conducted in a manner inconsistent with State
responsibilities for the conservation of living marine resources under international law.
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ANNEX 2
Assessment of Capacity to Implement

The Secretariat shall, within 30 days following adoption of this Resolution, transmit to all developing
CPCs an assessment questionnaire designed to assess, for each obligation anticipated under this
resolution, the extent to which each CPC:

1. s already applying a particular obligation within laws and/or regulations;

2. For each obligation not already applied, the capacity of each CPC to implement it and the
approximate time that will be required to do so;

3. For each obligation that a CPC deems inapplicable or unimplementable, request that the CPC
provide the reasons for that determination.

The assessment gquestionnaire shall include the following obligations envisioned in this Resolution, inter
alia:

1. The ability of the CPC to designate specific port(s) which foreign vessels may enter;
2. The capacity of the CPC to inspect at least 5% of foreign vessels entering the designated ports;

3. The capacity of the CPC to designate and empower a competent national authority to receive and
process “Prior Notification” information as required in paragraph 18 from inbound foreign
vessels;

4. The capacity under national laws of a CPC to empower inspectors to execute the “Inspection
Procedures” in paragraphs 23 to 27;

5. The capacity of the CPC to implement the “Procedure in the event of infringement” set forth in
paragraphs 28 to 31,

6. The specific needs identified by the CPC for assistance in the areas of capacity building;

Port StateDeveloping CPCs shall respond in full to the Assessment Questionnaire to the Secretariat within
90 days of receipt.

Within 60 days following the deadline for receipt of the completed questionnaires, the Secretariat shall
provide all CPCs with a report summarizing the responses, identifying any developing CPCs that may not
have responded, and providing a detailed description of identified barriers to implementation.
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Appendix 3i

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 G-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

TO REVISE RESOLUTION C-13-01 ON THE BASIS OF THE BEST
SCIENTIFIC ADVICE

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

As set out in it Paragraph 19 b, Resolution C-13-01 establishes that the conservation and management
measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock assessment and of changes in the lev-
el of active capacity in the purse seine fleet based on the advice of the Scientific Advisory Committee and
the IATTC Staff.

In early 2015 the total Purse-seiner active capacity in the EPO dramatically increased from 243.000 m3 to
roughly 271.000 m3 which is a 11,5% increase. Although most of this increase is allocated to a single
fleet which operates under the conditions established in Paragraph 12 of Resolution C-02-03, it is neces-
sary to assess its impact and, where appropriate, revise Resolution C-13-01.

RESOLUTION C-13-01

MULTIANNUAL PROGRAM FOR THE CONSERVATION OF TUNA
IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2014-2016

3. All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Area for a pe-
riod of 62 days in 2014, 62 days in 2015, and [to be decided by the Commission in accordance with
Paragraph 19 below ] days in 2016. These closures shall be effected in one of two periods in each
year as follows:

2014 - 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2015.
2015 - 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2016.
2016 - [29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2017.]
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Appendix 3j

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 H-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

REVISION OF RESOLUTION C-02-03

RESOLUTION ON THE CAPACITY OF THE TUNA FLEET
OPERATING IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN (REVISED)

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The goal of the revision of Resolution C-02-03 is to update its content in order to reflect the following:

The adoption of a Plan for Regional Management of Fishing Capacity adopted in Lanzarote in 2005
and the need to progress in its implementation, notably as phases two and three are concerned;

The fact that, following Paragraph 6, thirteen years after the adoption of Resolution C-02-03 some
CPCs continue to submit information regarding the well capacity of their vessels, and therefore the
capacity continues to increase despite the limit set in paragraph 5. Paragraph 6 was intended to pro-
vide a certain time margin for CPCs to determine the well capacity of their vessel as which was not
meant to extend for thirteen years;

The boundaries of the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) as established by the Antigua Convention;
To update the reference to CPCs instead of “participants”;

To remove obsolete articles/references;

To amend capacity claims in view of developments since the adoption of the resolution

A reference to Article VII 1 h) of Antigua Convention stating the need to manage capacity commensu-
rate with the fish stocks covered by the Convention.

The Parties to the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Aware that the issue of excess fishing capacity is of concern worldwide and is the subject of an
International Plan of Action developed by the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization;

Understanding that excess fishing capacity in a region makes it more difficult for governments to agree
on and implement effective conservation and management measures for the fisheries of that region;

Concerned that purse-seine fishing capacity in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) has been increasing in
recent years;

Believing that it is important to limit fishing capacity in the EPO in order to help ensure that the tuna
fisheries in the region are conducted at a sustainable level,
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Aware of the importance of tuna fishing to the economic development of the Parties;

Committed to giving full effect to the relevant rules of international law, as reflected in the United Nations
Law of the Sea Convention;

Recalling the resolutions to limit the capacity of the tuna purse-seine fleet in the EPO approved by the
IATTC at its 62" Meeting in October 1998 and by correspondence on 19 August 2000;

Seeking to address the problem of excess capacity in the tuna purse-seine fleet operating in the EPO by
limiting such capacity to a level which, in harmony with other agreed management measures and
projected and actual levels of catch, will ensure that tuna fisheries in the region are conducted at a
sustainable level;

Recalling Article VII 1 h) of Antigua Convention to adopt appropriate measures to prevent or eliminate
over-fishing and excess fishing capacity and to ensure that levels of fishing effort do not exceed those
commensurate with the sustainable use of the fish stocks covered by the Convention:

Have agreed as follows:
1. Convention as defined in Article 111 of the Antigua Convention.

2. To finalize and adopt, as soon as possible, a plan for regional management of fishing capacity, as
specified in the resolution on fleet capacity of 19 August 2000. Such a plan shall take into account
the right of coastal States and other States with a longstanding and significant interest in the tuna
fisheries of the EPO to develop and maintain their own tuna fishing industries.

3. To review on a regular basis, and modify if necessary, the methods for estimating fishing capacity
and the target level of 158,000 m3, established in the resolution on fleet capacity of 19 August 2000,
for the total capacity of the purse-seine fleet, taking into account the level of the stocks of tuna and
other relevant factors.

4. To use the Regional Vessel Register ("the Register") established by the resolution of the 66th
Meeting of the Commission, as of 28 June 2002, with any subsequent modifications that do not
increase the total capacity of purse-seine vessels established in the Register, as the definitive list of
purse-seine vessels authorized by Members and Cooperating non-Members of the Commission
(hereinafter referred to as “CPCs”)to fish for tunas in the EPO. Any purse- seine vessel fishing for
tunas in the EPO that is not on the Register would be considered to be undermining IATTC
management measures. The Register shall include only vessels flying the flags of CPCs. Each CPC
shall verify the existence and operational status of, and confirm the accuracy of the information on,
its vessels, as required by that resolution, including the requirement to promptly notify the Director
of the Commission ("the Director") of any modifications to that information. For purse-seine vessels,
the Register shall include only vessels that have fished in the EPO before 28 June 2002. A CPC may
remove any vessel flying its flag from the Register by notifying the Director.

5. The well volume of each purse-seine vessel, once confirmed by the relevant CPC and verified by an
independent survey supervised by the Director, shall be reflected in the Register. As from 1 January
2017 the well volume reflected in the Register will be considered as confirmed by CPCs.

6. To prohibit the entry of new vessels, defined as those not included in the Register, to the EPO purse-
seine fleet, except to replace vessels removed from the Register, and provided that the total capacity
of any replacement vessel or vessels does not exceed that of the vessel or vessels replaced.

7. To prohibit increasing the capacity of any existing purse-seine vessel unless a purse-seine vessel or
vessels of equal or greater capacity is removed from the Register.

8. Notwithstanding paragraphs (7) and (8), above, by January 1 of each year, a CPC may notify the
Director of any purse-seine vessel operating under its jurisdiction and listed on the Register that will
not fish in the EPO in that year. Any vessel identified pursuant to this paragraph shall remain on the
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10.

11.

12.

Register as "inactive" and shall not fish in the EPO in that year. In such cases, the CPC may
substitute another purse-seine vessel or vessels on the Register, and those vessels shall be authorized
to fish in the EPO provided that the total "active" capacity of purse-seine vessels flying the flag of
that CPC in any year does not exceed the capacity listed for such vessels on the Register as of 28
June 2002.

8.1. Guatemala may increase its purse-seine fleet by .[we believe this capacity has already been
utilized; to be confirmed by Secretariat]

In the implementation of paragraph (10.1) above, a CPC wishing to bring a new vessel into the EPO
shall (1) so notify the other CPCs, through the Director, and (2) undertake efforts to find a suitable
vessel from the Register for at least four months following such notification before bringing a new
vessel into the EPO.

Notwithstanding paragraphs (7) and (8), a limit of 32 United States vessels authorized and licensed
to fish in other areas of the Pacific Ocean under an alternative international fisheries management
regime, and that may occasionally fish to the east of 150° West, shall be authorized to fish in the
EPO provided that: a) the fishing activity of any such vessels in the EPO is limited to a single trip
not to exceed 90 days in one calendar year; b) the vessels do not possess a Dolphin Mortality Limit
pursuant to the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program; and c) the vessels
carry an approved observer. A similar exception shall be considered for vessels of other CPCs with a
similar record of participation in the EPO tuna purse-seine fishery and that meet the criteria listed
above.

Nothing in this resolution shall be interpreted to limit the rights and obligations of any CPC to
manage and develop the tuna fisheries under its jurisdiction or in which it maintains a longstanding
and significant interest.

To urge all non-Parties to provide the information required by this resolution and comply with its
provisions.

* Costa Rica, Colombia, and Peru maintain long-term capacity requests of up to 16,422 m®, 14,046 m®, and 9,046 m®,

respectively. The Parties also acknowledge that France has expressed an interest in developing a tuna purse- seine
fleet on behalf of its overseas territories in the EPO.
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Appendix 3k

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 J-1 REV4

SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION TO AID IN ESTABLISHING A REBUILDING PLAN
FOR PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Rationale: This proposal focuses on establishing interim rebuilding objectives and a general strategy for
rebuilding Pacific Bluefin Tuna.

This proposal includes a “rebuilding strategy” with a process for obtaining information from the ISC and
IATTC staff to support the development and implementation of effective conservation and management
measures, harvest control rules and referrence points.

Rebuilding objectives: The primary objective in any rebuilding plan is to rebuild the stock to a specified
level (“rebuilding target™) in a specified time (“rebuilding period”) and in an equitable manner (“relative
fishery impact on SSB”). Until the analysis of strategies is complete, a median SSB of 42,592mt will
serve as an interim rebuilding objective.

With respect to the rebuilding period, we recognize the tradeoffs between the need to rebuild the stock
quickly in order to lessen the risk of recruitment failure and the economic impacts of making rapid and
large reductions in harvest rates.

In addition to the interim objective of rebuilding the Pacific bluefin tuna stock within a specific amount of
time, this proposal includes secondary objectives related to fishing opportunities during the rebuilding
period and equitability in the conservation burden.

Rebuilding strategy: This proposal would establish a process using the management strategy evaluation
(MSE) approach for developing scientific advice to aid in finding an appropriate balance between the
long-term benefits from rebuilding the stock and the near-term costs associated with such rebuilding, as
well as to account for scientific uncertainty in stock dynamics and other factors. MSE can help identify
rebuilding strategies that meet the agreed upon rebuilding objectives and that are as robust as possible
with respect to uncertainty and natural variation.®

MSE involves a series of steps to evaluate a set of candidate management strategies.® The managers are
generally responsible for the steps of establishing the management objectives and associated performance
measures, and for identifying candidate management strategies.

® See Holland, D. S. (2010), “Management Strategy Evaluation and Management Procedures: Tools for Rebuilding
and Sustaining Fisheries”, OECD Food, Agriculture and Fisheries Working Papers, No. 25, OECD Publishing.

® See Punt, A. E. and G. P. Donovan. 2007. Developing management procedures that are robust to uncertainty: les-
sons from the International Whaling Commission. ICES J. Mar. Sci. (2007) 64 (4): 603-612.
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The scientists are generally responsible for the steps of developing an operating model and using it to
simulate the application of the candidate management strategies into the future and evaluating how they
perform with respect to the management objectives, using the specified performance measures. This
proposal would establish an initial set of candidate management or harvest strategies to be evaluated
along with a set of performance measures. The ISC and IATTC staff would be requested to undertake the
remaining steps. It is emphasized that MSE is an iterative process, evolving as the managers identify new
candidate management strategies and the scientists refine the stock assessment model and operating
model.

Coordination with the WCPFC: Although the decisions of the IATTC and WCPFC reflect their
commitment to work together to rebuild the Pacific bluefin tuna stock, coordination has been challenging.
This situation is a result of logistical reasons (e.g., the respective timing of their meetings) and the
challenge in finding a balance in conservation actions on both sides of the ocean that is perceived to be
equitable by both organizations. This challenge is exacerbated by the two organizations choosing different
management strategies (effort and catch limits in the WCPO; catch limits in the EPO), and the fisheries
on each side having very different histories. This proposal seeks to resolve these difficulties by reaching
an understanding in balancing conservation actions.

We propose to express that balance in terms of the proportion of total fishery impact to the SSB of the
respective fisheries in both sides of the ocean. We believe this is an objective and appropriate measure.
After examining the history of the relative impacts of the fisheries on the two sides of the ocean, as shown
in Figure 1, we suggest a range in the balance of impact of 55-85% in WCPO fisheries and 15-45%
impact in EPO fisheries would be appropriate for analysis. It can be seen in Figure 1 that from 1950 to
2013 the proportional impacts of the WCPO:EPO fisheries have ranged from approximately 87:13 to
55:45, and the breakdown in 2012 was approximately 82:18.

Figure 1. Impacts of longline fisheries, WCPO non-longline fisheries, and EPO purse seine and sport
fisheries on the spawning stock biomass of Pacific bluefin tuna (Figure 19 in IATTC Document SAC-05-
10a; a shorter history is available as Figure 6-4 of the ISC’s “Stock Assessment of Bluefin Tuna in the
Pacific Ocean in 2014™).
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RESOLUTION TO AID IN ESTABLISHING A REBUILDING PLAN
FOR PACIFIC BLUEFIN TUNA

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC)

RECOGNIZING that the latest stock assessment of Pacific bluefin tuna (PBF), completed by the
International Scientific Committee for Tuna and Tuna-like Species in the North Pacific Ocean (ISC) in
2014, indicates that the stock is in a depleted condition, with the spawning stock biomass (SSB) in 2012
estimated to be near historically low levels.

NOTING that the International Scientific Committee for Tuna and Tuna-like Species in the North Pacific
Ocean (ISC) adviced that the projection by the strictest scenario results in an increase in SSB even if the
current low recruitment continues.

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

ALSO NOTING that the IATTC has adopted MSY-based interim target reference points for tropical tuna
species.

UNDERSTANDING that PBF is a Pacific-wide stock that should be managed jointly by the Western and
Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) and IATTC.

Agrees that:
SECTION 1: INTERIM REBUILDING OBJECTIVE

1. For purposes of the initial analysis in Section 2 below, the interim rebuilding objective is to rebuild
the Pacific bluefin tuna (PBF) stock SSB to the historical median (42,592 metric tons (mt)) by 2024.

2. During the interim rebuilding period, secondary management objectives are to:

¢ Maintain fishing opportunities in all existing PBF fisheries to the extent compatible with the in-
terim rebuilding objective;
e Maintain an equitable balance of conservation burden among members and between the Eastern
Pacific Ocean (EPO) and Western and Central Pacific Ocean (WCPO).
SECTION 2: REBUILDING STRATEGY

3. The IATTC will work with the WCPFC and ISC to evaluate the expected performance of candidate
harvesting scenarios based on the results of the most recent stock assessment, and appropriate projec-
tions/simulations.

a. Candidate harvesting scenarios: The following scenarios should be evaluated under low, average
and high recruitment, as well as with the possible scenarios of biological assumptions (e.g., stock-
recruitment relationship, natural mortality). The ISC is invited to evaluate additional candidate
harvest scenarios as requested by the WCPFC. The IATTC initially agrees that the harvest sce-
narios that should be evaluated include:

i. 3,300 mt/yr in EPO commercial PBF fisheries; 2002-04 fishing effort in all WCPO PBF-
directed fisheries; 50% of 2002-04 catches of <30kg PBF in all WCPO fisheries; 2002-04
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iv.

Vi.
Vii.

catches of >30kg PBF in all WCPO fisheries.7 (i.e., current management measures in EPO
and WCPO)

ii. 3,300 mt/yr in EPO commercial PBF fisheries; 2002-04 fishing effort in all WCPO PBF-
directed fisheries; and 50% of 2002-2004 catches in all WCPO fisheries.3 (i.e., current man-
agement with additional reduction for adults in WCPFC)

iii. 50% of 2010-2012 catches in all WCPO and EPO fisheries and across all age classes with
steepness 0.99 and 0.85.

iv. A 30% reduction in all catch from scenario 3.a.i, 3.a.ii, and 3.a.iii.

v. A 50% reduction in all catch from scenario 3.a.i., 3.a.ii, and 3.a.iii.

vi. A harvest control rule in which catch limits in each fishery are fixed for three years, reviewed
in concert with the latest full stock assessment, with the catch limits distributed among fisher-
ies such that the distribution of impacts on SSB is as would be expected under harvest scenar-
ios 3.a.i, 3.a.ii and 3.a.iii. The harvest control rule shall also be set such that achieves the inter-
im rebuilding objective. This harvest control rule shall also be evaluated with the following
assumptions:

oWith an 85/15 split of impacts to the SSB in the WCPO and EPO respectively, equitably re-
ducing the EPO and/or WCPO catch limits as appropriate

oWith an 80/20 split of impacts to the SSB in the WCPO and EPO respectively, equitably re-
ducing the EPO and/or WCPO catch limits as appropriate.

oWith a 75/25 split of impacts to the SSB in the WCPO and EPO respectively, equitably reduc-
ing the EPO and/or WCPO catch limits as appropriate.

oWith a 70/30 split of impacts to the SSB in the WCPO and EPO respectively, equitably reduc-
ing the EPO and/or WCPO catch limits as appropriate.

oWith a 60/40 split of impacts to the SSB in the WCPO and EPO respectively, equitably reduc-
ing the EPO and/or WCPO catch limits as appropriate.

vii. A harvest control rule in which catches in each fishery that takes PBF of less than 30kg are
limited, with the limits reset every year, in concert with the latest value of a recruitment index
based on catch per unit effort in one or more of the most appropriate of Japan’s inshore fisher-
ies, lagged appropriately. The harvest control rule shall also be set such that it achieves the in-
terim rebuilding objective, with the catch limits distributed among fisheries such that the dis-
tribution of impacts on SSB is as would be expected under harvest scenario 3.a.i.

b. Performance measures: the IATTC, in coordination with the WCPFC and ISC, based on the stock
assessment by ISC in 2016, shall seek to measure the performance of candidate harvest scenarios
in the following terms, at a minimum:

i. Probability of achieving the interim rebuilding objective.ii. For scenarios 5.a.i to 5.a.iv, the
time to achieve the interim rebuilding objective.
iii. The time to achieve possible candidates of target reference points including Bmsy.Expected average
annual yield in short and long periods (i.e., 5 years from 2015 and 15 years from 2020), by all PBF fish-
eries.Expected annual fishing effort, by all PBF fisheries.
Inter-annual variability in yield and fishing effort, by all PBF fisheries.
Probability of SSB falling below the historical lowest level.
Expected proportional fishery impact on spawning stock biomass of all EPO and all WCPO PBF fisher-
ies.

" For the fisheries in which F is not explicitly limited, the projections should be run such that F in the fishery is not
allowed to exceed ten times the 2010-2012 average level in that fishery.
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c. On or before its 2017 Annual (Ordinary) Meeting, the IATTC, if necessary, based on the analysis
described in Paragraphs 3.a and 3.b of this section, and in consideration of an analysis by the
IATTC staff concerning the comparability and equity of measures taken by the WCPFC, shall
develop equitable and comparable conservation and management measures that, when combined
with WCPFC measures, would have at least a 60% probability of achieving the interim rebuilding
objective.

SECTION 3: DETERMINATION OF FINAL REBUILDING OBJECTIVES

The IATTC shall consider and develop reference points and harvest control rules for the long term
management of PBF after the completion of the analysis in Paragraphs 3.a, 3.b and 3.c of Section 2.
To this end, the IATTC shall request of the WCPFC to have a joint meeting of both organizations
with stakeholders after the ISC stock assessment completed in 2016 in order to adopt the same refer-
ence points.

SECTION 4: MANAGEMENT AFTER REBUILDING

Once the IATTC and WCPFC determine that the interim rebuilding objectives determined under sec-
tion 1 have likely been achieved, and the management plan as specified in Section 3 has been ap-
proved, this resolution shall no longer apply.

Management of the stock then shall be guided by the management plan approved under section 3.
SECTION 5: COORDINATION WITH THE WCPFC

If agreed by the WCPFC, the IATTC understands and expects that once the IATTC or WCPFC has
adopted a binding measure for a given period, the other organization will, at its first opportunity,
make best effort to adopt a complementary measure for at least the same time period. The IATTC will
continue to advocate for the use of relative fishery impact on SSB as the principal measure of equity
and potential allocation in its engagements with the WCPFC.

IATTC staff shall seek to establish a system of communication and information sharing with the
WCPFC, including the real-time sharing of relevant management measures taken by either RFMO
and by the Parties thereto (i.e., time and date of closure of a particular fishery).
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Appendix 3l

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89™M MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 K-1 REV

SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-11-02 TO MITIGATE THE IMPACT
ON SEABIRDS OF FISHING FOR SPECIES COVERED BY THE IATTC

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Description and Rationale: The United States is proposing to revise Resolution C-11-02 (Resolution to
mitigate the impact on seabirds of fishing for species covered by the IATTC) to generally implement rec-
ommendations from IATTC staff presented at both the 2014 and 2015 meetings of the Scientific Advisory
Committee and harmonize it with the seabird conservation measure adopted by the Western and Central
Pacific Fisheries Management Council (WCPFC) in 2012.

For southern areas, the proposal would require the use of at least two of the following three mitigation
methods in combination, line weighting, night setting, and tori lines, which is consistent with current ad-
vice from the Agreement on the Conservation of Albatrosses and Petrels (ACAP) regarding seabird miti-
gation techniques, as described in document SAC-05 INF-E. In the northern areas, the two column ap-
proach would be retained (although blue-dyed bait and underwater setting chute would be removed from
column B) to provide for additional options for bycatch mitigation measures. The assemblage of seabird
species are different in the northern areas and, in general, do not dive as deeply as the albatrosses and pet-
rels in the south. Furthermore, side-setting is retained in column A because it has been demonstrated to be
effective in the Hawaii longline fishery in reducing bycatch of albatross species.

Considering that some islands in the area currently exempted from the seabird bycatch mitigation
measures are breeding habitat for the Laysan albatross and this species is known to range over coastal and
pelagic areas across the North Pacific, the proposal seeks to apply the mitigation measures at least to all
areas north of 23°N. The proposal would also apply the measures to all longline vessels that are not pro-
pelled by outboard motors. Longline gear is known to interact with seabirds, and there is no empirical
evidence that suggests that the size of the vessel deploying the gear is a factor that influences bycatch.

The proposal includes three annexes, including: (1) an updated map of where measures to reduce seabird
bycatch would be required, (2) updates to the specifications for the mitigation measures that are included
in the resolution, and (3) supplemental guidelines for the design and deployment of tori lines. The specifi-
cations and supplemental guidelines are consistent with ACAP best practice advice.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Ecuador on the occasion of its 89"
Meeting:

Concerned that some seabird species, notably albatrosses and petrels, are threatened with global extinc-
tion;

Recognizing that some threatened and endangered seabird populations are found in the eastern Pacific
Ocean (EPO);
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Recalling that tuna Regional Fisheries Management Organizations responsible for other ocean areas have
adopted measures to mitigate the accidental bycatch of seabirds in longline fisheries;

Taking account of the work of the IATTC, including the IATTC Technical Meeting on Seabirds held on
11 May 2009, that has shown that combining different mitigation measures is more effective than using a
single measure in reducing bycatch of seabirds;

Noting that scientific research into mitigation of seabird bycatch in longline fisheries has shown that the
effectiveness of measures depends on the type of vessel, the season, and the species of seabirds present;
and

Noting that effective mitigation measures can reduce the loss of bait and therefore increase catches;
Agrees that:

1. Commission Members and cooperating non-Members (CPCs) shall, to the greatest extent practical,
implement the International Plan of Action for Reducing Incidental Catches of Seabirds in Longline
Fisheries (IPOA-Seabirds) if they have not already done so.

2. CPCs shall report to the IATTC on their implementation of the IPOA-Seabirds, including, as appro-
priate, the status of their National Plans of Action for reducing incidental catches of seabirds in long-
line fisheries.

Southern Areas (South of 30°S)

3. CPCs shall require their longline vessels' when setting longline gear south of 30°S bounded by the
coastline at 2°N, west to 2°N-95°W, south to 15°S-95°W, east to 15°S-85°W, and south to 30°S, see
Annex 1), to simultaneously use at least two of these three measures: weighted branch lines, night set-
ting and tori lines. Vessels shall follow the technical specifications for these measures provided in
Annex 2. Annex 3 provides supplemental guidelines for the design and deployment of tori lines.

Northern Areas (North of 23°N)

4. CPCs shall require their longline vessels that use hydraulic, mechanical, or electrical systems to use at
least two of the mitigation measures in Table 1 when setting gear?, including at least one from Col-
umn A, in the EPO north of 23°N. Vessels shall follow the technical specifications for these measures
provided in Annex 2. Annex 3 provides supplemental guidelines for the design and deployment of

tori lines.
Table 1: Mitigation measures
Column A Column B
Night setting with minimum deck lighting Tori line?
Tori line Deep-setting line shooter
Weighted branch lines Management of offal discharge
Side-setting with bird curtains and weighted branch lines* | Blue-dyed bait

5. CPCs are encouraged to undertake and support research and trials aimed at developing and refining

! Vessels propelled by outboard motors are not subject to this resolution.

2 Management of offal discharge is a mitigation measure employed during gear hauling, as well as gear setting, and
should be employed as described in the Annex 2 Technical Specifications

% If tori line is selected from both Column A and Column B this equates to simultaneously using two (i.e. paired) tori
lines.

M using side setting with a bird curtain and weighted branch lines from column A this will be counted as two miti-
gation measures.
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mitigation methods for longline fisheries in the North Pacific Ocean that are operationally feasible,
demonstrated to significantly reduce seabird interactions, and are cost-effective and to share the re-
sults of such work with the Commission. The scientific staff of the IATTC, in coordination with the
Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC), shall present to the Commission at its 2017 annual meeting
recommendations for whether additional best practice measures, including measures that address by-
catch during hauling, should be added to Table 1, and whether any of the current measures should be
removed.

Other Areas

6.

CPCs with longline vessels fishing in the EPO, other than the area mentioned in paragraphs 3 and 4,
are encouraged to have their vessels employ at least one of the mitigation measures included in
Column A of Table 1 when setting their gear.

All Areas

7.

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

CPCs shall inform the IATTC, by August 1, 2016, which of the mitigation measures they require
their vessels to use, as well as the technical specifications for each of those mitigation measures. Each
CPC shall report for subsequent years any changes it has made to its required mitigation measures or
technical specifications for those measures.

CPCs shall annually provide to the IATTC all available relevant information on interactions with
seabirds reported, or collected by observers, including mitigation used, observed and reported
species-specific seabird bycatch rates and numbers, to enable the SAC to estimate seabird mortality
in all fisheries managed by the IATTC.

CPCs are encouraged to establish national programs to place observers aboard longline vessels flying
their flags or fishing in their waters, for the purpose of, inter alia, gathering information on the
interactions of seabirds with the longline fisheries.

CPCs are encouraged to adopt measures aimed at ensuring that seabirds captured alive during
longline fishing operations are released alive and in the best condition possible, and that, whenever
possible, hooks are removed without jeopardizing the life of the seabird. Research into the survival of
released seabirds is encouraged.

CPCs shall implement the provisions of this resolution that differ from those in Resolution C-11-02
no later than August 1, 2016, and until that date, the provisions of C-11-02 shall remain in effect.

The effectiveness of this resolution to reduce seabird bycatch in the EPO, including the mitigation
measures, the area of application, and the technical specifications adopted pursuant to this resolution,
shall be subject to review and possible modification, taking into account the scientific advice from the
SAC and the IATTC scientific staff.

The SAC will also consider the need to extend this resolution to other fleets operating in the EPO.
This resolution replaces IATTC Resolution C-11-02.
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Annex 1

150°wW  140°W  130°W 120° W 110° W 100° W 90° W 80° W 70° W
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

60° N - 60° N
50° N 500 N
40° N = = 40° N
30° N - 30° N
20° Nt - 20° N
10° N ‘—10°N

0
10° S

-

20° S -
30° S -
40° S -
50° S —
60° S - —60° S

L I L] 1 I I L} I I
150° W 140°' W 130° W 120°W 110°W 100° W 90° W 80° W 70° W

Avreas® (shaded) within the EPO in which the use of mitigation measures for reducing seabird bycatch is
required as specified in paragraphs 3 and 4: north of 23°N and south of 30°S, plus the area bounded by
the coastline at 2°N, west to 2°N-95°W, south to 15°S-95°W, east to 15°S-85°W, and south to 30°S.

> This map is for illustrative purposes only
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\ Annex 2

Technical Specifications
1. Night setting

No setting between nautical dawn and nautical dusk.

Nautical dusk and nautical dawn are defined as set out in the Nautical Almanac tables for rele-
vant latitude, local time and date.

Deck lighting is to be kept to a minimum. Minimum deck lighting should not breach minimum
standards for safety and navigation.

2. Weighted branch lines

Following minimum weight specifications are required:
e greater than or equal to a total of 45grams (g) attached within 1 meter (m) of the hook; or
e greater than or equal to a total of 60 g attached within 3.5 m of the hook; or
e greater than or equal to a total of 98 g weight attached within 4 m of the hook.

3. Torilines

a. For vessels > 35 m total length

Deploy at least 1 tori line during the entire longline setting to deter birds from approaching the
branch line. The tori line shall be deployed windward of sinking baits. Where practical, vessels
are encouraged to use a second tori line at times of high bird abundance or activity. Both tori
lines shall be deployed simultaneously, one on each side of the line being set. If two tori lines
are used, baited hooks shall be deployed within the area bounded by the two tori lines.

ii. A tori line using long and short streamers shall be used. Streamers shall be brightly colored and

a mix of long and short streamers.
a. Long streamers shall be placed at intervals of no more than 5 m, and must be attached to
the line with swivels that prevent streamers from wrapping around the line. Long streamers
of sufficient length to reach the sea surface in calm conditions must be used.

b. Short streamers (greater than 1 m in length) shall be placed no more than 1 m apart.

Vessels shall deploy the tori line to achieve a desired aerial extent greater than or equal to

100 m. To achieve this aerial extent the tori line shall have a minimum length of 200 m, and
shall be attached to a tori pole > 7 m above the sea surface located as close to the stern as prac-
tical.

b. For vessels < 35 m total length

iv.

A single tori line using either long and short streamers, or short streamers only shall be used.
Streamers shall be brightly colored. Long and/or short (but greater than 1 m in length)
streamers must be used and placed at intervals as follows:

a. Long streamers placed at intervals of no more than 5 m for the first 55 m of tori line.

b. Short streamers placed at intervals of no more than 1 m.

Long streamers shall be attached to the line with swivels that prevent streamers from wrap-
ping around the line. All long streamers shall reach the sea-surface in calm conditions.

Vessels shall deploy the tori line to achieve a desired aerial extent of 75 m. To achieve this aer-
ial extent the tori line shall have a minimum length of 100 m, and shall be attached to a tori
pole > 6 m above the sea surface located as close to the stern as practical. If the tori line is less
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than 150 m in length, it must have a towed object attached to the end so that the aerial extent is
maintained over the sinking baited hooks.
v. If two tori lines are used, the two lines must be deployed on opposing sides of the main line.

4. Tori lines (Other Areas)

a. Long streamer
i. Minimum length: 100 m
ii. Must be attached to the vessel such that it is suspended from a point a minimum of 5 m above
the water at the stern on the windward side of the point where the hookline enters the water.
iii. Must be attached so that the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.
iv. Streamers must be less than 5 m apart, be using swivels and long enough so that they are as
close to the water as possible.
v. If the tori line is less than 150 m in length, must have a towed object attached to the end so that
the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.
vi. If two (i.e., paired) tori lines are used, the two lines must be deployed on opposing sides of the
main line.
b. Short streamer (light streamer)
i. Minimum length of tori line: 100 m or three times the total length of the vessel.
ii. Must be attached to the vessel such that it is suspended from a point a minimum of 5 m above
the water at the stern on the windward side of a point where the hookline enters the water.
iii. Must be attached so that the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.
iv. Streamers must be less than 1m apart and be 30 cm in minimum length.
v. If two (i.e., paired) tori lines are used, the two lines must be deployed on opposing sides of the
main line.

5. Side setting with bird curtain and weighted branch lines

i. Mainline deployed from port or starboard side as far from stern as practicable (at least 1
m), and if mainline shooter is used, must be mounted at least 1m forward of the stern.

ii. When seabirds are present ensure the mainline is deployed slack so that baited hooks remain
submerged.

iii. Bird curtain must be employed:

Pole aft of line shooter at least 3 m long;

Minimum of 3 main streamers attached to upper 2 m of pole;

Main streamer diameter minimum 20 mm;

Branch streamers attached to end of each main streamer long enough to drag on water (no

wind) — minimum diameter 10 mm.

6. Management of offal discharge

i. Either:
e No offal discharge during setting or hauling; or
e Strategic offal discharge from the opposite side of the boat to setting/hauling to actively en-
courage birds away from baited hooks.
ii. Ensure that all hooks are removed from the offal prior to discharge.

7. Deep-setting line shooter

i. Line shooters must be deployed in a manner such that the hooks are set substantially deeper
than they would be lacking the use of the line shooter, and such that the majority of hooks
reach depths of at least 100 m.

8. Blue dyed bait
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ii. The IATTC Secretariat shall distribute a standardized color placard.
iii. All bait must be dyed to the shade shown in the placard.

Annex 3

Supplemental Guidelines for Design and Deployment of Tori Lines
Preamble

Minimum technical standards for deployment of tori lines are found in Annex 2 of this Resolution, and
are not repeated here. These supplemental guidelines are designed to assist in preparation and
implementation of tori line regulations for longline vessels. While these guidelines are relatively explicit,
improvement in tori line effectiveness through experimentation is encouraged, within the requirements of
Annex 2 in the Resolution. The guidelines take into account environmental and operational variables such
as weather conditions, setting speed and ship size, all of which influence tori line performance and design
in protecting baits from birds. Tori line design and use may change to take account of these variables
provided that line performance is not compromised. On-going improvement in tori line design is
envisaged and consequently review of these guidelines should be undertaken in the future.

Tori line design

1. An appropriate towed device on the section of the tori line in the water can improve the aerial
extension.

2. The above water section of the line should be sufficiently light that its movement is unpredictable

to avoid habituation by birds and sufficiently heavy to avoid deflection of the line by wind.

The line is best attached to the vessel with a robust barrel swivel to reduce tangling of the line.

4. The streamers should be made of material that is conspicuous and produces an unpredictable lively
action (e.qg., strong fine line sheathed in red polyurethane tubing) suspended from a robust three-
way swivel (that again reduces tangles) attached to the tori line.

5. Each streamer should consist of two or more strands.

6. Each streamer pair should be detachable by means of a clip so that line stowage is more efficient.

w

Deployment of tori lines

1. The line should be suspended from a pole affixed to the vessel. The tori pole should be set as high
as possible so that the line protects bait a good distance astern of the vessel and will not tangle with
fishing gear. Greater pole height provides greater bait protection. For example, a height of around 8
m encouraged to install manual, electric or hydraulic winches to improve ease of deployment and
retrieval of tori lines.

2. If vessels use only one tori line it should be set to windward of sinking baits. If baited hooks are set
outboard of the wake, the streamer line attachment point to the vessel should be positioned several
meters outboard of the side of the vessel that baits are deployed.

3. Deployment of multiple tori lines is encouraged to provide even greater protection of baits from
birds. If vessels use two tori lines, baited hooks should be deployed within the area bounded by the
two tori lines.

4. Because there is the potential for line breakage and tangling, spare tori lines should be carried
onboard to replace damaged lines and to ensure fishing operations can continue uninterrupted.
Breakaways can be incorporated into the tori line to minimize safety and operational problems
should a longline float foul or tangle with the in-water extent of a streamer line.

5. When fishers use a bait casting machine (BCM), they must ensure coordination of tori line and ma-
chine by:

a. ensuring the BCM throws directly under the tori line protection, and
b. when using a BCM (or multiple BCMs) that allows throwing to both port and starboard, two
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tori lines should be used.

6. When casting branchline by hand, fishers should ensure that the baited hooks and coiled branchline

sections are cast under the tori line protection, avoiding the propeller turbulence which may slow
the sink rate.

7. Fishers are encouraged to install manual, electric or hydraulic winches to improve ease of deploy-
ment and retrieval of tori lines.
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Appendix 3m

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 M-1 REV

SUBMITTED BY MEXICO

AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION C-11-08 ON OBSERVERS ON
LONGLINE VESSELS

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

The current resolution C-11-08 on observers on longline vessels makes it obligatory to have a coverage of
5% of fishing effort made by its longline fishing vessels more than 20 meters long.

Within the recommendations on tuna conservation for this year, the scientific staff the IATTC notes as
follows:

“The information provided is insufficient for a rigorous evaluation of the adequacy of 5% coverage for
their longline fisheries. The data show that 5% is too low a level of coverage to allow accurate estimates
of the catch of species caught infrequently in those fisheries. In other studies in which large amounts of
information has been collected, a 20% level of coverage has been calculated to be adequate to provide
reliable estimates of the infrequently-caught species.

The staff maintains its recommendation of 20% observer coverage of large longline vessels until suffi-
cient information is available to justify a revision.”

In this context, it is considered advisable that the current resolution be modified in order to accommodate
a coverage that is necessary and greater than 20%.

The changes that should be made to the current resolution are indicated below.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in Guayaquil, Ecuador, on the occa-
sion of its 89™ Meeting:

Recognizing the need to collect better 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 and promote uniform and equitable treatment of all tuna-fishing vessels operat-
ing in the Convention Areg;

Noting that large purse-seine vessels operating in the Antigua Convention Area are required to carry
100% scientific observers aboard, in accordance with the Agreement on the International Dolphin Con-
servation Program;

Taking into account and reaffirming the recommendation by the Commission’s scientific staff to increase
the coverage by observers of longline vessel fishing effort to 20%;

Agrees that:
1. Each Member and cooperating non-Member (CPCs) shall ensure that, from 1 January 2016:
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b. At least 20% of the fishing effort made by its longline fishing vessels greater than 30 meters
length overall carry a scientific observer.

c. At least % of the fishing effort made by its longline fishing vessels greater than 25 meters length
overall and less than 30 meters length overall carry a scientific observer.

d. At least 5% of the fishing effort made by its longline fishing vessels less than 25 meters length
overall carry a scientific observer.

Fishing effort shall be determined by the number of fishing days.
Each CPC shall ensure that observer coverage will be representative of the activities of its fleet.

The main task of the scientific observers shall be to record any available biological information, the
catches of targeted fish species, species composition and any available biological information as well
as any interactions with non-target species such as sea turtles, seabirds and sharks.

The Director, in cooperation with the Scientific Advisory Committee, shall review the reporting
format detailing the required data to be collected by scientific observers on longline vessels and will
communicate it to the Commission.

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.

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 Scientific Advisory Committee.

Recognizing that the electronic observers systems (CCTV]) are progressing substantially and
considering the good opportunity that those systems could bring to improve observer coverage, the
Scientific Committeee at its next meeting in 2016, is instructed by the Commission to analyze the
feasibility, including costs and benefits for the-application of verifiable electronic observer systems
on board tuna vessels.
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Appendix 3n

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
89" MEETING

Guayaquil (Ecuador)
29 June-3 July 2015

PROPOSAL IATTC-89 N-1

SUBMITTED BY GUATEMALA

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN AD HOC
WORKING GROUP FOR THE REVIEW OF THE RULES OF
PROCEDURE OF THE INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA
COMMISSION

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) is governed by the provisions of the 2003
Antigua Convention, which entered into force in 2010, and by the resolutions in force adopted by the
Commission since its creation in 1949 and to date.

Achieving the objective of the Antigua Convention, depends in great measure on the efficacy and
efficiency of the Commission’s work, for which rules of procedure play a fundamental role.

The rules of procedure in force, adopted after the entry into force of the Antigua Convention by means of
Resolution C-12-03 and amended by Resolution C-14-08, establish in their paragraph 50 that:

*“...The Commission shall review these rules no later than its annual meeting in 2015, and consider
revising them as necessary for the effective and efficient operation of the Commission. ...”

The call to review the Rules of Procedure contained in the transcribed paragraph, allow the Commission
to carry out a comprehensive review of the procedures adopted, both in the general Rules, and in the
specific rules contained in the resolutions in force, both at the specific time that decisions are taken, and
in matters relating to the expected monitoring and control, and in general in the entire process of
interaction of the various bodies, in a manner compatible with the provisions of the Antigua Convention,
in the interests of greater efficacy and efficiency in the overall performance of the Commission.

The establishment of a technical, multidisciplinary and participative Ad Hoc Working Group is proposed,
made up of both the specialised staff of the Commission and the CPCs, charged with considering and
developing concrete proposals for amending the procedures in force, considering the existing rules, their
implementation history, the outlook for the fishery and the dynamics of fishing activities under the
Commission’s purview. The Working Group will work through meetings or virtually during the 2015-
2016 intersessional period and will report the results of its work to the Commission at its regular annual
meeting in 2016.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission,

Considering that the Rules of Procedure in force establish that “...The Commission shall review these
rules no later than its annual meeting in 2015, and consider revising them as necessary for the effective
and efficient operation of the Commission. ...”,

Considering the advisability of utilizing this process in the interests of greater efficiency and efficacy in
the Commission’s work;
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Recognising that reviewing the Rules of Procedure is a process that involves the participation of CPCs
and of the specialized staff of the Commission;

Agrees:

1.

An Ad Hoc Working Group is established for the review of the rules of procedure of the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission, of a technical nature, made up of whomever the CPCs desig-
nate, the Director and the relevant specialized staff, and directed by a Coordinator appointed by the
Commission;

CPCs shall notify the Coordinator of the Working Group and the Director of their interest in partici-
pating in the process and shall provide the mechanisms that will guarantee the participation of their
representatives.

The Coordinator shall convene a first meeting of the Ad Hoc Group before the month of September of
2015, at which its program of work and a schedule shall be approved.

The Working Group shall review the different sources of the procedures agreed by the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission, receive comments from CPCs and the Commission staff
through the Director on the matters defined in paragraph 1 inter alia:

a. Clarity of the procedures

b. Effectiveness of the procedures with regard to the objective that is sought.
c. Voids or gaps that require attention

d. Proposals for improvements

e. Other observations that they consider relevant

The Group’s proposals shall be presented to the Commission within the period necessary for their
reception by the Director in order to allow them to be discussed at the regular annual meeting of the
Commission in 2016.
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Appendix 4a

NTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION
COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE
3RP MEETING

Guayaquil, Ecuador
25 June 2015

REPORT OF THE MEETING
AGENDA

Documents

17 Opening of the meeting

1€ Adoption of the agenda

1¢ Review of the financial audit report

2( Review of budgets for 2016 and 2017 CAF-03-04

21 Financial contributions by Members:
a) Regular budget (Resolution C-13-06)
b) Special Fund for promoting institutional capacity (Resolution C-11-11) | CAF-03-05b
c) Program to monitor transshipments at sea (Resolution C-12-07) CAF-03-05c¢
d) Other

2z Other business

2% Recommendations to the Commission

24 Adjournment

APPENDIX

1. List of attendees

1. Opening of the meeting

Mr. Lillo Maniscalchi, of Venezuela, Chairman of the Committee, opened the meeting. The list of at-
tendees is attached as Appendix 1.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The provisional agenda was adopted without changes. El Salvador asked to include in point 6 "Other
business™ a presentation of its proposal on the formula for calculating the contributions of Members to the
IATTC budget.

3. Review of the financial audit report

It was reported that the financial audit report had been given to the Commissioners and Heads of delega-
tions. There were no comments.

4. Review of budgets for 2015 and 2016

Ms. Nora Wade, of the IATTC staff, presented the document CAF-03-04 recalling that the budget for the
current fiscal year, 2015, is US$ 6,554,232, and requesting approval of a budget of US$ 7,012,647 budget
for 2016. She noted that this includes an increase of approximately 2% in salaries, in line with the rate of
inflation and the rising cost of living in the United States, the host country of the Commission, as well as
other extraordinary costs (web page design, travel costs of candidates for Director, and translation
assistance), but does not include funds for the annual meeting. She also reported that there are
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US$ 3,682,994 in outstanding contributions to date, including unpaid contributions for 2015.

The United States asked whether any country had offered to host the meeting of the Commission in 20186,
as the costs of annual meetings are covered by the host country, and inquired about the additional costs
stemming from the resumption of the 87" regular and 88" extraordinary meetings of the IATTC in
October 2014, and the funding sources that were used to cover those expenses. The United States also
asked about the substantial increase in the miscellaneous expenses category.

Dr. Guillermo Compean, Director of the IATTC, reported that no country had yet offered to host the
annual meeting in 2016, and that there are no funds available for hosting the meeting if it is held at
IATTC headquarters in San Diego. He also confirmedthat the 87" and 88™ meetings had indeed generated
extraordinary costs that had not been budgeted for. Ms. Wade explained that the primary source of the
increase in miscellaneous costs was the increase in costs associated with bank transfers (both when
receiving contributions from Members and when transferring money to field offices). The United States
stated that any transfer fees associated with the payments of contributions due by Members should be
borne by the Member making the transfer, not by the IATTC budget.

Canada asked whether the difference of US $ 129,000 between the actual total current expenditures in
2014 and the agreed budget for that year was incorporated into the 2016 budget, and also asked what
would be done with the pending contributions if they were paid.

Dr. Compedn explained that there was no surplus of US$ 129,000 in 2014 , but rather a shortfall af about
US $ 1,500,000 due to unpaid contributions . In the event of payments of past-due contributions, some of
that income would necessarily be used to cover approved expenditures that had been suspended due to
inadequate funding. Any remainder would likely be used in a discretionary manner, such as for modest
salary increases for the staff, whose salaries have been frozen for a number of years. He explained that
staff salaries are the greatest expense, and that operating costs are much lower than in other similar
organizations. He reiterated that the requested increase is coherent, and aims to take into account inflation
and the rising cost of living and salaries in the host country, in addition to including extraordinary costs.

Responding to the European Union, Dr. Compeéan explained that the IATTC website needed
improvements to make it more efficient, but it could be maintained as is, and that, regarding the costs of
travel of the staff , these would be continued to be kept as low as possible.

Several delegations expressed their support for approving the proposed budget.

The European Union noted that the agreed performance evaluation has not been carried out, so they were
not able to assess whether the activities specified in the proposed budget should be carried out. Therefore,
the European Union maintained its position of not accepting any increase in the budget until the
performance evaluation is completed.

The Chairman recalled that Members had been informed by the Director about the progress made in the
process of the performance review of the IATTC and AIDCP under Resolution C- 14-09, including the
formation of the virtual working group and the posting on the IATTC website (and other relevant sites) of
the call for bids from potential evaluators. A bid from a company with experience in such work had
already been received.

Ecuador stated that it could not accept any budget increase at this time.

After long discussions, and in view of the objections of the European Union and Ecuador, the Committee
concluded that it could only approve a budget for the same amount as in 2015, and this would be reported
to the Commission.

Dr. Compean noted that all delegations should clearly understand that the amount of the approved budget
is not necessarily the same as the amount of contributions received, as the latter is generally lower due to
non-payment by some Members, which results in a significant challenge for the Commission and its staff.
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5. Financial contributions by Members
a. Regular budget (Resolution C-13-06)

Panama reported that it had recently made payments, and that would make great efforts to make
contributions and gradually eliminate the overdue balance.

The European Union stated that the delay of Panama in its payments and the accumulation of the debt is a
problem for all Members, and the commitment by Panama to make efforts to pay the pending
contributions should be clearly reflected in the minutes. Other delegations supported this idea.

b. Special Fund for promoting institutional capacity (Resolution C-11-11)

Dr. Compeén presented Document CAF-03-05b on the special fund for building capacity in developing
countries. Noting that Resolution C-14-03 stipulates that 2% of the Commission’s budget should be
allocated to the fund, he asked that the Commission indicate where the funds should come from, since
they are not included in the proposed budget.

Several delegations stated that these 2% should be added to the amount of the agreed operational budget,
and the sum of these two amounts would form the basis for calculating the amount of each Member’s
annual contribution. The European Union supported that approach, and the resulting increase in the total
budget amount for 2016, because that would not represent an increase in the operational budget, but rather
an additional contribution in accordance with the provisions of Resolution C-14-03.

Ecuador reiterated that it could not accept any budget increase, so there was no consensus on the matter.
c. Program to monitor transshipments at sea (Resolution C-12-07)

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the IATTC staff, presented Document C-03-05c, indicating that there was a
surplus in 2014, and a surplus was expected at the end of 2015. Also, the Members participating in the
program had approved continuing through 2016 the contract with the Marine Resources Assessment
Group consortium for operating the program.

A budget for 2016 of US$ 800,000 was presented. The total contribution for 2016 by the participating
Members would be US$ 700,000; the balance would be covered by the existing surplus and the expected
surplus for 2015.

6. Other business

El Salvador presented its proposal (IATTC-89 B-1) to modify the gross national income (GNI) categories
in the formula for the calculation of contributions.

After a presentation on what the Members’ contributions would be with the changes proposed by El Sal-
vador, it was agreed to recommend to the Commission that the contributions be calculated on the basis of
that proposal.

7. Recommendations to the Commission

After further consultations between its members, the Committee agreed to submit to the Commission the
following recommendations:

1. Approve a budget of US$ 6,774,232 for 2016, which includes funds for holding the 90th meeting
of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, including the Permanent Working Group on Fleet
Capacity, in La Jolla in 2016, and for covering the total cost of the review of the IATTC and the
AIDCP.

2. Approve a budget of US$ 800,000 was approved for the transshipment observer program for
2016, US$ 700,000 of which would be paid by the participants, with the remainder paid from the
existing surplus.
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Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned on 2 July 2015.
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Appendix 4b

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

COMMITTEE FOR THE REVIEW OF IMPLEMENTATION OF
MEASURES ADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION

6" MEETING

Guayaquil, Ecuador
24-25 June 2015

REPORT OF THE MEETING
AGENDA

Documents

1. Opening of the meeting

2. Adoption of the agenda

3. Compliance with IATTC measures in 2014:
a. Report by the staff on compliance COR-06-03
b. Interactions of fishing vessels with data buoys

c. Review of the questionnaires completed by CPCs relating to Resolution C-11-07
Consideration of the IUU Vessel List COR-06-04
Cooperating non-Members COR-05-05
Other business

Recommendations for the Commission
Adjournment

O N O M

APPENDIX

1. List of attendees

The sixth meeting of the Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission (COR) was held in Guayaquil, Ecuador, 24-25 June 2015.

1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting was opened by the Chair of the Committee, Mr. David Hogan, of the United States. Mr. Luis
Torres, of Ecuador, was appointed rapporteur.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The provisional agenda was adopted with a modification to include as a new item 3b) a presentation by
the United States on interactions of fishing vessels with data buoys.

3. Compliance with IATTC measures in 2014:
a. Report by the staff on compliance

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the staff, presented Document COR-06-03, which contains detailed
information on compliance with IATTC resolutions in 2014, as well as on the implementation of
Resolution C-11-07 on compliance. He reviewed the timeline established in Resolution C-11-07 for the
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distribution and submission by CPCs of the Standard Questionnaire on Compliance, and it was
emphasized that the number of infractions continues to decline. A number of Members made corrections
and clarifications that reports or data had been submitted, and requested that the Secretariat update the
report.

The Government of Colombia requested the removal from the report of the vessel Nazca, which is related
to alleged non-compliance with Resolution C-04-05, in trip 146043, because that case was not reported by
the Secretariat and on reviewing the compliance report prepared by the observer for that trip, the non-
existence of the alleged infraction could be determined. The Secretariat stated that this was an error,
which would be deleted from the report.

The European Union commented that it is interesting to see the tables of the evolution of compliance and
that efforts must be made to continue to improve. They also added that the question of arrears in the pay-
ment of contributions to the budget is a matter for concern, and reminded the meeting that a Member of
the Commission in arrears by an amount equal to or greater than its contributions for the preceding 24
months shall not have the right to participate in decision-making in the Commission.

Mexico noted that the information dealt with in the meeting of the Committee should be used only within
the Commission.

Recommendations by the Committee arising from the discussions of this agenda item:

a) The Commission should review Resolution C-07-03 with a view toward any revisions that might
be necessary to improve implementation, in particular if the reporting is repetitive and acts as a
factor in the lack of compliance with reporting requirements.

b) Regarding Resolution C-11-02, the Commission and the Secretariat should review the compliance
questionnaire process to determine if there is a way to elicit more information to substantiate all
replies and to review the resolution to ensure it is clear what applies, how it applies, and what
information on implementation the Commission wishes to receive.

c) The Commission should clarify the requirement for reporting implementation in Resolution C-12-
07 on transshipments, to make clear whether it expects such reports.

d) Resolution C-11-08 should be included in the compliance questionnaire, which should
differentiate between implementing an observer program and data reporting.

e) With regard to Resolution C-05-03, the Commission should explore methods for improving
monitoring and implementation, specifically with regard to data collection for shark conservation.

f)  The Commission should consider whether it would be useful to establish a minimum threshold
for tuna discards pursuant to the requirement on discards in Resolution C-13-01.

b. interactions of fishing vessels with data buoys

The United States presented information on multiple cases of fishing in association with data buoys,
including cases resulting in damage and loss of the data buoys themselves or their functions. Most of the
instances of data buoy vandalism in the EPO occur in the areas to the west of the Galapagos Islands, and
the United States asked Members for their help in indentifying and prosecuting offending vessels. The
Committee acknowledged the important data and environmental services derived from these buoys and
which all Members, benefit from and discussed ways to improve compliance with C-11-03. One Member
suggested that it would be useful if the relevant section (17.2.5) of the manual used by observers provided
some examples of the types of interactions that are problematic, noting that such examples are given in
the text of the resolution. Another Member suggested that education on data buoy issues should be
covered in the courses provided to all purse-seine captains, regardless of the size class of the vessels. The
United States committed to follow up with Members on the existing cases, and also to engage with
interested delegations on how they could use VMS or other methods to identify where their vessels may
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be fishing in proximity to data buoys. In view of the importance of the matter, it was suggested that the
training of captains and observers on this issue should be reinforced.

c. Review of the questionnaires completed by CPCs relating to Resolution C-11-07

The Committee provided a summary of possible non-compliance cases, identified either by the CPC in
the Questionnaire or by the Secretariat, as well as the corresponding responses by each CPC. Each CPC
was given the opportunity to explain measures taken to, (1) ensure the CPC remains compliant, such as in
reporting, or (2) ensure compliance among its vessel owners/operators, in part by investigations, fines,
etc. Only one member, Kiribati, did not have representatives present at the meeting of the Committee or
in the IATTC to participate in the review process. .

Also, a number of Members noted that the data examined are for the purse-seine fleet only, and that the
performance of the longline fleet is largely unknown in addition to the fact that that there is not even full
comliance with the requirement an observer of coverage rate of 5%..

Recommendations by the Committee arising from the discussions of this agenda item :

g) Future compliance reports should use the compendium produced by the Secretariat as the basis
for an annex to the annual compliance report to track national reporting on implementation and
compliance over time.

h) The Commission should clarify where sealing wells can be allowed for capacity management and
whether and when it may be used for other purposes.

i) The Commission should encourage those Members to resolve the budget contribution arrears
issue as soon as possible, and to also consider whether there are any other options the
Commission could take advantage of to reinforce the collective responsibility to contribute to the
IATTC budget.

Panama indicated that it had initiated procedures with its Ministry of Economy and Finance, and
hoped to make payments during the current year and be in a better situation by 2016. The
European Union asked that this statement be reflected in the minutes.

j)  The Commission should consider whether there was a basis to change the call for disaggregated
data per resolution C-03-05 or to clarify the scientific or data management reasons to continue the
current practice.

k) The SAC at its next meeting should approve a data reporting format called for in Resolution C-
11-08.

I) The Commission should reiterate the importance of all CPCs to send delegates to its subsidiary
bodies, in particular the Review Committee.

4. Consideration of the provisional IUU vessel list

The Secretariat presented document COR-06-04. There was one request from Fiji to remove a vessel, the
Xin Shi Ji 16, from the current list IUU vessel list. France presented an analysis of the substantiating
information presented by Fiji and identified several areas of concern based on a lack of information or
clarity. The concerns were shared by some other Members and there was no consensus to remove this
vessel from the IATTC 1UU vessel list.

m) The Committee recommended that the Commission send a communication to Fiji requesting
additional information based on the elements discussed by the Committee.

5. Cooperating Non-Members

There were four renewal requests to be considered for cooperating non-member status from Bolivia,
Indonesia, Liberia and Honduras. Bolivia and Honduras were present at the Committee meeting and no
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objections were raised to renewing their status. Indonesia and Liberia did not have representatives at the
meeting.

n) The Committee recommended that the Commission renew cooperating non-member status for
Bolivia and Honduras, and consider renewing cooperating non-member status for Indonesia and
Liberia, while reminding them of their responsibility to attend and participate in the work of
Commission and its subsidiary bodies.

6. Other business

Colombia raised the usefulness of considering revising the IATTC compliance information reporting
procedures to provide an opportunity for vessel captains to express their comments, e.g., on fishing
conditions or other factors, regarding issues of compliance contained in the observer report in a way
similar to how the process works under the AIDCP. Such a process could assist flag state CPCs in any
investigation of compliance issues.

0) The Committee recommended that the Commission consider reviewing its procedures regarding
the observer reports to determine whether captains have an opportunity to comment on observer
reports for IATTC matters and if there is a need for additional space or other adjustments of the
observer forms; examine the usefulness of additional training to make captains aware of existing
opportunities to make comments; analyze the need for and possibility of how to accommodate an
opportunity for captains comments on compliance matters identified in post-trip analysis of obsv
reports, and any other changes that may be needed to implement such a mechanism.

The European Union made a presentation of its proposal IATTC-89 E-1 on improving compliance, which
is pending before the Commission. The presentation generated some discussion regarding the
classification of the infractions contained in the proposal. .

7. Recommendations for the Commission

The Committee made several recommendations to the Commission as detailed above, under the various
items of the agenda.

8. Adjournment
The Committee was adjourned on July 2, 2015.
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Appendix 5a
MEXICO: Bluefin tuna

Mr. Chairman, Mexico wishes to express its sincere appreciation to the various delegations with whom
we have had the privilege and pleasure of working over recent days to reach consensus on several very
important resolutions, including: port state measures , management of FADs, conservation of silky and
hammerhead sharks, substantial increase in observer coverage aboard longline vessels, manta rays and
others.

It is unfortunate that in several of the most important issues that this Commission faces, some delegations
were unable to join the consensus. Perhaps the most important is the adoption of a resolution which
defines our responsibility and position regarding a plan for the management and recovery of the stock of
Pacific bluefin tuna that MUST be coordinated between the IATTC and the WCPFC. To our knowledge,
one delegation has apparently decided that it will not allow consensus for the adoption of that resolution.

Mr Chairman, the best available science indicates that the stock of Pacific bluefin tuna is in delicate
condition and that it is imperative that very significant actions be taken to address this situation. It is also
a fact that, given that 84 percent of the impact on this stock occurs in the Western Pacificand that
therefore, what does not happen there regarding management and reducing pressure on the biomass of the
breeding stock has a significant effect on those of us who participate in this important fishery here in the
Eastern Pacific.

As stated in Resolution C-14-06, on the management of bluefin that we adopted last year, "any measure
adopted in the EPO will have less benefit than expected for the stock unless the [WCPFC] adopts strong
measures. " This has clearly not happened.

One of the most important aspects of the draft resolution that we have been working on with the United
States to help to establish a recovery plan for Pacific bluefin tuna, is the requirement and absolute
commitment to close cooperation between the IATTC and the WCPFC in developing a single unified and
fair plan for the recovery of this stock.

Not achieving joint management will be catastrophic for the stock of Pacific bluefin. In fact, failing to get
our two commissions to work together to manage this shared population, has already led us to the
situation we now face. But it is not too late.

It is not too late and we still have time, to work together and achieve the recovery of this important
resource and it is not too late either to reach an agreement at this meeting and to express the position of
this Commission on how to proceed to cooperate constructively with the WCPFC, the Northern
Committee and the ISC.

Nor is it too late for US to take significant further action here in the EPO, as a precaution and as a further
signal to the Western Pacific that the time to act is NOW. It is past the time when we had the luxury of
waiting for someone else to act.

Mr. Chairman, last year when we adopted management measures for bluefin tuna under Resolution C-14-
06, we agreed and later implemented a 40-percent reduction for all sizes of the catch composition of
bluefin. By indicating this, the resolution was saying that the measures should serve as an interim step to
ensure the sustainability of Pacific bluefin tuna and called upon the WCPFC to take fair and comparable
actions. It was foreseen in the resolution that future conservation measures would not be based solely on
these interim measures, but also on the future development of information and the advice of the scientific
staff of the IATTC.

The latest scientific findings of the National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries of Japan indicate a
serious and further decline in the levels of recruitment of Pacific bluefin tuna, well below those recorded
in 2013 and the advice of our scientific staff at the IATTC that the spawning biomass is very low, suggest
that further reductions of catches should be implemented throughout the range of the stock and of all sizes
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and ages.

Mr. Chairman, in keeping with our precautionary approach and based on the best available science,
Mexico announces that it will voluntarily implement a further reduction in the commercial catch of
Pacific bluefin tuna to 2,750 tons in 2016, a volume that is below the mandate of Resolution C-14-06 in
force.

Furthermore Mexico, in keeping with that resolution, will be implementing a National Catch
Documentation System (CDS) for Pacific bluefin tuna, which includes audits of existing inventories of
captured bluefin destined for the farms, catch and market data , based on tonnage as well as number of
individual fish. Mexico believes that the data collected through these actions would not only improve our
internal ability to ensure compliance, but could also provide useful information that can be used by the
scientific staff of the IATTC and the ISC to assess the relative impacts of Mexican bluefin tuna fishery in
the Pacific.

Mexico will continue to work tirelessly to ensure the recovery of the bluefin tuna stock. Mexico has done
and will continue to do its part. Mexico urges all parties involved with this resource in the IATTC and
WCPFC to do the same.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, Mexico again calls on all Commissioners around this table, to keep up the
commitment to finding a way to the adoption of a resolution that will guide our interactions with the
WCPFC, the Northern Committee and the ISC for the development of a truly collaborative, truly
cooperative and truly effective management for the joint management of Pacific bluefin tuna.

Appendix 5b

Suggested edits to the interim HCR from the United States
Interim HCR for tropical tunas (i.e., bigeye and yellowfin)
In relation to target reference points:

1. Management measures shall be established such that F can be expected to equal the F-target on
average.

In relation to limit reference points:

2. If probability that F exceeds F-limit >10%: Establish measures to reduce to F to the F-target (with at
least 50% probability), and with less than 10% probability that F will exceed F-limit.

3. If probability that S is below S-limit is >10%: Establish measures to rebuild to S-target (at least 50%
probability) within 2 generations or 5 years (whichever is greater), and with less than 10% probability
that S will fall below S-limit within 2 generations or 5 years (whichever is greater).
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Appendix 5¢
COLOMBIA: Capacity still to be allocated to Colombia by the IATTC
Thank you Mr. Chairman,

We also support the proposal by Vanuatu on the procedure to follow regarding requests for increased
capacity. As Costa Rica has said, a clearly defined road map will be the best product we can reach at this
session.

Since our request is different to that of other countries in the list mentioned at the beginning of this
agenda item, and given that we are making our request to the secretariat, and not to the Parties, we want
to make the following statement, and ask that it be reflected in the minutes of the meeting and in future
iterations of the studies of the SAC.

The Government of Colombia, would like to recall that at the 69™ Meeting of the Parties to the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission, Colombia, like Peru and Costa Rica, presented a claim for
increased capacity of "up to 14,046 m®" in Resolution C-02-03, as a claim because we are a coastal State,
with a prolonged and significant interest in developing and maintaining our tuna-fishing industry in the
EPO.

My delegation would like to reiterate the statements made at the 87" and 88" Meetings of the Parties to
the Commission, held in Lima and La Jolla respectively, as well as what we expressed at the Sixth
Scientific Advisory Committee, where our country has highlighted the importance of taking into account
in the capacity analyses, the historical rights of coastal States, especially countries which expressed their
claims under the asterisk in Resolution C-02-03.

Therefore, we have asked the Secretariat to include the missing capacity to be allocated to the government
of the Republic of Colombia as recorded under that asterisk, equivalent to 4,772 m® of carrying capacity,
in the capacity analyses conduct by the IATTC, as can be seen in the document that was circulated
yesterday afternoon.

The Government of the Republic of Colombia emphasizes, that this request should not be interpreted as a
request for current capacity to be resolved in the Capacity Working Group, but should be understood as a
reaffirmation of the interest in the future recognition of the missing carrying capacity that our country
possesses, as a result of a historical right, recognized by the Commission in Resolution C-02-03 and
regarding which there has not been any renunciation.

I thank the Secretariat for including this statement in the minutes of this meeting.

Appendix 5d
MEXICO: Proposal to consider the cases of capacity of Guatemala and Venezuela

During the discussion of item 6 of the agenda of the 89th meeting of the Tropical Tuna Commission
“Matters related to fleet capacity” and the debate on the cases of activation of carrying capacity approved
for Guatemala and Venezuela at the 88th Extraordinary Meeting of the Commission, the Members agree:

The activation of 3,762 m3 for Guatemala and 1,668 m3 for Venezuela, whose merits were recognized at
the 88th Extraordinary Meeting of the Commission, is subject to the adoption by the Commission in 2016
of appropriate conservation measures for tuna in the Eastern Pacific Ocean on the basis of a
recommendation by the IATTC scientific staff in consultation with the Scientific Advisory Committee.

Such measures shall be established on the basis of capacity scenarios that also include such capacity as
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available for the purpose of establishing appropriate conservation measures for all the fleet.

The utilization of such capacity will be effective from the entry into force in 2017 of the aforementioned
conservation measures and may only be conditioned on the adoption of a capacity management plan in
the EPO if by the time of adoption of the conservation measure the plan has already been approved by the
Commission

Appendix 5e

VANUATU: Proposed draft terms of reference for the Virtual Working Group of Fleet Capacity
and the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

1. The Commission approved the development of a draft IATTC Resolution addressing all capacity
claims, requests and disputes with a to view finalizing a list that would constitute the closed list of all
pending cases to be considered favourably by the Commission at its 90th Meeting and place them on
a “carrying capacity waiting list”®

2. The Commission agreed that said draft IATTC Resolution should give the necessary guarantees to the
CPCs concerned that the listed capacity claims, requests and disputes should all be considered favour-
ably without need for further review, but be conditioned on the adoption by the Commission of ap-
propriate conservation measures (that would apply to all CPCs) and a Capacity Management Plan
(that would apply to all CPCs), which should offset the contemplated increase in capacity.

3. Inaddition, the Commission agreed that the draft IATTC Resolution should as far as possible address
the principles covering possible conservation measures and the Capacity Management Plan referenced
in paragraph 2 above.

4. The Commission was of the view that by doing so, the merits of all capacity claims, requests and dis-
putes would never be debated again (on the understanding that no more capacity claims, requests and
disputes would be submitted to the Commission in the future), allowing the Commission to concen-
trate on ways to address the anticipated increase in capacity.

Establishment of a Virtual Working Group on Fleet Capacity

The Commission decided to establish a Virtual Working Group on Fleet Capacity under the coordination
of Ecuador and instructed it, taking into account the decisions taken by the Commission, to:

1. Prepare a list of all pending capacity claims, requests and disputes, using document “SAC-06 INF-B-
Capacity Scenarios” as a basis;

2. Prepare draft guidelines on a methodology for determining conservation measures that would offset
the contemplated increase in capacity;

3. Develop a Capacity Management Plan using documents “IATTC-73-EPO-Capacity-Plan”, “IATTC-
85-PROP-H-2-JPN- Management-of-fishing-capacity”, “CAP-14-INF-A-EU-Capacity-management-
plan” as a basis, and any other relevant documents deemed appropriate;

4. Prepare a Draft IATTC Resolution on Capacity Claims, Requests, and Disputes taking into account
the outcomes of items 1, 2 and 3 above and the decisions taken by the Commission;

® Said « capacity waiting list » refers to all capacity claims, requests and disputes to be considered favourably by the
Commission but not activated until such as time the Commission has adopted appropriate conservation measures
and a capacity management plan to offset the contemplated capacity increase.
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5.

Submit a report on the progress made by the group to the 17th Meeting of the Permanent Working
Group on Fleet Capacity, to be convened in 2016.

Convening of the 17th meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

The Commission decided to schedule the 17" meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet
Capacity in 2016 under the coordination of Ecuador and instructed it, taking into account the deci-
sions taken by the Commission, to continue, but not be limited to, the work of the Virtual Working
Group on Fleet Capacity, with the following provisional agenda:

1
2
3.
4

Opening of the meeting;
Adoption of the agenda;
Review of the report of Virtual Working Group on Fleet Capacity;

Continue the work of the Virtual Working Group on Fleet Capacity, based on the terms of reference
approved by the Commission at its 89th Meeting;

Finalize the draft IATTC Resolution on capacity claims, requests, and disputes for submission to the
90th meeting of the Commission for review and subsequent adoption;

If time permits, draft a set of conservation measures that could offset the increase in capacity contem-
plated in the capacity claims, requests and disputes, and subsequently develop a draft Capacity Man-
agement Plan.

Other business

Adjournment

Appendix 5f.

COSTA RICA: Proposal for terms of reference for the Permanent Working Group on fleet capacity

1.

Charge the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity with preparing and presenting a draft resolu-
tion that addresses the capacity requests, claims and disputes, as presented and recommended by the
Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity at the 87th Meeting of the IATTC, and the conservation
measures necessary to offset any increase in capacity. Furthermore, this draft resolution shall contain
concrete proposals for measures for implementing a capacity management plan in the EPO.

The approach and analysis shall be comprehensive, but maintain the approach of different categories
of requests, included in the report of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity presented at the
87th and 88th Meetings of the IATTC.

New requests that are not included in the footnote to Resolution C-02-03 shall be included on a wait-
ing list in order of the date of their submission, and analyzed and reviewed at a later date.

Any increase in capacity agreed by the Commission shall be in accordance with the conservation
measures and with a Plan for the Management of Capacity adopted by the Commission, with the ex-
ception of Guatemala and Venezuela, whose requests for restitution were recognised and whose con-
ditions for activation were adopted at the 88th meeting of the IATTC.

The Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity shall present the elements necessary to set out the
different capacity scenarios, before the meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee in 2016 for
analysis by that Committee.
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Appendix 5¢

ECUADOR: Text for the minutes of the 89th meeting of the IATTC

In order to improve coordination between IATTC and WCPFC, The Commission decided to exhort the
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC), to consider at its next WCPFC annual
meeting

1.

To strengthen cooperation with the IATTC in the scientific areas, in order to improve their work
dynamic jointly, using similar assessment models for analyzing the status of all the shared stocks of
tropical tunas in the Pacific Ocean as a whole.

To identify differences in characteristics and structure of purse-seine operation and stock dynamics in
the Central and Western Pacific and Eastern Pacific.

To develop management measures established as a total closure of catches for the purse-seine fishery
for skipjack, bigeye and yellowfin tunas, whereby the operation of the fleets is totally stopped, in
order to achieve greater efficiency of the measures for the sustainability of these species throughout
the Pacific Ocean. The number and timing of days of closure should be based on the best available
science. The WCPFC could consider making appropriate adjustments to other existing conservation
and management measures if a total closure is adopted.

To work in the development of a coordinated rebuilding and management plan for the bluefin tuna
stock. The IATTC shall ask the WCPFC for a joint meeting with all interested parties after the stock
assessment by the ISC is carried out in 2016, in order to adopt equivalent points of reference.

The United States does not take a position at the IATTC regarding specific conservation and management
approaches enacted at the WCPFC. The United States recognizes there was widespread support at the
IATTC for urging the WCPFC to consider a science-based total closure for an agreed period of time as a
more effective conservation measure than certain existing approaches at the WCPFC, and to control
overall fishing capacity in the Western and Central Pacific Ocean.

IATTC-89 Minutes 107



	89PthP MEETING
	Guayaquil, Ecuador
	6-10 July 2015
	Minutes of the meeting
	AGENDA
	Appendices
	1. Opening of the meeting
	2. Adoption of the agenda
	3. General presentation of proposals submitted by Members on resolutions and others
	4. a. The fishery in 2014 and status of the tuna and billfish stocks
	c) Report and recommendations of the 6PthP meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee
	d) Conservation recommendations by the Commission staff
	5. Review of the IATTC rules of procedure
	6. Reports of subsidiary bodies and working groups:
	a. 3PrdP meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance
	b. 6Pth Pmeeting of the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission
	c. Report of the Chairman of the virtual working group on fleet capacity

	7. Matters related to fleet capacity
	8. Observer program for transshipments at sea
	9. Review of the IATTC’s performance
	10. Discussion of resolutions and recommendations
	a. Resolutions adopted:
	b. Proposals submitted but not approved:

	11. Implementation of Resolution C-14-07 on procedures for implementing Article XII.1 of the Antigua Convention
	12. Election of Chair and Deputy Chair for the July 2015-July 2016 period
	13. Election of Chairs of subsidiary bodies and working groups
	14. Other business
	a) Case of the Venezuelan vessel Ventuari
	b) Proposal by Ecuador on an exhortation to the WCPFC to harmonize conservation and management measures with the IATTC.
	c) Certification of catches from schools not associated with dolphins
	15. Place and date of next meeting
	16. Adjournment
	89PthP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June – 3 July 2015
	Ownership and control
	Identification and nomination of vessels
	Information to be provided
	Draft IUU Vessel List
	Provisional and current IATTC IUU Vessel List
	IUU Vessel List
	Modification of the IATTC IUU Vessel List
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	RESOLUTION C-15-02
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	RESOLUTION C-15-03
	89PthP meeting
	Guayaquil, Ecuador
	22 June-3 July 2015
	Resolution C-15-04
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	RESOLUTION C-15-05
	89PthP MEETING
	Quayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-03 - July 2015
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	RESOLUTION C-15-07
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-1
	SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-2
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-1A REV
	SUBMITTED BY COSTA RICA AND THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-3 REV
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 A-4
	SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 E-1
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 E-2A
	SUBMITTED BY COLOMBIA, COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR, GUATEMALA, MEXICO, NICARAGUA, PANAMA, PERU, AND VENEZUELA
	Inter-American tropical Tuna Commission
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 F-1 REV
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 G-1
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 H-1
	SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 J-1 REV4
	SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 K-1 REV
	SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 M-1 REV
	SUBMITTED BY MEXICO
	89PTHP MEETING
	Guayaquil (Ecuador)
	29 June-3 July 2015
	PROPOSAL IATTC-89 N-1
	SUBMITTED BY GUATEMALA
	report of the meeting
	1. Opening of the meeting
	2. Adoption of the agenda
	3. Review of the financial audit report
	4. Review of budgets for 2015 and 2016
	5. Financial contributions by Members
	6. Other business
	7. Recommendations to the Commission
	Adjournment
	report of the meeting
	AGENDA
	appendix
	1. Opening of the meeting
	Appendix 5a
	MEXICO: Bluefin tuna

	Appendix 5b
	Suggested edits to the interim HCR from the United States

	Appendix 5c
	COLOMBIA: Capacity still to be allocated to Colombia by the IATTC

	Appendix 5d
	MEXICO: Proposal to consider the cases of capacity of Guatemala and Venezuela

	Appendix 5e
	VANUATU: Proposed draft terms of reference for the Virtual Working Group of Fleet Capacity and the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

	Appendix 5g
	ECUADOR: Text for the minutes of the 89th meeting of the IATTC


