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The designations employed and the presentation of
material in this publication do not imply the expression of
any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Indian Ocean
Tuna Commission or the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations concerning the legal
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or boundaries.

This work is copyright. Fair dealing for study, research,
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passages, tables or diagrams may be reproduced for such
purposes provided acknowledgment of the source is
included. Major extracts or the entire document may not
be reproduced by any process without the written
permission of the Executive Secretary, IOTC.
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The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission has exercised due
care and skill in the preparation and compilation of the
information and data set out in this publication.
Notwithstanding, the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission,
employees and advisers disclaim all liability, including
liability for negligence, for any loss, damage, injury,
expense or cost incurred by any person as a result of
accessing, using or relying upon any of the information or
data set out in this publication to the maximum extent
permitted by law.

Contact details:
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Ph: +248 225 494

Fax: +248 224 364
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Page 2 of 110


mailto:secretariat@iotc.org
http://www.iotc.org/

Report of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

MEMBERS OF THE INDIAN OCEAN TUNA COMMISSION

As OF 22°" MARCH 2011

AUSTRALIA

BELIZE

CHINA

COMOROS

ERITREA

EUROPEAN UNION
FRANCE

GUINEA

INDIA

INDONESIA

IRAN, ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF
JAPAN

KENYA

KOREA, REPUBLIC OF
MADAGASCAR
MALAYSIA
MAURITIUS

OMAN, SULTANATE OF
PAKISTAN
PHILIPPINES
SEYCHELLES

SIERRA LEONE

SRI LANKA

SUDAN

TANZANIA

THAILAND

UNITED KINGDOM
VANUATU

COOPERATING NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES

MALDIVES
MOZAMBIQUE
SENEGAL
SOUTH AFRICA

Page 3 of 110



Report of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

Table of contents

EXECULIVE SUIMMATY ..ottt bbbttt nb bbbttt 6
1. Opening Of the SESSION .......ciiiiiiiiii et 7
2. Adoption of the Agenda and arrangements for the SESSION ..........ccoviieieneneneniseeees 7
3. AdMISSION OF ODSEIVELS ......eiiieiiiiiie ittt ettt sb e nbe s 7
4. Update 0N the KODE PrOCESS ......ccuiiiiiiiiiieiiisieieie st 7
5. Report of the Thirteenth Session of the Scientific Committee..........ccccevvvevie e, 8
6. Report of the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee ..........cccevvvververvsivesvennnn, 12
7. Report of the Eighth Session of the Standing Committee on Administration and

FINANCE (SCAR) ottt ettt st e be et reenbe e teeneesbe et e 15
8. Report of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria...........cccocvevviieereereeieseennn, 16
9. Conservation and Management MEASUIES ..........ccuiieierierierenere e 17
10. Progress in implementation of the recommendations of the performance review

PANEL. .t b bbb bRt bbb bbb e s 20
11. Election of the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson of the Commission for the Next

1= 0] 0T8PS 20
12, ANY Other IMALEIS ....cvveiieie sttt e et te e e s reenreaneesneesraeneennes 20
13. Date and Place of the Fourteenth Session of the Scientific Committee and the

Sixteenth Session of the COMMISSION.........c.cciiiiiieiiie s 21
14, AdOPLION OF T FEPOIT ...t 21
AppendiX | List Of PartiCIPantS .........cccvoieiieiieii et nne s 22

Appendix Il Opening Address by Dr Damitha de Zoysa, Secretary, Ministry of Fisheries
and Aquatic Resources Development of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri

. T 0] S SSTR 32
Appendix I11 Opening Address of Mr Anganuzzi, Executive Secretary of the Indian
Ocean TUNA COMMISSION. .......cuiiieiieeieseesteeee e ste e eseesreeeesreesbeeseeaseesseeseesseesseaneeaneenseas 33

Appendix IV Opening Address of Mr Payet, Chairperson of the Indian Ocean Tuna
[O00] 4]0 0115157 o 1 USSR 34

Appendix V Opening Address by the Honourable Dr Rajitha Senaratne, Minister of
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development of the Democratic Socialist Republic

OF SETLANKA ...ttt ettt bbbt et bbbt b e e nes 36
Appendix VI Agenda of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission.......... 38
Appendix VII List of Documents / Liste des DOCUMENES..........cccevvveieerieiieieeie e 40
Appendix VIII Stock Status Summary for the IOTC SPeCIES ........ccccvveeiiieneiciereeeeeen 43
Appendix IX Recommendations of the Thirteenth Session of the Scientific Committee ....... 46
Appendix X Recommendations of the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee........... 53
Appendix XI DRAFT — Country Based Compliance Report — Template ............ccccceevveieennns 55

Page 4 of 110



Report of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

AppendixX XIH TOTC TUU VESSEIS LISt .....ccueiieiieiiiieiieeie e 58
Appendix X111 Recommendations of the Eighth Session of the Standing Committee on
ADMINIStration and FINANCE........uoviiieiieie e 59
Appendix XIV Budget for 2011 and Indicative Budget for 2012 (in USD).........ccccceevvvvennns 60
Appendix XV Scheme of Contributions for 2011 .........cccooiiiiiiiiiiieecee e 61

Appendix XVI Recommendations of the Fourth Special Session on Allocation Criteria....... 62
Appendix XVI1I Conservation and Management Measures Adopted during the Session........ 63

Appendix XVI1I Update on Progress Regarding Resolution 09/01 — On the Performance
REVIEW FOHOWUPD ... 95

Appendix XIX Selection Process for the Executive Secretary of the Commission .............. 108
Appendix XX Statement on Piracy in the Western Part of the IOTC Area of Competence .110

Page 5 of 110



Report of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) was held in Colombo, Sri
Lanka, from 18 to 22 March 2011. Representatives of 24 Members of the Commission, 3
Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, 7 Observers and invited experts attended the Session.

The Commission adopted a resolution on the development of a compendium of resolutions and
recommendations which recognises the desirability of improving the coherence and accessibility
of its recommendations and resolutions. Noting that the complexity of this work may have many
implications, such as those of a legal, procedural or practical nature, the Resolution creates a
Working Group of interested Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties to
consider the development of a Compendium of IOTC Resolutions and Recommendations.

The Commission also adopted a resolution on the prohibition of fishing on data buoys. This
Resolution prohibits fishing vessels from setting gear on or near, or interacting with data buoys in
any manner other than to untangle fishing gear that has accidentally become entangled with data
buoys.

The Commission adopted a revised resolution on establishing a list of vessels presumed to have
carried out illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing in the 10TC area of competence. This
Resolution introduced amendments to Resolution 09/03, by including an option to add vessels to
the IOTC IUU Vessels List during the inter sessional period of the IOTC.

The Commission adopted a revised resolution on a regional observer scheme which introduced
amendments to a previous resolution to extend the period for providing of observer trip reports to
the Secretariat from 90 to 150 days.

The Commission adopted a resolution on establishing a programme for transhipment by large-
scale fishing vessels. The resolution introduced amendments to a previous resolution on
establishing a programme for transhipment by large-scale fishing vessels, by establishing a
procedure for the consideration of cases of presumed IUU activities reported by observers
participating in the IOTC at-sea Transhipment Programme.

Concerning the recording of catch by fishing vessels in the IOTC area of competence, the
Commission adopted a recommendation that consolidates components of other resolutions
concerning the recording of catch by longline and purse seine fishing vessels in the IOTC area of
competence, as well as setting agreed minimum standards for data requirements for all pole-and-
line and gillnet fleets operating in the 10TC area of competence, in order to harmonize data
gathering and provide a common basis for scientific analysis for all IOTC Contracting Parties and
Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties (CPCs).

The Commission agreed to the replenishment of the special fund to support the participation of
representatives from developing states in meetings of the Commission or its subsidiary bodies.
Accumulated savings from previous years are to be used to replenish the fund, as well as to start
the execution of sampling programmes in artisanal fisheries, as requested in the Regional Observer
Scheme adopted in 2009.

The Commission reiterated its deep concerns and desire to see the end of the ongoing issue of
piracy off the coast of Somalia.

The Commission approved the 2011-2012 Program of Work and Budget of the Secretariat, and
the schedule of contributions.

The Commission renewed the status of Cooperating non-Contracting Party of Maldives, Senegal,
and South Africa, and, for the first time, granted the status to Mozambique.

The following Conservation and Management Measures were adopted by the Commission:
e Resolution 11/01 Development of a Compendium of Resolutions and Recommendations
e Resolution 11/02 On the Prohibition of Fishing on Data Buoys

e Resolution 11/03 Establishing a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out lllegal,
Unreported and Unregulated Fishing in the IOTC Area of Competence

e Resolution 11/04 On a Regional Observer Scheme

e Resolution 11/05 On Establishing a Programme for Transhipment by Large-Scale
Fishing Vessels

e Recommendation 11/06 Recording of Catch by Fishing Vessels in the IOTC Area of
Competence
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10.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) was held in Colombo, Sri
Lanka, from 18 to 22 March 2011, Chaired by Mr Rondolph Payet. Delegates from 24 Members
of the Commission, 3 Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, 7 Observers and invited experts
attended the Session. The list of participants is provided at Appendix I.

On behalf of the Government of Sri Lanka, Dr Damitha de Zoysa, Secretary, Ministry of
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
welcomed the participants to Colombo and declared the meeting open (Appendix II).

The Executive Secretary, Mr Alejandro Anganuzzi and the Chair Mr Rondolph Payet, joined in
welcoming participants to the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
(Appendix 111 and Appendix 1V) and expressed, on behalf of all participants, their deepest
condolences for the situation in Japan following the recent earthquake and subsequent tsunami.

The Inaugural address was given by the Hon. Dr Rajitha Senaratne, Minister of Fisheries and
Aguatic Resources Development of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka

(Appendix V).

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE SESSION

The Commission adopted the Agenda provided at Appendix VI. The documents presented to the
Commission are listed in Appendix VII.

ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS

Pursuant to Article VII of the Agreement establishing the IOTC, the Commission admitted
observers from Mozambique, International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF), Marine
Stewardship Council (MSC), Shark Advocates International (SAI), Southwest Indian Ocean
Fisheries Commission (SWIOFC), United Arab Emirates (UAE), United States of America
(USA), the Organization for the Promotion of Responsible Tuna Fisheries (OPRT), as well as
invited experts from Taiwan, Province of China.

UPDATE ON THE KOBE PROCESS

The Secretariat presented an update on the Kobe process and outlined the Secretariat’s proposed
involvement in 2011. The Commission was informed that the Secretariat had participated in all
of the workshops related to the Kobe process in 2010. The Executive Secretary participated in
the Workshop on Management (Brisbane, Australia), as well as the Workshop on Monitoring
Control and Surveillance and Scientific Advice (Barcelona, Spain) with the Compliance Officer.
The Data Coordinator and the Stock Assessment Expert attended the Workshop on Scientific
Advice, and the Chairman of the Scientific Committee and Working Party on Ecosystems and
Bycatch attended the Workshop on Bycatch (Brisbane, Australia).

The Commission noted that reports of each of the workshops held in 2010 can be found at the
website: www.tuna-org.org. The Secretariat informed the Commission that there were many
recommendations of a technical nature that arose from the 2010 Kobe 11 Workshops, addressed
primarily to the Kobe Il meeting, which is scheduled to be held from 11 to 15 July 2011, in
La Jolla, USA.

The Commission noted the Secretariat’s commitment to keep CPCs informed of the Kobe
process via the distribution of IOTC Circulars.

The Commission was informed that each tuna RFMO was expected to send two or three
technical persons involved in bycatch issues to the Joint Bycatch Working Group to be held in
conjunction with the Kobe 11l meeting in La Jolla, California from 11 to 15 July, 2011. The
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Commission agreed that if possible, the Chairperson of the Scientific Committee and the
Chairperson of the Working Party on Ecosystems and Bycatch should attend the Working Group.

The Commission noted the information provided by the USA relating to the Kobe 111 meeting
which will be run in tandem with the Technical Working Group on Bycatch. The USA confirmed
that financial assistance is available for one individual from each developing coastal state to
attend the meetings and that interested countries should consult the meeting website: www.tuna-

org.org.

The Commission noted information provided by Korea that a preparatory workshop for the
Kobe Il meeting, will be held from 19 to 21 April 2011, in Seoul, Korea. The focus of the
preparatory meeting will be on catch documentation and port state measures. Further information
is available at: www.tuna-org.org, and funding for developing coastal states to attend the
workshop is available.

REPORT OF THE THIRTEENTH SESSION OF THE SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE

The report of the Thirteenth Session of the Scientific Committee (IOTC-2010-SC13-R) held in
Victoria, Seychelles from 6 to 10 December 2010, was presented by the Chair of the Scientific
Committee, Dr Francis Marsac. Delegates from 14 Members, 1 Cooperating non-Contracting
Party and 4 observers attended the session. The Commission noted the report and considered the
following issues.

National Reports

The Commission noted the concern expressed by the Scientific Committee regarding the limited
submission of national reports to the Scientific Committee, noting that less than half, i.e. 15 of 32
CPCs, had submitted a report for the 2010 meeting. The Commission stressed the importance of
the submission of national reports by all CPCs and endorsed the new template agreed to by the
Scientific Committee in 2010.

On data

The Commission noted some minor improvements in the quantity of fisheries statistics available
in 2010 but reiterated its concerns about the lack of fisheries data from some gears and fleets for
target and bycatch species. Specifically, the Commission noted that many fisheries statistics are
missing or incomplete for some industrial and artisanal fisheries, and urged all CPCs to improve
their data collection and reporting to the IOTC, especially taking into account that the
Commission has started the process of developing a quota allocation system.

Status of the stocks

The Commission noted the latest advice from the Scientific Committee on the following species
and species groups, and the stock status summary for IOTC species as shown in Appendix VIII.

Albacore tuna: No new stock assessment was carried out in 2010 and the most recent assessment
(2008) is considered preliminary. However, the available stock status information indicates that
the condition of the stock is not likely to change markedly over the next two to three years and if
the price of albacore tuna remains low compared to other tuna species, no immediate
management action should be required on the part of the Commission. However, new
information and estimation for the Indonesian longline fishery has increased the known total
catch to levels above those considered sustainable (MSY from the 2008 assessment). A new
albacore tuna stock assessment should be carried out at in 2011.

Bigeye tuna: Revised stock assessments were carried out in 2010. The results suggest that the
stock is probably not overfished, and overfishing is probably not occurring (relative to MSY
reference points). However, the stock is near full exploitation, and the possibility of overfishing
cannot be ruled out on the basis of the estimated uncertainty, and the continuing observed decline
in catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE). The changes imposed on the operation of the purse seine fleets
by the security situation (piracy) in the western Indian Ocean has increased the fishing effort
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

around fish aggregating devices (FADs). This has led to an increase in the catches of juveniles
which could have a negative effect on the outlook for the stock. Given the uncertainty on
estimated MSY values and the levels of error in the nominal catch data, catches should be kept at
or below 102,000 t. This catch level should ensure catches do not exceed MSY levels.

Skipjack tuna: No stock assessment has been carried out for this species in the Indian Ocean in
recent years. However, in 2008 and 2009, a review of a range of stock status indicators and
exploitation rates suggest that the stock should be closely monitored. Although there is no
scientific basis for urgent concern about the status of the population of skipjack tuna and the
recent catches are considered to be sustainable, taking into account (i) the Precautionary
Approach for fishery management, (ii) the rapid development of some artisanal and semi-
industrial fleets and (iii) that the catches could not be increased continuously; some management
options should be considered. A skipjack tuna stock assessment should be carried out in 2011.

Yellowfin tuna: The stock of yellowfin tuna has recently become overexploited or is very close
to being overexploited. Management measures should be continued that allow an appropriate
control of fishing pressure to be implemented. At this moment, the effect of time-area closures
cannot be directly translated into management quantities of direct effect on the status of the
stock, such as catches or fishing mortality, so their possible effect on the future evolution of the
stock cannot be evaluated. Catches of yellowfin tuna in the Indian Ocean should not increase
beyond 300,000 t in order to bring the stock to biomass levels that could sustain catches at the
MSY level in the long term. If recruitment continues to be lower than average, catches below
300,000 t would be needed to maintain stock levels.

Swordfish—Indian Ocean-wide: Revised stock assessments were carried out in 2010. The results
suggest that the Indian Ocean stock as a whole is probably not overfished, and overfishing is
probably not occurring (relative to MSY reference points). If the recent declines in effort
continue, and catch remains below the estimated MSY of 29,000 t, then there is no urgent need to
introduce management actions to the Indian Ocean as a whole. However, continued monitoring is
required to manage the uncertainty.

Swordfish—Southwest Indian Ocean: The potentially high levels of depletion in the southwest
remain a special concern. The preliminary assessment for this sub-region confirms that the
pessimistic indicators are consistent with a sub-population that has experienced overfishing for
several recent years and remains currently overfished. Catches in the southwest Indian Ocean
should be maintained at levels at or below those observed in 2008 (6,426 t), until either i) there is
clear evidence that substantial rebuilding is occurring (through recruitment or immigration), or ii)
further analyses indicate that the current assessment is inappropriate.

Sailfish and Marlin: No quantitative stock assessments are currently available for any of these
species in the Indian Ocean and only preliminary stock indicators can be used. Aspects of the
biology, productivity and fisheries for these species combined with the lack of data on which to
base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable concern.

Neritic tunas: No quantitative stock assessments have been carried out for any of the six neritic
tuna species under the IOTC mandate. Thus, the stock status for each species remains uncertain.
The Scientific Committee noted that neritic tuna species are relatively productive with high
fecundity and rapid growth, making them more resilient to overfishing than other tuna species.

Sharks: No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for any shark species in the
Indian Ocean. In general, the life history characteristics and biology of sharks make them
vulnerable to overfishing. As there was no improvement in the available catch statistics for
sharks in 2010, the stock status for all species remains highly uncertain and stock indicators need
to be developed as a matter of urgency. Noting this uncertainty, the Scientific Committee agreed
that Resolution 08/04 concerning the recording of the catch by longline fishing vessels in the
IOTC area, be amended in order to improve data collection and statistics on sharks that would
allow the development of stock status indicators.
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Marine turtles: Six species of marine turtles inhabit the Indian Ocean and likely interact with the
fisheries for tuna and tuna-like species. The International Union for Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) has classified the olive ridley turtle as vulnerable, the green and loggerhead turtles as
endangered and the hawksbill and leatherback turtles as critically endangered. Limited data on
marine turtle bycatch in IOTC longline and purse seine fisheries have been reported to the IOTC
with only 2 of the 32 CPCs (28 Members and 4 Cooperating non-Contracting Parties) fully
reporting marine turtle interactions in 2009 (Australia and South Africa. The European Union
partially reported marine turtle bycatch). Resolution 09/06 on marine turtles includes an
evaluation requirement (para.9) by the Scientific Committee in time for the 2011 meeting of the
Commission (para.10). However, given the lack of reporting of marine turtle interactions by
CPCs to date, such an evaluation could not be undertaken.

Seabirds: Sixteen species of seabirds have been reported as caught in longline fisheries within the
IOTC area of competence. The current IUCN threat status for each of these range from critically
endangered to least concern. Limited data on seabird bycatch in IOTC longline and purse seine
fisheries have been reported to the 10TC with only 2 of the 32 CPCs (28 Members and 4
Cooperating non-Contracting Parties) fully reporting seabird interactions in 2009 (Australia and
South Africa. The European Union partially reported seabird bycatch). Resolution 10/06 on
reducing the incidental bycatch of seabirds in longline fisheries includes an evaluation
requirement (para.8) by the Scientific Committee in time for the 2011 meeting of the
Commission. However, given the lack of reporting of seabird interactions by CPCs to date, such
an evaluation could not be undertaken.

Regional observer scheme

The Commission noted that in 2010 the Scientific Committee reviewed the state of
implementation of the Regional Observer Scheme, noting that most countries are still in the
initial phases of implementation. Minimum data requirements were adopted as well as an
observer report template that will be reviewed and revised as necessary.

Other matters

The Commission noted the lack of compliance by most CPCs in data gathering and reporting,
and the Scientific Committee’s recommendation that the Commission considers developing a
Monitoring Scheme to verify if CPCs are taking all necessary steps to comply with I0TC
Resolutions and other obligations relevant to the work of the Scientific Committee, by
identifying areas in which further work is needed and recommending actions to be taken to
address non-compliance.

Comments of the Commission and consideration of the recommendations made by the
Scientific Committee

The Commission addressed the list of recommendations made by the Scientific Committee
(Appendix IX) in its 2010 report that related specifically to the Commission or concerned the
work of the Secretariat. The Commission endorsed the list of recommendations, noting the
following:

The Commission requests all CPCs to submit their national report to the Scientific Committee,
following the new template, at the next Session of the Scientific Committee.

The Commission endorsed the Scientific Committee’s revised procedure and timeline for the
submission of documents to its annual meeting.

The Commission expressed concern that data and statistics for gillnet fisheries are still poor,
while those fisheries are catching approximately 14% of the total catch in the Indian Ocean. The
Commission noted that these fisheries are also believed to have substantial impacts on bycatch
species and associated ecosystems.
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34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45,

46.

The Commission reminded CPCs of the importance of timely reporting of data and requests
that each CPC review the data reporting requirements contained in IOTC Conservation and
Management Measures.

The Commission requests that all CPCs improve compliance with the various statistical
reporting requirements and deadlines in order for the necessary analyses and assessments to be
completed, on which the advice of the Scientific Committee will be based.

The Commission noted that stock assessments for some species rely on longline fisheries
standardized CPUE series, in particular from Japan. Due to the decreasing effort of this fleet
during the last few years, the Commission requests that alternative CPUE series for other fleets
are used by the Scientific Committee and its Working Parties in stock assessments.

The Commission expressed its concern regarding the new information and catch estimates of
albacore at levels exceeding the maximum sustainable yield and requests that a new assessment
be undertaken in 2011.

The Commission noted the provision by the Scientific Committee of the Kobe Il matrix for
bigeye tuna and swordfish, and recognized that it is a useful and necessary tool for management.
The Commission requests that such matrices be provided for all stock assessments by the
species Working Parties, in particular for yellowfin tuna, and for these to be included in the
report of the Scientific Committee in 2011 and all future reports.

The Commission recognized the added value of the Indian Ocean Tuna Tagging Programme, and
expressed its satisfaction that the data were used for both the assessment of yellowfin tuna and
bigeye tuna in 2010. However, the Commission expressed its concern regarding the low
reporting rate of the tags by the longline and pole-and-line fleets.

The Commission recognized that piracy activities in the western Indian Ocean, have had
substantial negative consequences on the activities of some fleets, as well as the level of observer
coverage in these areas. The Commission requests that the Scientific Committee assess the
effect of piracy on fleet operations and subsequent catch and effort trends.

The Commission expressed its disappointment that the Working Party on Neritic Tuna has not
yet held its first meeting. The Commission noted that neritic tuna are an important species for
many coastal countries, as a source of revenue and food. The Commission requests that the
Working Party on Neritic Tuna hold its first meeting in 2011, if possible in conjunction with
another Working Party meeting to minimise travel requirements.

The Commission requests that the Secretariat attend the Circle Hook symposium that will be
held in May in Miami and report the key findings to the Scientific Committee.

The Commission endorsed the development of a Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) in the
framework of IOTC and requests that this process be continued in 2011.

The Commission requests that an Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA) approach be applied to the
various shark species considered at risk by fishing activities in the Indian Ocean, and for the
Working Party on Ecosystems and Bycatch to undertake appropriate analyses under the guidance
of relevant experts.

The Commission requests the Scientific Committee in its 2011 Session, to evaluate the data
provision needs for longline, purse seine, gillnet and pole-and-line gear types, notably regarding
information relating to the vessel characteristics and the definition of the pole-and-line ‘fishing
event’. The evaluation is requested in order to ensure that consistent and uniform information is
collected to assist the I0TC to fulfil its mandate. The Scientific Committee should make
appropriate recommendations to the 2012 Commission meeting.

The Commission requests that the Scientific Committee provide clear advice outlining
alternative management approaches which would provide effective protection of a possible
southwest Indian Ocean swordfish stock.
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47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

The Commission reiterates the request that the Scientific Committee should evaluate the time-
area closure established in Resolution 10/01 for the conservation and management of tropical
tunas stocks in the IOTC area of competence, in terms of its impacts on the stocks of tuna and
tuna-like species.

REPORT OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

The report of the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee (IOTC-2011-CoC8-R), held in
Colombo, Sri Lanka from 14 to 16 and 19 March 2011, was presented by the Chair of the
Compliance Committee, Mr Roberto Cesari. Delegates from 24 Members, 3 Cooperating non-
Contracting Parties and 7 observers attended the session. The Commission noted the report and
considered the following issues.

In response to concerns about the clarity of the current Country Based Compliance Report
template, the Committee agreed to propose to the Commission, a modified template for use in
preparing reports for the next Committee meeting.

Following discussions on the implementation of IOTC Conservation and Management Measures
by each CPC, the Committee recommended to the Commission that letters outlining areas of
non-compliance be developed and distributed to relevant CPCs and for these letters to be based
on the list of issues identified during the meeting.

The Committee’s deliberations in relation to Resolution 09/03 On establishing a list of vessels
presumed to have carried out illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing in the IOTC area,
concluded with the Committee recommending that the Commission consider delisting both the
Parsian Shila—taking into account the oversight nature of the infringement and noting that
vessels listed on the IOTC IUU Vessels List should not engage in any fishing activities while
they are on the list and that flag states should ensure that this is enforced—and the Rwad 1—
considering that Oman provided enough evidence showing the vessel is not engaged in IUU
activities, from the IOTC IUU Vessels List.

The Committee recommended that the Commission consider delisting the Lingsar 08 from the
IOTC IUU Vessels List during the inter-sessional period, if Indonesia were to provide
documentation certifying a change of ownership.

As no further information was provided to the Compliance Committee during its deliberations,
the Committee recommended that the vessel Hoom Xiang Il remain on the 1UU list.

The Committee recommended that the Suratha, Lakshani, Sulara 3, Chandra Kala, Lek Sauro,
Madu Kumari 2, Anuka Putha 1, Sudeesa Marine 5, Rashmi, Chmale and the Randika Putha 1,
be retained on the provisional I0TC IUU Vessels List, which will be forwarded to the
Commission for its consideration in conjunction with the additional information tabled by
Sri Lanka at the Plenary of the fifteenth Session of the IOTC.

Similarly, the Committee recommended that the Payam be retained on the provisional IOTC IUU
Vessels List, which will be forwarded to the Commission for its consideration, in conjunction
with additional concrete evidence tabled by Iran concerning the actions and measures to be taken
by Iran, at the Fifteenth Session of the IOTC, for a decision on the possible listing of this vessel
on the IOTC IUU Vessels List.

The Committee recommended that the Commission provide guidance concerning the status of
the information provided by observers participating in the IOTC at sea transhipment program, in
particular, the confidentiality rules to be applied, and the procedure to be followed upon
receiving information from observers regarding irregular activities by fishing vessels involved in
transhipment operations.

The Committee received four applications for the status of Cooperating Non-Contracting Party
and recommended that the Commission considers renewing the status of the Maldives, South
Africa and Senegal, while for the first time, considers granting the status to Mozambique.
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65.

66.

Comments of the Commission and consideration of the recommendations made by the
Compliance Committee

The Commission addressed the list of recommendations made by the Compliance Committee
(Appendix X) in its 2011 report that related specifically to the Commission or concerned the
work of the Secretariat. The Commission endorsed the list of recommendations, noting the
following:

The Commission noted that Reports of Implementation were provided by 21 Members
(Australia, Belize, China, Comoros, European Union, France Territories, India, Indonesia,
I.R. Iran, Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, Mauritius, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines,
Seychelles, Sri Lanka, Tanzania, Thailand and the United Kingdom (Overseas Territories)) and
one Cooperating Non-Contracting Party (Maldives), which is a substantial improvement from the
13 reports provided the previous year (12 Members and one Cooperating Non-Contracting
Party).

The Commission adopted the draft Compliance Report template, as presented in Appendix XI.
The Secretariat, in collaboration with the parties that developed the draft template, will produce
intersessionally, a final Compliance Report template, which will contain all the major reporting
requirements of the existing IOTC Conservation and Management Measures.

The Commission noted that IOTC Resolution 10/09 (para.4) establishes the procedure to be
followed by the Compliance Committee in assessing compliance with IOTC measures by CPCs.
It was recalled that the provisions in paragraph 4.2. of IOTC Resolution 10/09, call for “The
Chairman of the Compliance Committee, assisted by the Secretariat of IOTC, to identify, select
and transmit the significant non compliance issues to each concerned CPC and submit them for
discussion in the Compliance Committee meeting at least 30 days in advance.”

The Commission agreed that a mechanism to assess compliance with IOTC measures by CPCs
should be established, and that as a first step would involve the submission of feedback letters
highlighting areas requiring further attention, to each Head of Delegation, which could serve as
the basis for review of progress at the next meeting of the Compliance Committee.

The Commission noted concerns raised by some CPCs that many coastal states are not yet able
to fully implement many of the conservation and management measures adopted by the
Commission. As such, many of their vessels would be considered illegally fishing within their
own Exclusive Economic Zones by virtue of their non-compliance. It was noted by certain
Members that if a majority of members could not implement all of the legally binding
requirements, then there could be valid reasons and such cases would need to be examined with
an open mind and with flexibility to accommodate special circumstances. In doing so, an
examination of the root causes of compliance gaps needs to be undertaken, and then to seek ways
to fill gaps by implementing adequate capacity building and support programmes.

Deliberations in relation to Resolution 09/03 On establishing a list of vessels presumed to have
carried out illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing in the IOTC area.

Parsian Shila

The Commission agreed to the delisting of the fishing vessel Parsian Shila from the IOTC IUU
Vessels List.

Rwad 1

The Commission agreed to the delisting of the fishing vessel Rwad 1 from the IOTC IUU
Vessels List.

The Commission agreed that Oman shall formally notify the Secretariat, before the vessel
returns to its fishing activities, when the fish found onboard the fishing vessel Rwad | are
destroyed.
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74.

75.

Lingsar 08

The Commission noted the additional evidence presented at the meeting by Indonesia on the
fishing vessel Lingsar 08. The Commission expressed concern regarding the late presentation of
this information, stressing the need for CPCs to strictly comply with the 30 day deadline when
presenting information on IUU matters to the Commission. Notwithstanding this, the
Commission agreed to make a special case and agreed that the fishing vessel Lingsar 08 be
delisted from the IOTC IUU Vessels List.

Hoom Xiang 11

The Commission agreed to maintain the fishing vessel Hoom Xiang Il on the IOTC IUU Vessels
List.

The Commission noted Malaysia’s statement that it had revoked the fishing license of the vessel
Hoom Xiang I, and that the vessel is no longer flagged to Malaysia.

The Commission noted that Malaysia had no information concerning the fate of the Hoom
Xiang Il. In light of this information, the Commission agreed to list the flag of the vessel as
“Unknown’ in the I0TC IUU Vessels List, and requested that Malaysia advise the Commission
on the whereabouts of the vessel should it become known.

Suratha, Lakshani, Sulara 3, Chandra Kala, Lek Sauro, Madu Kumari 2, Anuka Putha 1,
Sudeesa Marine 5, Rashmi, Chmale, and Randika Putha 1.

The Commission noted the new information presented by Sri Lanka concerning the actions
undertaken by its government against vessels under its flag involved in IUU activities in the
Chagos archipelago, including the fishing vessels Suratha, Lakshani, Sulara 3, Chandra Kala,
Lek Sauro, Madu Kumari 2, Anuka Putha 1, Sudeesa Marine 5, Rashmi, Chmale, and the
Randika Putha 1.

The United Kingdom (OT) indicated that infringements by Sri Lankan vessels within its EEZ is a
recurring problem and that, since 2002, a total of 63 Sri Lankan flagged fishing vessels have
been apprehended illegally fishing in the Chagos archipelago. The Commission noted that the
ship owners of all vessels have pleaded guilty of lUU activities.

The unique circumstances of Sri Lanka, including the inability to implement effective fisheries
management in the past was considered during the Commission’s deliberations on the listing of
vessels on the IOTC IUU Vessels List. It was noted that the Government of Sri Lanka is working
on, and is committed to, addressing the governance issues in the intersessional period. Given
this, the majority of CPCs agreed that the information provided by Sri Lanka to the Commission
represented enough proof of commitment by the government of Sri Lanka towards fighting 1UU
activities by vessels under its flag. In light of this, most CPCs agreed that the vessels should not
be added to the IOTC IUU Vessels List.

The Commission agreed on the severity of the cases under consideration. Notwithstanding the
lack of consensus, the Commission agreed not to list the 11 vessels flagged to Sri Lanka in the
IOTC IUU Vessels List. However, the Commission also noted that this case should not represent
a precedent, and that, if any similar case is brought before the Commission in the future, there
will be a strict application of the provisions of the relevant Resolutions. In addition, the
Commission requested Sri Lanka to report every month, through the I0TC Secretariat,
information on the whereabouts of each vessel; as well as communicating the final decision from
the Sri Lankan Court and fate of each fishing vessel, where applicable. The Commission further
agreed that, in the case that any of these vessels is involved in IUU activities in the future, it
shall be automatically listed in the IOTC IUU Vessels List.

The European Union, noting the position taken by the majority of the Members, reluctantly
accepted not to oppose the decision not to add these vessels to the IOTC IUU Vessels List,
pointing out the risks created by this precedent to the sustainability of the stocks and the negative
contribution to the image of the IOTC.
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Payam

The Commission considered the new information provided by Iran on the vessel Payam and on
the actions being implemented by Iran to address the issue of 1IUU activities by its fleet of
gillnetters.

The majority of the CPCs agreed that the sanctions imposed on the vessel by Mozambique
(USD$40,000 fine), as well as by Iran (suspension of license), were adequate, and that Iran was
taking effective actions to address the issue.

In that respect, the Commission agreed that the Payam should not be added to the IOTC 1UU
Vessels List. However, the Commission requested Iran to transmit its National Legislation on
the use of gillnets and submit a management plan for its gillnet fishing vessels—both should be
provided to the IOTC Secretariat for circulation to CPCs within three months of the end of the
2011 Session of the Commission—focusing on how to prevent the use of gillnets longer than
2.5 km on the high seas. The Commission also noted that this decision should not represent a
precedent, and that, if any similar case is brought before the Commission in the future, there will
be a strict application of the provisions of the relevant Resolutions.

IUU Vessels List for 2011
The Commission adopted the IUU Vessels List as provided in Appendix XII.

Presumed 1UU fishing activities reported by observers under the IOTC Transhipment
Programme

The Commission endorsed the recommendation from the Compliance Committee to establish a
procedure for the consideration of cases of presumed IUU activities reported by observers
participating in the at-sea transhipment monitoring programme.

Applications for Cooperating non-Contracting Party status

Following the recommendations of the Compliance Committee, the Commission granted the
status of Cooperating non-Contracting Party until the close of the Sixteenth Session in 2012 to
the Maldives, Mozambique, Senegal and South Africa.

The Commission expressed its satisfaction in seeing Mozambique for the first time becoming a
Cooperating non-Contracting Party and it noted Mozambique’s wish to soon become a full
Member of the Commission.

Update on progress regarding Resolution 09/01 - On the performance review follow-up

The Commission noted the update on progress regarding Resolution 09/01 on the Performance
Review follow-up (I10TC-2011-S15-CoC64Rev1), thanking the Compliance Committee for this
information.

REPORT OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON
ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE (SCAF)

The report of the Eighth Session of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance
(I0TC-2011-SCAF8-R) was presented by the Chair of the Committee, Mr Geoffrey Nanyaro.
Delegates from 24 Members, 3 Cooperating non-Contracting Party and 7 observers attended the
Session. The Commission noted the report and considered the following issues.

Comments of the Commission and consideration of the recommendations made by the
Standing Committee on Administration and Finance

The Commission addressed the list of recommendations made by the Standing Committee on
Administration and Finance (Appendix XIII) in its 2011 report that related specifically to the
Commission or concerned the work of the Secretariat. The Commission endorsed the list of
recommendations, noting the following:
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The Commission agreed to replenish the Meeting Participation Fund to its initial level of
USD$200,000, through the allocation of funds from the IOTC accumulated funds.

The Commission noted that additional information was required by the Commission on matters
relating to the FAQO contribution to the activities of the Commission, the FAO entitlement fund
and on the possibilities of external audits of FAO funds, requesting that the Chair write to FAO
to seek clarification on these various issues.

The Commission thanked the Secretariat for the work conducted during 2010, and approved the
IOTC Secretariat’s Programme of Work for 2011 and for 2012, and adopted the budget for the
year 2011 and the indicative budget for 2012, and the scheme of contributions for the Members
as listed in Appendix X1V and Appendix XV respectively.

REPORT OF THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

The report of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (I0TC-2011-SS4-R), held in
Nairobi from 16 to 18 February, 2011, was presented by the Chair of the Committee,
Mr Rondolph Payet. Delegates from 21 Members, 1 Cooperating non-Contracting Party and 4
observers attended the session. The Commission noted the report and considered the following
issues.

The Chair recalled that the Commission, in Resolution 10/01 adopted in March 2010 in Busan,
Korea, agreed that: “A technical committee meeting shall be held prior to the Commission
Plenary session in 2011 to discuss on allocation criteria for the management of the tuna
resources of the Indian Ocean and recommend an allocation quota system or any other relevant
measures. CPCs are encouraged to submit proposals one month prior to the meeting.” (para.12);
and “The Commission shall adopt an allocation quota system or any other relevant measure for
the yellowfin and bigeye tunas at its plenary session in 2012.” (para.13).

The Chair informed the Commission that five Members presented proposals on allocation for the
consideration of the meeting, including the European Union, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of
Iran, the Republic of Korea and Seychelles.

The Commission noted that the process of establishing allocation criteria is complex and the
Technical Committee was unable to complete the task in the short time available for the meeting.
Nevertheless, progress was made based on the common ground in the positions expressed at the
meeting, including an agreement on basic principles that could guide further developments of an
approach to allocation.

The Commission noted that the overriding goal is to adopt a conservation measure that would
ensure the sustainability of the resources involved, if necessary and on the basis of scientific
advice, other management measures will be available to the Commission to achieve that goal,
while discussions on a quota allocation system continue.

The Chair advised the Commission that the Technical Committee had agreed that further
intersessional work is required, including convening another Technical Meeting before the IOTC
Session in 2012. Parties were encouraged to conduct intersessional consultations with the goal of
working towards a unique revised proposal that could be supported by all Parties. These further
developments would be accompanied by examples that would facilitate the understanding of the
consequences of the different formulations to all participants in the allocation process.

The Commission endorsed the request from the Technical Committee that the Secretariat
prepares, for the next meeting of the Committee, a document on the availability, completeness
and quality of catch data for all fleets in IOTC database.

The Commission noted the information supplied by the Secretariat on alternative conservation
and management measures implemented in other tuna RFMOQOs, as requested by the Technical
Committee.
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The Commission accepted the generous offer by the Maldives to host the next meeting of the
Technical Committee in January 2012.

Comments of the Commission and consideration of the recommendations made by the
Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria

The Commission addressed the guiding principles for a possible allocation process agreed to by
the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (Appendix XVI) in its 2011 report. The
Commission endorsed the guiding principles, noting the following.

The Commission noted that the implementation of a quota system will rely on the capacity of
each CPC to estimate catches, close to real-time and as accurately as possible, for the species and
fisheries concerned.

In this regard, the Commission encouraged CPCs to work towards streamlining their statistical
systems to make sure that estimates of catches as per the required resolution and time frame can
be produced in the near future.

The Commission invited CPCs to work with the Secretariat to achieve these objectives, where
required.

The Commission noted that the implementation of a quota system may take several years, and
the Commission may need to consider alternative management measures until such a time that a
guota system is in place. In this regard, the Commission recalled that paragraph 13 of IOTC
Resolution 10/01 states that “The Commission shall adopt an allocation quota system or any
other relevant measure for the yellowfin and bigeye tunas at its plenary session in 2012”.

The Commission agreed that the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria while devoting
most of its efforts to develop a mechanism for quota allocation shall also consider appropriate
alternative management measures. In this regard the Commission stressed the need for all IOTC
CPCs to work intersessionally towards achieving this objective as soon as possible.

The Commission noted paper I0TC-2011-S15-05 outlining the recommendations of the Indian
Ocean Marine Affairs Cooperation (IOMAC).

The Commission requests that the Scientific Committee provide advice to the Commission that
adds to the information currently available or already requested of the Scientific Committee
regarding the take of juvenile yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna and other species, and on alternative
management measures, including an assessment of the impact of current purse seine activities,
including the size/fishing capacity (and gear types i.e. mesh size etc.) of vessels, and the potential
implications that may arise for tuna and tuna-like species. Such advice should include options for
capping purse seine effort and use in conjunction with drifting FADs in the Indian Ocean.

CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

The Commission noted a point of order concerning the late presentation of most of the proposals
submitted to the Commission for the present Session. It was recalled that Rule 1V para.3 of the
IOTC Rules of Procedure states that “The Secretary shall send a provisional agenda with
comments, including any proposal by members, not less than thirty days before the session”. In
addition, it was recalled that the Commission in 2008 reiterated the need for Members to submit
all management proposals at least 30 days prior to the Commission meeting (I0TC-2008-S12—
R; para.60). The Commission noted that 10 out of the 14 management proposals before the
Commission were not submitted on time, while noting that a proposal to amend the Resolution
on establishing a program for transhipment by large-scale fishing vessels was based on the
discussion held during the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee.

The Commission acknowledged the exceptional circumstances as outlined by the concerned
CPCs and agreed to consider all management proposals before it for the current Session.

The Commission agreed that Members shall make every possible effort to present management
proposals according to the agreed timeline, in order to allow all CPCs sufficient time for internal
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consultations with the institutions that would be responsible for implementing the proposed
measures.

The Commission agreed that the 30 day rule shall be strictly applied for all future Sessions.
Specifically, no proposals shall be accepted by the Secretariat for the Commissions
consideration, if received after the 30 day deadline.

Proposals for Conservation and Management Measures adopted by the Commission

The Commission considered and adopted six proposals as conservation and management
measures:

Development of a Compendium of Resolutions and Recommendations

The Commission adopted Resolution 11/01 on the Development of a Compendium of
Resolutions and Recommendations (Appendix XVI1). This Resolution recognises the desirability
of improving the coherence and accessibility of its recommendations and resolutions. Noting that
the complexity of this work may have many implications, such as those of a legal, procedural or
practical nature, the Resolution creates a Working Group that would guide the development of a
Compendium of IOTC Resolutions and Recommendations.

On the Prohibition of Fishing on Data Buoys

The Commission adopted Resolution 11/02 On the Prohibition of Fishing on Data Buoys
(Appendix XVII). This Resolution prohibits fishing vessels from setting gear on or near, or
interacting with data buoys in any manner other than to untangle fishing gear that has
accidentally become entangled with data buoys. In adopting this resolution, Japan clarified its
position that it would not block the adoption of the resolution, but a question remained as to
whether IOTC could adopt such a resolution in a legally binding manner.

On Establishing a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out lllegal, Unreported and
Unregulated Fishing in the IOTC Area of Competence

The Commission adopted Resolution 11/03 On Establishing a List of Vessels Presumed to Have
Carried Out lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing in the 10TC Area of Competence
(Appendix XVII). This Resolution introduced amendments to Resolution 09/03 On Establishing
a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out lllegal, Unregulated and Unreported Fishing in
the IOTC Area, by including an option to add vessels to the IOTC IUU Vessels List during the
intersessional period of the IOTC.

On a Regional Observer Scheme

The Commission adopted Resolution 11/04 On a Regional Observer Scheme (Appendix XVII).
This Resolution introduced amendments to Resolution 10/04 On a Regional Observer Scheme to
extend the period for providing observer trip reports to the Secretariat from 90 to 150 days.

On Establishing a Programme for Transhipment by Large-Scale Fishing Vessels

The Commission adopted Resolution 11/05 On Establishing a Programme for Transhipment by
Large-Scale Fishing Vessels (Appendix XVII). This Resolution introduced amendments to
Resolution 08/02 On Establishing a Programme for Transhipment by Large-scale Fishing
Vessels, by establishing a procedure for the consideration of cases of presumed IUU activities
reported by observers participating in the IOTC at-sea Transhipment Programme.

Proposals for Conservation and Management Measures endorsed as a Recommendation by
the Commission

Concerning the Recording of Catch by Fishing Vessels in the IOTC area of Competence

The Commission adopted Recommendation 11/06 Concerning the Recording of Catch by
Fishing Vessels in the 10TC Area of Competence (Appendix XVII). This Recommendation
consolidates Resolution 08/04 Concerning the Recording of Catch by Longline Fishing Vessels
in the 10TC Area and Resolution 10/03 Concerning the Record of Catch by Fishing Vessels in
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the IOTC Area, but does not supersede them, as well as setting agreed minimum standards for
data requirements for all pole-and-line and gillnet fleets operating in the I0TC area of
competence, in order to harmonize data gathering and provide a common basis for scientific
analysis for all IOTC CPCs. Some CPCs indicated that they would not be in a position to
implement the proposal.

Proposals for Conservation and Management Measures not endorsed by the Commission

The Commission considered the following proposals as conservation and management measures,
but consensus could not be reached:

On a Catch Documentation Scheme

The Commission considered a proposal on a catch documentation scheme (I0OTC-2011-S15—
PropA addl), but no consensus could be reached. The proposal aimed to support the
implementation of the IOTC Conservation and Management Measures by providing a scheme to
identify the origin of tunas and tuna-like species and other species of fish taken by vessels fishing
for tunas and tuna-like species within the IOTC area of competence.

On a Catch Documentation Programme

The Commission considered a proposal on a catch documentation programme for tropical tuna
(10TC-2011-S15-PropF add1), but no consensus could be reached. Several Members noted that
this proposed programme was different from the programme that they have recently implemented
to comply with the EU-IUU regulations (notably Council Regulation (EC) No. 1005/2008), and
applying only to the three tropical tuna species, therefore creating difficulties and confusion in
the CPCs currently exporting fish to the EU market. Some Members expressed their interest in
discussing an IOTC Catch Documentation Scheme draft Resolution modelled in the EU 1UU
regulation and certification, considering their familiarity with this system. The EU will likely
propose in 2012 a draft Resolution along these lines, including a section addressing the concerns
expressed for artisanal fisheries.

For the Conservation and Management of Swordfish in the IOTC Area of Competence

The Commission considered a proposal for the conservation and management of swordfish in the
IOTC area of competence (I0TC-2011-S15-PropH rev1), but no consensus could be reached.
This proposal aimed to establish for all vessels over 24 meters length, and under 24 meters if
they fish outside their EEZ, either a closure of a defined area, from 1% August to 1% September, or
a reduction in fishing effort by 30% in relation to active capacity expressed in vessel humbers
deployed in 2009 from 1% July to 30 September each year in the whole of the 10TC area of
competence. The proposed closure area was defined by the following coordinates: 25°-35° South
and 30°-55° East. CPCs agreed that greater representation at the Working Party on Billfish,
especially by the main fleets targeting swordfish such as the Spanish longline fleet, should attend
the next meeting to ensure the most complete data sets are available for analysis.

On the Conservation of Oceanic Whitetip Shark Caught in Association with Fisheries in the
IOTC Area of Competence

The Commission considered a proposal on the conservation of Oceanic Whitetip shark caught in
association with fisheries in the IOTC area of competence (I0TC-2011-S15-Propl), but no
consensus could be reached. The proposal aimed to prohibit the retention onboard, transhipment,
landing, storing, selling or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of oceanic whitetip sharks
in any fishery. The proposal also called for CPCs to record through their observer programs the
number of discards and releases of oceanic whitetip sharks with indication of status (dead or
alive) and report it to the IOTC.

On the Conservation of Hammerhead Sharks (Family Sphyrnidae) Caught in Association with
Fisheries in the IOTC Area of Competence

The Commission considered a proposal on the conservation of Hammerhead Sharks caught in
association with fisheries in the IOTC area of competence (I0TC-2011-S15-PropJ rev1l), but no
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consensus could be reached. This proposal aimed to prohibit the retention onboard, transhipment,
landing, storing, selling or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of hammerhead sharks,
taken in the IOTC area of competence. The proposal also called for CPCs to release, to the extent
possible, any hammerhead sharks when brought alongside the vessel. Some coastal states could
not agree to the proposal given the high artisanal catches of these shark species.

Concerning the Conservation of Sharks Caught in Association with Fisheries Managed by
I0TC

The Commission considered a proposal on the conservation of shark caught in association with
fisheries managed by IOTC (IOTC-2011-S15-PropL), but no consensus could be reached. The
proposal included a ban on the use of wire trace. Several Members noted that this proposal which
called for fins to be landed attached, either naturally or by other means, was not operationally
feasible at this point in time and that no scientific justification for the ban on wire trace was
provided to the Fifteenth Session of the Commission.

PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE
PERFORMANCE REVIEW PANEL
The Secretariat presented document 10TC-2011-S15-06 which outlined the current status of

implementation for each of the recommendations arising from the report of the Performance
Review Panel, provided at Appendix XVIII.

The Commission made several changes to the document before agreeing that the Secretariat and
Chair of each of the three Committee’s should further develop the status table by including a
work plan with proposed timelines and priorities. The Secretariat was tasked with ensuring the
revised table is provided to the respective Committee’s in advance of their next Sessions, in
accordance with the rules of procedure.

The Commission agreed that each of the Committee’s should carry out a comprehensive
evaluation of the status and priority of each of the recommendations from the Performance
Review, and for a revised document to be provided to the Commission at its next Session.

ELECTION OF THE CHAIRPERSON AND VICE-CHAIRPERSON OF THE
COMMISSION FOR THE NEXT BIENNIUM

The Commission thanked the Chair, Mr Rondolph Payet for his Chairmanship over the two past
biennia.

The Commission considered candidates for the positions of Chair and Vice-Chair of the
Commission. Mr Daroomalingum Mauree, from Mauritius, was nominated and elected as Chair,
and Ms Anna Willock from Australia and Mr Shingo Ota, from Japan, were nominated and
elected as Vice-Chairs of the Commission.

ANY OTHER MATTERS
Process for the appointment of the Executive Secretary

The Commission noted that the term of the current Executive Secretary is due to end in March
2013. The Secretariat presented paper 10TC-2011-S15-09, outlining the process for the
appointment of the Executive Secretary to the Commission as outlined in both the IOTC Rules of
Procedure, and the revised procedure and terms of reference agreed to by the Commission at its
Seventh Session, held in Victoria, Seychelles, 2—6 December 2002.

The Commission adopted the Terms of Reference and rules of procedure for selecting and
appointing a new Executive Secretary at the Commission meeting in 2012, for commencement in
2013, provided at Appendix XIX.
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Piracy at sea

The Commission recognized the severe impact of piracy acts on humanitarian, commercial and
fishing vessels off the coast of Somalia and noted that the range of the attacks extended towards
almost all of the western Indian Ocean, notably toward Kenya and Seychelles, with attacks being
reported in their respective EEZ.

The Commission therefore agreed to issue a new Statement on the issue of piracy
(Appendix XX), calling once again on the international community to give all its support to
ensure the safety of all fishing vessels and their crew in the region from acts of piracy.

DATE AND PLACE OF THE FOURTEENTH SESSION OF THE SCIENTIFIC
COMMITTEE AND THE SIXTEENTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION
The Commission was unanimous in its thanks to Sri Lanka for hosting the Fifteenth Session of

the Commission and commended Sri Lanka on the warm welcome, the excellent facilities and
assistance provided to the Secretariat in the organization and running of the Session.

The Commission agreed that the Fourteenth Session of the Scientific Committee will take place
in early December 2011 in the Seychelles.

Following an invitation from Australia to host the Sixteenth Session of the Commission, it was
agreed to organize the next Session in Fremantle, Western Australia, in 2012. The exact dates
and meeting location will be confirmed and communicated by the Secretariat at a later date.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

The report of the Fifteenth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission was adopted on the
21 April 2011.
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Barracks

Belize City

Phone: +501 223 5026

Fax: +501 223 5087

Email: abilio@immarbe.com

APPENDIX |
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

MEMBERS / MEMBRES

Alternate(s)
Mr Wilfrido POTT
Fisheries Officer
Capture Fishery Unit
Princess Margaret Drive
PO Box 148, Belize City
Phone: +501 224 4552/32623
Fax: +501 223 2983
Email: wilpott@gmail.com

CHINA - CHINE

Head of Delegation
Liling ZHAO
Director
Division of Distant Water Fisheries
Bureau of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
No.11 NongzhanNanli, Beijing
100125
Phone: +86 10 5919 2966
Fax: +86 10 5919 3056
Email: bofdwf@agri.gov.cn

Alternate(s)
Ms Dandan SONG
Principal staff member

Division of International Cooperation

Bureau of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
Beijing

Liuxiong XU

Professor

College of Marine Sciences
Shanghai Ocean University
999 Hucheng Huan Road
Shanghai

Phone: +8621 61900301
Fax: +8621 61900301
Email: Ixxu@shou.edu.cn

Xiaolei CHEN

Deputy Division Director
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
No. 2 Chaoyangmennan Dajie
Beijing, 100701

Phone: +86 10 65963722

Wenting ZHAO

Attaché

Department of Treaty and Law
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
No. 2 Chaoyangmen Nan
Beijing, 100801

Phone: +86 10 65964306

Fax: +86 10 65963276

Jinjin LIV

Official

Distant Water Fisheries Branch of
China Fisheries Association
Room 1216, Jingchao Mansion
No. 5 Nongzhanguan Nanlu,
Chaoyang District

Beijing 100125

Phone: +86 10 65854355

Fax: +86 10 65850551

Email: admin@tuna.org.cn

COMOROS - COMORES

Chef de Délégation
Ali Said SAID MOHAMED
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de la
Péche, de I'Environnement, de
I'Energie, de I'Industrie et de
I'Artisanat
BP 41, Moroni
Phone: +269 3356706
Email: smas_cn@yahoo.fr

Suppléant(s)
Ali YOUSSOUF
Direction Générale des Ressources
Halieutiques
Moroni
Phone: +269 7750013/7735630
Email:
dg.peche@comorestelecom.km;
yousmed69@yahoo.fr

Said Soilihi AHMED

Ministere de I'Agriculture, de la
Péche, de I'Environnement, de
I'Energie, de I'Industrie et de
I'Artisanat

BP 41, Moroni

Phone: +269 773 5630

Email: ahmed_ndevou@yahoo.fr

ERITREA - ERYTHREE

ABSENT.
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Mr Ramon DE LA FIGUERA
MORALES

Secretaria General del Mar
Subdireccién General de Acuerdos y
Organizaciones Regionales de Pesca
c/velazquez 144

EUROPEAN UNION (MEMBER Mr Jean-Luc HALL

ORGANIZATION) - UNION Directeur adjoint de la mer Sud océan

EUROPEENNE (ORGANISATION indien

MEMBRE) Ministére de I'écologie, du
développement durable, des

Chef de Délégation transports et du logement

Mr Roberto CESARI

Deputy Head of Unit

International affairs, law of the sea
and regional fisheries organizations
European Commission
Directorate-General for Fisheries and
Maritime Affairs

J-99 03/062, 1049 Brussels
Belgium

Phone: + 32 2 2994276

Fax: + 32 2 2955700

Email: roberto.cesari@ec.europa.eu

Suppléant(s)

Mr Orlando FACHADA

Principal Administrator - Desk
Officer (International Fisheries)
International Affairs, Law of the Sea
and Regional Fisheries Organizations
Directorate-General for Maritime
Affairs and Fisheries

Rue Joseph 11

Bruxelles, Belgique

Phone: +32 2 299 0857

Fax: +32 2 2955700

Email: orlando.fachada@ec.europa.eu

Denis REISS

Attaché

Délégation de I'Union européenne en
République de Maurice, pour I'Union
des Comores et la République des
Seychelles

8éme étage, St James Court

Rue St Denis, B. P. 1148

Port Louis, Maurice

Phone: +230 207 1515

Email: denis.reiss@ec.europa.eu

Ms Mercedes ALONSO
Subdirectora General de Acuerdos y
Organizaciones Regionales

de Pesca

Secretaria General del Mar

Madrid, Spain

Phone: +34 913473940/1

Email: malonsof@merm.es

Mr Jonathan LEMEUNIER
Administrator - International Affairs
Maritime Fisheries and Aquaculture
Direction

European and International Affairs
Desk

3 place de Fontenoy

75007 Paris, France

Phone: +33 (0) 1 49554390

Fax: +33 (0) 149 5582 00

Email:
jonathan.lemeunier@agriculture.gouv
fr

11, rue de la Compagnie
97487 Saint Denis Cedex,
La Réunion

Phone: +262 901900

Fax: +262 217057

Dr Francis MARSAC

Chair of the Scientific Committee
Institute of Research for
Development (IRD)
University of Cape Town
Department of Oceanography
Private Bag X3

Rondebosch 7701

South Africa

Phone: +27 (2) 21 6503279
Email: francis.marsac@ird.fr

Jean-René ENILORAC

Président

Comité Régional des Péches
Maritimes et des Elevages Marins
47, rue Evariste de Parny, BP 295
97827 LE PORT Cedex - lle de
Réunion

Phone: +262 262422375

Fax: +262 262422405

Email: crpm.reunion@wanadoo.fr

Mr David GUYOMARD

Chargé de mission "Etudes et
expérimentations”

Comité Régional des Péches
Maritimes et des Elevages Marins

47, rue Evariste de Parny, BP 295

Le Port Cedex - lle de La Réunion
Phone: +262 422375

Fax: +262 422405

Email: dguyomard.crpm@wanadoo.fr

Mr Michel GOUJON

Directeur

Organisation des Producteurs de
Thon Congelé

ORTHONGEL

11 bis, rue des Sardiniers

29900 Concarneau, France
Phone: +33 (0) 2 98971957
Fax: +33 (0) 2 98508032

Email: orthongel@orthongel.fr

Mr Pierre DUFOUR

Shipping Operations manager
SAPMER S.A.

Darse de péche- Magasin 10, BP
2012

97823 Le Port Cedex, La Réunion
Phone: +262 2 62420273; +262
693335521

Email: sapmer@sapmer.fr

28009 Madrid, Spain
Phone: +34 913475940
Email: rdelafiguera@marm.es

Dr Hilario MURUA

Marine Research Division

Herrera Kaia - Portualdea z/g
E-20110 Pasaia (Guipuzcoa), Spain
Phone: +34 94 6574000

Fax: + 34 946572555

Email: hmurua@azti.es

Mr Anertz MUNIATEGI
Asociacion Nacional de Armadores
de Buques Atuneros Congeladores
(ANABAC)

Txibitxiaga, 24 entreplanta

48370 Bermeo, Spain

Phone: +34 946882806

Fax: +34 946885017

Email: anabac@anabac.org

Ms Almudena GOMEZ AGUILAR
Departamento Técnico
Confederacion Espafiola de Pesca
C/Velazquez 41

Esc. Dcha, 40.C

28001, Madrid

Spain

Phone: +34 91 4323489

Email: cepesca@cepesca.es

Juan Pedro MONTEAGUDO
Scientific Advisor
Organizacion de Productores
Asociados de Grandes Atuneros
Congeladores (OPAGAC)
Ayala 54, 2.A

Madrid, Spain

Phone: +34 91 5761222

Fax: +34 915761222

Email: opagac@arrakis.es

Roshan LYMAN
EU Delegation to Sri Lanka and
Maldives

FRANCE

Chef de Délégation

Ludovic SCHULTZ

Chef du Bureau des affaires
européenes et internationales
Direction des péches maritimes et de
l'aquaculture

3 place de Fonenoy

75007 Paris SPO7

Phone: +33 (0) 1 49558238

Fax: +33 (0) 1 49558200

Email:
ludovic.schultz@agriculture.gouv.fr
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Suppléant(s)
Dr Christiane LAURENT-
MONPETIT
Chargée de mission Péche
Délégation générale a I'Outre-Mer
Ministere de I'Outre-Mer
27, rue Oudinot 75358 Paris SPO7
Phone: +33 1 53692466
Fax: +33 1 53692038
Email: christiane.laurent-
monpetit@outre-mer.gouv.fr

Olivier PERNEZ

Chef du service des affaires
maritimes de Mayotte

Officier en chef de 1ére classe du
corps technique et administratif des
affaires maritimes

Ministere de I'Ecologie, de I'Energie,
du Développement Durable et de la
Mer

BP 37, 97615 Pamandzi

Phone: +269 02 69 60 31 38

Email:
olivier.pernez@developpement-
durable.gouv.fr

Emmanuel REUILLARD

Head of International, Maritime and
Antarctic Affairs

French Southern and Antarctic Lands
Rue Gabriel Dejean

97410 Saint-Pierre

La Réunion

Phone: +262 (0)2 62967830

Fax: +262 (0)2 62967755

Email: emmanuel.reuillard @taaf.fr

Laurent DEZAMY

Sales Manager / Fisheries
Geopositioning and Data Collection
Systems Division

8-10 rue Hermés

Parc technologique du Canal

31520 Ramonville Saint-Agne
Phone: +33 561 394 869

Fax: +33 561 394 797

Email: Idezamy@cls.fr

GUINEA - GUINEE
ABSENT.
INDIA - INDE

Head of Delegation
Tarun SHRIDHAR
Joint Secretary
Department of Animal Husbandry,
Dairying and Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
Room No .221-A, Krishi Bhawan
New Delhi - 110114
Phone: +91 11 23381994
Fax: +91 11 23070370
Email: tshridhar@gmail.com

INDONESIA - INDONESIE

Head of Delegation

Ms Erni WIDJAJANTI
Deputy Director for Fisheries
Resource Management
Indonesia EEZ and High Seas
Directorate General of Capture
Fisheries

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Email: erwijaya@yahoo.com

Alternate(s)

Ms Sri Dyah Retnowati SUSENO
PUTRI

Deputy Director for Fishing
Allocation

Directorate General of Capture
Fisheries

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Email: retnowatii@yahoo.com

Ms Fifi RIFIANI

Deputy Director for Monitoring of
Marine and Fisheries Resources
Directorate General of Surveillance
for Marine and Fisheries Resources
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Email:
rangga_16111989@yahoo.com

Saut TAMPUBOLON

Directorate General of Capture
Fisheries

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Email: s.tampubolon@yahoo.com

Ms Desri YANTI

Center for Analysis for International
Cooperation and Institution
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Phone: +62 21 3864293

Fax: +62 21 3519070 ext 7155
Email: desri_jasmin@yahoo.com

Andini FITRILIAH
Third Secretary (Politic Affairs)

Embassy of the Republic of Indonesia

400/50 Sarana Road

Colombo 7, Sri Lanka

Phone: +94 11 2674337

Fax: +94 11 2678668

Email: fitriliah97 @yahoo.com

Rayyanul Muniah SANGADJI
Directorate of Treaties on Political
Security and Territorial Affairs
Main Building 11th Floor,

JI, Taman Pejambon No.6

Jakarta - 10110

Phone: +62 21 3849618

Fax: +62 21 3524154

Email:
rayyanul.sangadij@kemlu.go.id

Mahrus AHYADI

Directorate General of Capture
Fisheries

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

Jalan Medan Merdeka Timur No16
Jakarta

Phone: +62 21 3521781

Fax: +62 21 3521781

Email: kin_djpt@yahoo.com

IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) -
IRAN (REPUBLIQUE ISLAMIQUE

Head of Delegation

Mohammad GHASEMI

Deputy of Fishing and Fishing
Harbours

Ministry of Jehad-e-Agriculture
Iranian Fisheries Organization
Phone: +982 166943984

Fax: +982 166943852

Email: ghasemi@mail.fisheries.ir ,
mghasemi36@yahoo.com

Alternate(s)

Reza SHAHIFAR

Iran Fisheries Organization

D. G. Conservation and
Rehabilitation of Marine Fine
Resources

West Fatemy Avenue, No,236,
Tehran

Phone: +989 123278012
Email: r.shahifar@gmail.com

Enayatollah KALANTARIAN
Phone: +982 1 88885538
Email: chabahartuna@yahoo.com

Alireza SEKAREEDI
Email: chabahartuna@yahoo.com

Ebrahim SHARIFIAN SANI
Operation and Technical Manager
Zardbaleh Industrial Tuna Fishing
Co.

Add. No. 32, Shahid Kolivand Alley,
North Sheykh Bahaee Ave
Vanak, Tehran

Phone: +982 1 88613701

Fax: +982 1 886 13700

Email: zitcoir@yahoo.com;
captsharif2000@yahoo.co.uk
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JAPAN - JAPON

Head of Delegation
Shingo OTA
Senior Fisheries Negotiator
International Affairs Division
Fisheries Agency
1-2-1 Kasumigaseki
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo
Phone: +81 3 3591 1086
Fax: +81 3 3502 0571
Email: shingo_oota@nm.maff.go.jp

Alternate(s)
Yujiro AKATSUKA
Senior Specialist
Far Seas Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency
1-2-1 Kasumigaseki
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo
Phone: +81 3 6744 2364
Fax: +81 3 3591 5824
Email:
yuujirou_akatsuka@nm.maff.go.jp

Kusui RYO

Fishery Division

Economic Bureau

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo

Phone: +81 3 5501 8338

Email: ryo.kusai@mofa.go.jp

Yasushi MARUYAMA
International Affairs Division
Fisheries Agency

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo

Phone: +81 2 3502 8460

Fax: +81 3 3502 0571

Email:
yasushi_maruyama@nm.maff.go.jp

Dr Tsutomu NISHIDA

Scientist

National Research Institute of Far
Seas Fisheries (NRIFSF),
Fisheries Research Agency (FRA)
5-7-1 Orido, Shimizu-Ward
Shizuoka-City, Shizuoka

Phone: +81 54 336 6052

Email: tnishida@affrc.go.jp

Masaaki NAKAMURA

Advisor

Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative
Association

31-1 Eitai 2-Chome

Koto-Ku, Tokuyo 135-0034
Phone: +81 03 5646 2382

Fax: +81 03 5646 2652

Email: nakamura@japantuna.or.jp

Kojiro GEMBA

International Division

Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative
Association

31-1 Eitai 2-Chome

Koto-Ku, Tokuyo 135-0034
Phone: +81 3 5646 2382

Fax: +81 3 5646 2652

Email: gemba@japantuna.or.jp

Chihiro KINO

Counsellor

Japan Far Seas Purse Seine Fishing
Association

6F Shonan Bldg

14-10 Ginza 1 Cho

Tokyo

Phone: +81 33 3564 2315

Fax: +81 33 3564 2317

Email: japan@kaimaki.or.jp

KENYA

Head of Delegation
Mohamed ABU CHIABA
Assistant Minister for Fisheries
Development
Ministry of Fisheries Development
Maji House
PO Box 58187
Nairobi
Phone: +254 20 2716103/85
Fax: +254 20 2730086

Alternate(s)
Mr Godfrey MONOR
Director of Fisheries
Fisheries Department
Ministry of Fisheries Development
Museum Hill
PO Box 58187
Nairobi 00200
Phone: +254 20 3742320
Fax: +254 20 3743699
Email: monorgv@gmail.com

Ms Santina MWANGI

Chief Finance Officer

Ministry of Fisheries Development
Nairobi

Email: santinamwangi@gmail.com

MADAGASCAR

Chef de Délégation
Simon RABEARINTSOA

Directeur Général de la Peche et des

Ressources Halieutiques
Ministére de la Péche et des
Ressources Halieutiques

BP 1699 (101) Antananarivo
Phone: +261 331411004

Email: rabearintsoasim@yahoo.fr

Suppléant(s)

Mamy RAMANANTSOA
Ministere de la Péche et des
Ressources Halieutiques
BP 1699 Antananarivo
Phone: +261 320248421

Harimandimdy RASOLONJATOVO
Chef du Centre

Centre de Surveillance de Péche
Ministere de la Péche et des
Resoruces Halieutiques

BP 60114 Antananarivo

Phone: +261 320746742

Email: rasolo.vevey@blueline.mg

Benedictu HUR

Chairman

Dae Young Fisheries Pty Ltd

Suite 9, 240 Longueville Road, Lane
Cove

NSW 2066 Australia

Phone: +61 2 9420 4002

Fax: +61 2 9420 3834

Email: daeyoung@bigpond.net.au;
ben@daeyougfisheries.com

MALAYSIA - MALAISIE

Head of Delegation

Abd. Rahman JAAFAR
Ministry of Agriculture

Alternate(s)

Mohd SUFIAN SULAIMAN

Head of Deep Sea and Tuna Fisheries
Section

Department of Fisheries Malaysia
Licensing and Resources
Management Division

Wisma Tani, Level 1, Block 4G2,
Precint 4

Federal Government Administrative
Centre

62628 Putrajaya

Phone: +603 8870 4440

Fax: +603 8889 1233

Email: sufsul01@dof.gov.my

Halim HAMAT

President

Malaysia Tuna Association

62A, Jalan SS 21/62

Damansara Utamaa 47400 Petaling
Jaya

Selangor Darul Ehsan

Phone: +603 7725 9218

Fax: +603 77268218

Email: halimkhahen@yahoo.com

Mohamed Kepli AHMAD
Director of BENA ATK Sdn. Bhd
Email: mdkepli@yahoo.com
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Jasmy Sadan SAGI

Managing Director

Tiara Hebat Sdn Bhd

No 458C, Lorong Stutong 14G
Woodland Height, Off Stutong
Samarahan Road 93359 Kuching,
Sarawak

Phone: +60 82 464842

Email: jasmysagi@yahoo.com.sg

Wagner SAHUI

Porbino Pty. Ltd

PT. Sumbawa Jutaraya

PO Box 168

Cherrybrook, NSW2126, Australia
Phone: +61 413 054 688

Email: wsahui@gmail.com

Ms Norlia FADIL
Managing Director of Kepli Holding
Sdn. Bhd

George MARTIN
Director of BENA ATK Sdn. Bhd
Sarawat

Awancy TAHIRON HAMLANI
Managing Director

Tahiron Enterprise Sendirian Berhad
No 158 Taman Sri Dagang

Jalan Masjid, Peti Surat 77

Pos Kod 97007 Bintulu

Sarawak

Phone: +60 086 318501

Fax: +60 086 318502

Email: tesh158@yahoo.com

MAURITIUS - MAURICE

Head of Delegation

Daroomalingum MAUREE
Director of Fisheries

Ministry of Fisheries and Rodrigues
Level 4. LICI Building

Port Louis

Phone: +230 2112470

Fax: +230 2081929

Email: dmauree@mail.gov.mu

Alternate(s)

Devanand NORUNGEE

Divisional Scientific Officer
Ministry of Fisheries and Rodrigues
Fisheries Division

Level 4, LICI Building

John Kennedy St

Port Louis

Phone: +230 211 0604

Fax: +230 211 2470

Email: cnorungee@mail.gov.mu

OMAN

Head of Delegation

Mr Ahmed AL-MAZROUAI
Director of Fisheries Development
Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries
Wealth

PO Box 374, Postal Code: 324
Muscat

Phone: +968 246888282

Email: ahmed483@omantel.net.om

Alternate(s)

Mohammed Said AL-MUSLIMANI
Executive Director

PO Box 1158, PC 114

Muscat

Phone: +968 99365034

Fax: +96t8 24711055

Email: mohamed.aba@hotmail.com

Said Ali AL ARAIMI

Chief Executive Officer

Rwad Al-Ibtkar Est.Trading

PO Box No. 300

P.C. 122 Mabella Industrial Area
Muscat

Phone: +968 24450069
Fax: +968 24450118
Email: areen.s595@hotmail.com

PAKISTAN

Head of Delegation

Hussain SHAUKAT

Director General

Marine Fisheries Department
Ministry of Livestock and Dairy
Development

Fish Harbour, West Wharf
Karachi-74000

Phone: +92 21 99214890-4

Fax: +92 21 99214895

Email: director_mfd@yahoo.com

Alternate(s)

Muhammad Asif RIAZ
Fisheries Development
Commissioner

Ministry of Livestock and Dairy
Development

SLSP Building, NARC,

Chak Shahzad

Islamabad

Phone: +92 51 9255821

Fax: +92 51 9255820

Email: asifriaz51@yahoo.com

Chad CHEN
Cosmic Trading Co.
Email: chadkchen@yahoo.com

Simon CHEN
Cosmic Trading Co.
Email: simo.chen@yahoo.com

PHILIPPINES

Head of Delegation

Benjamin Jr. TABIOS

Assistant Director for Administrative
Services

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources

Department of Agriculture

3rd Floor, PCA Bldg

Elliptical Road, Diliman, Quenzon
City, Manila

Phone: +63 2 9298390

Email: btabios@bfar.da.gov.ph

Alternate(s)

Severino Jr. ESCOBAR
Supervising Fishing Regulations
Officer

Fisheries Regulatory and Quarantine
Division

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources

Department of Agriculture
Manila

Phone: +63 02 455 1049

Fax: +63 02 426 6532

Email: jojo_escobar@yahoo.com

Richard SY

President

Philippine Taiyo Aqua Farming
Corporation

Suite 701 Dasma Corporate Ctr
#321 Dasmarinas St. Bdo
Manila

Phone: +63 2 2445563-65

Fax: +63 2 2445566

Email: syrichard139@gmail.com

REPUBLIC OF KOREA -
REPUBLIQUE DE COREE

Head of Delegation

Jang-Woo SEO

Director

International Fisheries Organization
Division

Ministry for Food, Agriculture ,
Forestry and Fisheries

88, Gwanmunro, Gwacheon-si,
Gyeonggi-do

Phone: +82 2 5002408

Email: icdmomaf@chol.com

Alternate(s)

Jong Soo HA

Deputy Director

International Fisheries Organization
Division

Ministry for Food, Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries

88, Gwanmun-ro, Gwacheon-si,
Gyeonggi-do

Phone: +82 2 500 2416

Fax: +82 2503 9174

Email: icdmomaf@chol.com
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Jeongseok PARK

Assistant Director

International Fisheries Organization
Division

Ministry for Food, Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries

88, GwanMun-Ro, GwaCheon-si
GyeongGi-do 427-719

Seoul

Phone: +82 2 500 2417

Fax: +82 2503 9174

Email: jspark3985@paran.com;
icdmomaf@chol.com

Dr Zang Geun KIM

Senior Scientist

Fisheries Resources Management
Division

National Fisheries Research and
Development Institute

152-1, Haeanro, Gijan-eup
Busan

Phone: +82 51720 2310

Fax: +82 51720 2377

Email: zgkim@nfrdi.go.kr

Kim HYOSANG

International Affairs Department 1
Korea Overseas Fisheries Association
6th fl. Samho Center Bldg A

275-1, Yangjae-Dong, SeoCho-Ku
Seoul

Phone: +82 2 589 1615

Fax: +82 2 589 1630-1

Email: coelho@kosfa.org

Ms Jung-re KIM

Advisor

International Fisheries Organization
Ministry for Food, Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries

88, GwanMun-Ro, GwaCheon-si
GyeongGi-do

Phone: +82 2 500 2418

Email: drew1126@naver.com

Jeong IL CHU

Fishery 1 Team/Manager
SAJO Industries Co., Ltd
157, Chungjeongno 2-ga,
Seodaemun-gu

Seoul

Phone: +82 10 2274 8853
Email: mata@sajo.co.kr

SEYCHELLES

Head of Delegation

Finley RACOMBO

Special Advisor to the Minister
(Natural Resources)

Chief Executive Officer
Seychelles Fishing Authority
Ministry of Investment and Natural
Resources and Industry

PO Box 449 Fishing Port
Mahé

Phone: +248 722366

Fax: +248 224508

Email: fracombo@sfa.sc

Alternate(s)

Roy CLARISSE

Deputy Manager Director
Seychelles Fishing Authority
Fishing Port, Victoria, Mahé,

Box 449

Phone: +248 670300

Fax: +248 224508

Email: rclarisse@sfa.sc; royc@sfa.sc

Vincent LUCAS

Manager - Research and
Development Division
Seychelles Fishing Authority
Fishing Port, Victoria, Mahé,
Box 449

Phone: +248 670300

Fax: +248 224508

Email: vlucas@sfa.sc

Ms Elisa SOCRATE
Fisheries Administrator
Seychelles Fishing Authority
Fishing Port, Victoria, Mahé
Box 449

Phone: +248 670300

Fax: +248 224508

Email: esocrate@sfa.sc

Jude TALMA

MCS Manager

Seychelles Fishing Authority
Mahé, Box 449

Phone: +248 670300

Fax: +248 224508

Email: jtalma@sfa.sc

Mr Rondolph PAYET

Chair, IOTC

Advisor — Regional Executive
Secretary SWIOFP

Phone: + 248 670 312

Email: rpayet@gmail.com

Richard TAN

Deepsea Fisheries Management Ltd
Chairman

Deepsea Tuna Longline (Seychelles)
Association

Deepsea Fisheries Management Ltd.
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APPENDIX II
OPENING ADDRESS BY DR DAMITHA DE ZOYSA, SECRETARY, MINISTRY OF
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Hon. Basil Rajapakse, Minister of Economic Development

Hon. Susantha Punchinilame, Deputy Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development
Mr Alijandro Anganuzi, Secretary General IOTC

Distinguished delegates from IOTC member countries

Honoured Guests, Ladies and Gentlemen

I am extremely happy to associate myself with this meeting and wish to thank my cabinet colleague,
Dr Rajitha Senaratne, Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development, for inviting me to
officiate this 15" Session of the 10TC, hosted by Sri Lanka for the first time. In fact, we would not
have been able to have a meeting of this magnitude, if not for the excellent leadership given by His
Excellency the President, who himself was once Minster of Fisheries.

As an island nation we are blessed with vast expanse of sea around our country rich in fish stocks.
Our people have sailed the oceans for trade for centuries, and have fished the oceanic waters around us
for thousands of years. Our sister maritime nations too possess similar history, background and
experience in this field as Sri Lanka does. In this context, | think this is a very important, crucial
meeting for Sri Lanka, and for all maritime nations in the region, as it is focused towards sustaining a
valuable marine resource, namely tuna, which accounts for nearly US$ 9 billion annual global trade,
for posterity and for our future generations.

Under the leadership of our President and his vision “Mahinda Chintana”, the entire country is making
steady progress. You can witness it yourself if you travel to remote areas of the country, especially the
North and the East. In fact, North and East which accounts for more than half of the country’s coast
line were key areas of fish production till the 70s, producing about half of country’s fish output. We
witnessed a drastic drop in production from these areas as a result of the unsettled conditions over the
last three decades with much loss of income and livelihood to the people in these areas. Our
government is now doing all what it could to redevelop these areas through improved infrastructure
and restoring the agriculture and fishery sectors to former glory that they enjoyed and beyond.

Tuna industry has developed globally since the 70s. Fleets have expanded at a rapid rate and have
become very efficient due to technological developments. In contrast, even today, our fleets are of
humble nature. Our catching sector largely consists of small ‘clusters’ of artisanal fleets, totaling
around 3,150 ‘Multi day’ boats generally based in rural locations with often inadequate infrastructure
and processing facilities. We have a bounden duty towards our people to ensure that they benefit from
the seas around us. At present, per capita intake of seafood in Sri Lanka is only around 31gms per day
and we hope to see that figure doubling to 60gms by 2013. Therefore, there is a great need for
increased catching capacity mainly to make available greater volume of seafood to our population. To
achieve this we have to increase our fish production to 686,000 metric tonnes by 2013 from the
present level of approximately 485,000 tonnes per annum, an ambitious plan indeed. While pursuing
this target we have to be mindful of issues such as sustainability, traceability and regulations. They all
must be addressed first.

The very high level of participation at this 15" session of the Commission meeting, with almost 250
delegates and observers from over 35 countries, shows the importance the Member countries and
associates attached to the meeting. | have no doubt that, during the five days of meeting sessions all
the current issues related to tuna resource management in the Indian Ocean will be addressed in an
efficient and fair manner primarily with the a view to enriching the food security, or rather “fish
security” of our populations and safeguarding our tuna resources for the posterity. I wish the meeting
all success and our friends from overseas a pleasant and enjoyable stay in Sri Lanka and in this historic
capital city of the country. Thank you.
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APPENDIX III
OPENING ADDRESS OF MR ANGANUZZI, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY OF THE
INDIAN OCEAN TUNA COMMISSION

Hon. Prime Minister of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka, Mr D M Jayaratne

Hon. Minister for Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development, Rajitha Senaratne

Hon. Minister of External Affairs, (Prof) G L Peiris

Hon. Minister of Economic Development, Basil Rajapakse

Hon. Deputy Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development, Susantha Punchinilame
Deputy Minister of Fisheries Comoros

Secretary, Ministry of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development, Dr Damitha de Zoysa

Mr Rondolph Payet, Chairman of IOTC

Distinguished Guests, Ladies and gentlemen

This a special occasion for me, that marks my return to the place where, fifteen years ago, | had the
privilege to work towards bringing into existence the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission. The almost two
years that | spent in Sri Lanka, were marked by difficult moments, but also very special memories that
will remain forever with my family. Today, | have the pleasure to see a Sri Lanka, that is leaving
behind the dark hours of the war, and looks at the future with hope.

Tuna fisheries will play an important role in securing a better future not only for Sri Lanka, but also
for other countries in the region. For this reason, as observers of this process from its beginning, it is
with satisfaction that we see the increasing engagement from the countries of the region in the IOTC
process. This has been clear as during the recent Technical Workshop on Allocation Criteria where
there was a lively and constructive debate on the most difficult issue facing an RFMO.

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission is unique amongst tuna RFMOs, for its diversity of cultures,
economic situations and development aspirations. It has the highest proportion of catches for the main
species coming from artisanal fisheries, and, on the other hand, a large proportion of the catches come
from areas beyond national jurisdiction. This diversity of experiences creates challenges that require a
clear understanding and a constructive debate between all stakeholders. If that does not happen, a way
forward will be difficult to find, and the IOTC process itself will be at risk with negative consequences
for all.

From the point of view of the Secretariat, this has been yet another year of intense work, in its
customary role of facilitator of the work of the IOTC Members. More so than ever as the previous
Session of the Commission resulted in a number of new initiatives that have re-energized the
Commission’s activities. The work of the Secretariat has extended beyond the traditional scientific
support, as we continue to work with Member states and other regional initiatives to promote better
compliance. The Secretariat has provided services to Member States, especially developing coastal
States, to assist in improving the level of compliance of all parties, and to promote a better
understanding of the requirements for an effective participation in the IOTC process. In what we hope
will constitute a model for future assistance, we have worked closely with officials from coastal
Member States providing constant feedback on a range of issues from technical support on
implementation issues to advice on legal and institutional frameworks. But, maintaining sustainability
of the tuna fisheries requires more than sound scientific advice and effective compliance.

Numerous challenges are ahead for Members and the Secretariat, from the renewed threat of piracy to
the dangers of misinformation in the markets about the condition of the stocks. As usual, we will be at
the service of the Members, with the hope of bringing a modest contribution to a process that we
believe in, a process that aims at achieving a sustainable utilization of resources and the protection of
the ecosystems.

In closing, | would like to express my gratitude to the staff of the local organizing committee who has
worked long hours to ensure the success of this meeting. This has been already a long week, and their
efforts have been much appreciated. Let us hope that we can enjoy another week of constructive work.

Thank you very much.
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APPENDIX IV
OPENING ADDRESS OF MR PAYET, CHAIRPERSON OF THE INDIAN OCEAN TUNA
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Dr Damitha de Zoysa, Secretary, Ministry of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development
Deputy Minister of Fisheries Comoros

Mr Alejandro Anganuzzi, Executive Secretary of IOTC

All Protocols observed

Distinguished Guests

Distinguished Representatives of Members

Invited observers

Ladies and gentlemen

Let me wish you all a very good morning and welcome to Colombo, Republic of Sri Lanka for the 15"
Session of the Indian Tuna Ocean Commission, despite of most of you have been here since the last
few days for the Compliance Committee, which | understand was very momentous.

On your behalf, I would like to express our deepest thanks to the Government of the Republic of Sri
Lanka for the kind hosting of this Commission meeting. The Government of Sri Lanka has provided
us, in this exquisite location and by the sea, excellent facilities for us to do our work. I’'m happy to
note the presence of almost all of our members that have gathered here to take stock of progress and
discuss the future management of this common and shared resource.

It is therefore a great honour for me to be addressing you today on the occasion of the opening of the
15" Session of the IOTC. It is in fact my last session as your Chair and | would like to take this
opportunity to extend to all of you my deepest appreciation and hopefully for the past sessions | have
served you in an even-handed manner. | shall endeavour to offer same during this session.

This 15" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission is again taking place against the backdrop of
a series of international and regional fisheries concerns. This is reflected in the need for us to
seriously look at compliance, stock management issues and improving the efficiency of the
organisation.

In this regard, we should not in the game of finger pointing but to work as a team to address the issues
facing the stocks of the Indian Ocean. Moreover members of this Commission must take their
responsibility seriously — this Commission is as good as it members. We may not be able to change
what others have done, but we can certainly change ourselves, focus on the future so that we bring
change. Each one of these sectors be it industrial or artisanal have huge role to play in management of
the tuna stocks and should be given equal attention, and neither of them should be overlooked or given
a carte blanche. In fact both sectors approximately harvest 50 % of the tuna resources. There is
Chinese’s saying that goes follows: The best time to plant a tree was 20 years ago. The next best time
is now. Let us not lose this opportunity to make a difference in future of our children in working
together as one team despite our differences.

On the aspirations of coastal states we have to be careful that we are not over zealous on how far we
expand these fisheries despite being legitimate. What | would like to see is that as the coastal countries
fisheries grow, the distant water fishing nations should provide the development space through a fleet
reduction programme. Even then, this is not carte blanche for coastal states to exponentially increase
fishing capacity beyond the limits of the stocks as laid down by the Scientific Committee.

This commission should look at ways to facilitate this development due to the transboundary nature of
these stocks as now there are clearly more players at the table, and | would call on the distant water
fishing nations to be considerate towards these aspirations.
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On other matters, as some of you may recall, the Performance Review of the IOTC looked at number
of areas where improvements may be required. It notes the IOTC Agreement is out-dated, as it does
not take account of modern principles for fisheries management. The absence of concepts such as the
precautionary approach and an ecosystem based approach to fisheries management are considered to
be major weaknesses. The limitation on participation to this RFMO, deriving from IOTC’s legal status
as an Article XIV of the FAO body, conflicts with provisions of United Nations Fish Stocks
Agreement (UNFSA) and prevents major fishing players in the Indian Ocean from discharging their
obligations to cooperate in the work of the Commission. It is has been more than two year since this
was discussed and | believe it should be revisited to discuss a way forward.

The Performance Review also considered the poor participation of coastal states in IOTC meetings
and this was addressed through a special fund to assist countries to participate and contribute to the
IOTC process. Equally we have reinforced the compliance committee so that it has more time to
deliberate on the issues. My view of compliance is that countries should be taken to task and they
should indicate clearly improvements rather than business as usual. This commission should not
entertain mediocrity. If there areas that assistance are required, this Commission, through its
secretariat, should facilitate assistance to the countries in meeting these goals. Business as usual
should longer be our target.

Ladies and Gentlemen we have a very difficult task ahead of us. We need to take decisions consistent
with the advice of the Scientific Committee. Furthermore, as a Commission we need to make a
difference and ensure we take decisions in support of sustainable use, conservation and management
of the Indian Ocean tuna resources. We have started the process to establish a quota system. | would
urge this Commission not abandon this process. It will certainly take longer than anticipated and a
painful journey but the rewards are high.

I would like to welcome the NGO’s, which have a keen interest in this organisation, also need to play
a greater role in ensuring the effectiveness of this organisation. | would also like to call upon all
partners to join hands with us in assisting the coastal states in the Indian Ocean to meet their
obligations under this organisation. It is no longer good enough to sit on the wall and criticise. That
said, | would however like to thank those who are already contributed significantly to the process of
the I0TC.

Finally let me thank Mr. Alejandro Anganuzzi and all his staff for past year's work, which is
commendable. 1 would also like to take this opportunity to officially welcome on board our new
Deputy Executive Secretary, Dr. David Wilson.

I look forward to working with all of you in an evenhanded and fair manner to achieve the desired
results. I hope you can count on me to guide you to achieve these results.

Last but not least | would like on your behalf to extend our deepest sympathy to people of Japan
following the devastating earthquake that hit the North — East of Japan the triggered a massive tsunami
with waves over 3 meters which resulted in loss of lives and material damage.

Our hearts go out to the entire Japanese community especially to the families of those who have lost
their lives. You are in our prayers and we stand by you as you go through this difficult period. |
propose we keep a minute of silence in recognizant of tragedy in Japan.

Thank you and enjoy yourself in enchanting Colombo. We cannot be in any better location to do our
work.
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APPENDIX V
OPENING ADDRESS BY THE HONOURABLE DR RAJITHA SENARATNE,
MINISTER OF FISHERIES AND AQUATIC RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT OF THE
DEMOCRATIC SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF SRI LANKA

Hon. D M Jaratne, Prime Minister of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka

Hon. (Prof) G L Peiris, Honorable Minister of External Affairs

Hon. Basil Rajapakse, Minister of Economic Development

Hon. Susantha Punchinilame, Deputy Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development
Dr Damitha de Zoysa, Secretary, Ministry of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources Development

Mr Alejandro Anganuzzi, Secretary General IOTC

Excellencies (IOTC Member countries)

Invited Guests

Ladies and Gentlemen

It gives me great pleasure to associate myself with this 15" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna
Commission or the IOTC. | am very happy to note the presence of nearly 250 delegates and observers
from nearly 35 countries with us this morning. This shows the importance the countries attach to
this meeting and their tuna resources.

From time immemorial, nations sitting in or bordering the Indian Ocean region have treated our
marine resources with respect, taking what we need and not more from the vast sea areas we are
endowed with. Most in the region were sea faring nations and they had the ability to fish to cater for
their needs.

However, things changed with population growth, industrialization, technological developments and
the growth of market economies. Technological developments in fishing in the 60s and 70s gave rise
to “killing machines” which were able to hunt fish with much speed and efficiency in any ocean,
taking thousands of tons in one run and doing many such runs in a month. | have been told that even
now much improved so called Super Seiners are being designed and built in many parts of the world
to hunt the already depleted fish stocks in our oceans. When we consider the fact that more than 75%
of the marine stocks are over fished and another 12% are fully utilized as per the Food and Agriculture
Organization, it is difficult to fathom the gluttonous behavior of some of our friends in the fishing
industry.

In contrast, even today, our fleets are of more humble in nature. Our catching sector largely consisting
of small ‘clusters’ of artisanal fleets, totaling around 3,150 ‘Multi day’ boats, generally based in rural
locations with often unsuitable infrastructure and processing facilities. We have a bounden duty
towards our people to ensure that they benefit from the seas around us. At present, per capita intake of
seafood in Sri Lanka is only around 31gms per day and we hope to see that figure double to 60gms by
2013. Therefore, the need for increased catching capacity is mainly to make available greater volume
of seafood to our population. To achieve this we have to increase our fish production to 686,000
metric tonnes by 2013 from the present level of close to 400,000 tonnes, an ambitious plan indeed,
while mindful of issues such as sustainability, traceability and regulation must all first be addressed.

We are a nation in a hurry. The country has lost years of development and billions of dollars as a
result of decades of terrorism. Our population is trying to rise as one nation putting aside pet
differences. Under the leadership of our President and his vision “Mahinda Chintana”, the entire
country is making steady progress. You can witness it yourself if you travel to remote areas of the
country, especially the North East. In fact, North and East which accounts for more than half of the
country’s coast line were key areas of fish production in the 70s, producing about half of country’s
fish production. We witnessed a drastic drop in production from these areas as a result of the unsettled
conditions in these areas over the last three decades with much loss of income and livelihood to the
people in these areas. Our government is now doing all what it can redevelop these areas through
improved infrastructure and reestablishing the agricultural and fisheries sectors to former glory or
even a higher pedestal.
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However, we have problems and hurdles to overcome. The recession in the developed world has
affected very much. We have lost tens of thousands of jobs as a result of losing EU GSP status.
However, we have no qualms about these and we have adjusted our marketing strategies to absorb
these unexpected shocks and to minimize the negative effects on our people. Many of our exporting
companies have gone bankrupt. In spite of all these odds, if we were to develop our nation, we need
catch up growth in all sectors of the economy, very much so in the fisheries sector, country’s third
most important contributor to economic growth, second only to agriculture and tourism.

WE are living in an era of uncertainties. In spite of technological developments in food production,
gone are the days of unchallenged food security. A few decades ago when some scientists predicted
future “food wars” nobody took their statements seriously. There were also predictions of “water
Wars” in times to come. I read somewhere that a Canadian scientists has predicted that there will be
no room for commercial marine fisheries by 2050!

Looking at the rapid rate of degradation and destruction in the environment around us and the apparent
depletion of marine fish resources the urgency of some solid plan of action cannot be overestimated.
In this context this meeting is much relevance to us in the Indian Ocean zone, which holds a much
cherished tuna resource, only second to the Western and Central Pacific by volume, but qualitatively |
believe, even richer. | have no doubt five days of meeting sessions will address all the current issues
related to tuna resource management in the Indian Ocean in an efficient, fair manner primarily with
the a view to enriching the food security, or rather “fish security” of our populations and safeguarding
our tuna resources for posterity. | wish the meeting all the success and our friends from overseas a
pleasant, enjoyable stay in Sri Lanka and in this historic capital city of the country.

Thank you.
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APPENDIX VI
AGENDA OF THE FIFTEENTH SESSION OF THE INDIAN OCEAN TUNA
COMMISSION

Opening of the Session

Adoption of the agenda and arrangements for the Session (I0TC-2011-S15-01rev2)
Admission of observers

Update on the Kobe process

Report of the 13™ Session of the Scientific Committee (I0TC-2010-SC-R)

Report of the Compliance Committee (I0TC-2011-CoC8-R)

Report of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance (I0TC-2011-SCAF8-
R)

Report of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (I0TC-2011-SS4-R)

IOMAC Recommendations (I0TC-2011-S15-05)
Information on management options for tuna and tuna-like species adopted in other tropical tuna
RFMOS (I0TC-2011-S15-Inf01)

Conservation and Management Measures

PropA On a Catch Documentation Scheme (Submitted by Japan)

PropB On a Regional Observer Scheme (Submitted by Japan)

PropC On the Prohibition of Fishing on Data Buoys (Submitted by Belize)

PropD concerning the Recording of Catch and Effort Data by Pole-and-Line fishing vessels in the IOTC
Area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

PropE concerning the Recording of Catch and Effort Data by Gillnet fishing vessels in the IOTC Area
of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

PropF On an IOTC tropical tunas — yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack -catch Documentation Programme.
(Submitted by the EU)

PropG On the Recording of Catch by Longline Fishing Vessels in the IOTC Area of Competence.
(Submitted by the EU)

PropH For the Conservation and Management of Swordfish in the IOTC Area of competence.
(Submitted by the EU)

Propl On the Conservation of Oceanic Whitetip Shark caught in Association with fisheries in the IOTC
Area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

PropJ On the Conservation of Hammerhead Sharks (family Sphyrnidae) caught in Association with
fisheries in the IOTC Area of Competence. (Submitted by the EU)

PropK On establishing a List of Vessels presumed to have carried out Illegal, Unregulated and
Unreported fishing in the IOTC area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

PropL Concerning the conservation of sharks caught in association with fisheries managed by IOTC.
(Submitted by Australia)

PropM On the recording of catch by fishing vessels in the IOTC Area of competence. (Submitted by
Australia)

PropN On establishing a programme for transhipment by large-scale fishing vessels. (Submitted by
Japan)

10. Progress in implementation of the recommendations of the Performance Review

Panel (1I0TC-2011-S15-06)

11. Election of the Chairperson and vice-Chairperson of the Commission for the next

biennium

12. Any other matters

Proposal for a Statement of IOTC on piracy in the western part of the IOTC area of competence (I0TC-
2011-S15-04)
Process for the election of the Executive Secretary
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13. Date and Place of the 14™ Session of the Scientific Committee and the 16™ Session of
the Commission

14. Adoption of the report
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APPENDIX VII
LIST OF DOCUMENTS / LISTE DES DOCUMENTS

Session
IOTC-2011-S15-01rev2 [E] Draft agenda of the Commission — 15™ Session
[F] Ordre du jour provisoire de la Commission — 15e Session
I0OTC-2011-S15-02 [E + F] List of documents / Liste des documents
I0OTC-2011-S15-03 [E + F] List of participants / Liste des participants
10TC-2011-S15-04 [E] Proposal for a Statement of IOTC on piracy in the western part of the
IOTC area of competence
[F] Proposition de déclaration de la CTOI sur la piraterie dans la zone de
compétence de la CTOI.
I0TC-2010-SC13-R [E] Report of the Thirteenth Session of the Scientific Committee
[F] Rapport de la Treizieme Session du Comité Scientifique
IOTC-2011-CoC8-R [E] Report of the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee
[F] Rapport de la huitieme Session du Comité d’ Application
IOTC-2011-SCAF8-R [E] Report of the Eighth Session of the Standing Committee on
Administration and Finance
[F] Rapport de la huitiéme Session du Comité Permanent d’ Administration
et des Finances
I0TC-2011-SS4-R [E] Report of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria
[F] Rapport du Comité Technique sur les Critéres d’ Allocation
IOTC-2011-S15-05 [E] IOMAC recommendations
[F] Recommandations IOMAC
IOTC-2011-S15-06 [E] Update on progress regarding Resolution 2009/01 on the performance

review follow-up

[F] Informations sur les progrés concernant la résolution 09/01 - sur les
suites a donner a l’évaluation des performances

I0OTC-2011-S15-07 [E] Additional information from Sri Lanka on the IOTC IUU provisional list

[F] Informations complémentaires du Sri Lanka concernant la Proposition de
Liste INN de laCTOI

I0OTC-2011-S15-08 [E] Additional information from IR of Iran on the IOTC IUU provisional list

[F] Informations complémentaires de la R.I. d’Iran concernant la Proposition
de Liste INN de la CTOI
I0OTC-2011-S15-09 [E] Extracts of the IOTC rules of procedure regarding the appointment of
the Executive Secretary.

[F] Extraits du réglement intérieur de la CTOI concernant la nomination du
Secrétaire Exécutif.

I0OTC-2011-S15-10 [E] Review compendium resolutions

[F] Elaboration d’un recueil des résolutions et recommandations de la CTOI
IOTC-2011-S15-11 [E] Certificate of sale Lingsar 08 (Indonesia)

[F] Certificat de vente du Lingsar 08 (indonésie)
IOTC-2011-S15-Inf01 [E] Information on management options for tuna and tuna-like species

adopted in other tropical tuna RFMOS

[F1 Informations sur les options de gestion des thons et des especes
apparentées adoptées par d’autres ORGP-thons

IOTC-2011-S15-Inf02 [E] Fleet Development Plan Maldives
I0OTC-2011-S15-Inf03 [E] Fleet Development Plan Iran
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Conservation and Management Measure Proposals / Propositions de mesures de conservation et de gestion

IOTC-2011-S15-PropA & [E] On a Catch Documentation Scheme (Submitted by Japan)
Addl [F] Sur un Programme de Documentation des Captures (Soumis par le
Japon)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropB, revl [E] On a Regional Observer Scheme (Submitted by Japan)
[F] Sur un Programme Régional d’Observateurs (Soumis par le Japon)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropC [E] On the Prohibition of Fishing on Data Buoys (Submitted by Belize)
[F] Sur I’interdiction de la péche sur les bouées océanographiques (Soumis
par Belize)

I0TC-2011-S15-PropD [E] concerning the Recording of Catch and Effort Data by Pole—and-Line

fishing vessels in the IOTC Area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Concernant I’enregistrement des données des prises et effort par les
canneurs dans la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par 1’UE)

I0TC-2011-S15-PropE [E] concerning the Recording of Catch and Effort Data by Gillnet fishing
vessels in the IOTC Area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Concernant I’enregistrement des données des prises et effort par les
fileyeurs dans la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par I’'UE)
IOTC-2011-S15-PropF [E] On an IOTC tropical tunas — yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack —catch
Documentation Programme. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Concernant un programme CTOIl de documentation des captures de
thons tropicaux —albacore, patudo et listao. (Soumis par I’'UE)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropG [E] On the Recording of Catch by Longline Fishing Vessels in the 10TC
Area of Competence. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Concernant I’enregistrement des données des prises et effort par les
palangriers dans la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par I’'UE)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropH, revl [E] For the Conservation and Management of Swordfish in the IOTC Area
of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Pour la conservation et la gestion des stocks d’espadon dans la zone de
compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par 1’'UE)

IOTC-2011-S15-Propl [E] On the Conservation of Oceanic Whitetip Shark caught in Association
with fisheries in the IOTC Area of competence. (Submitted by the EU)

[F] Sur la conservation des requins océaniques capturés de facon accessoire
dans les pécheries de la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par I’'UE)

I0TC-2011-S15-PropJ, revl [E] On the Conservation of Hammerhead Sharks (family Sphyrnidae) caught
in Association with fisheries in the IOTC Area of Competence. (Submitted
by the EU)

[F] Sur la conservation des requins marteaux (famille des Sphyrnidz)
capturés de fagon accessoire dans les pécheries de la zone de compétence de
la CTOI. (Soumis par I’'UE)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropK, revl [E] On establishing a List of Vessels presumed to have carried out Illegal,
Unregulated and Unreported fishing in the IOTC area of competence.
(Submitted by the EU)

[F] Visant a I’établissement d’une liste de navires présumés avoir exercé des
activités de péche illégales, non réglementées et non déclarées dans la zone
de compétence de la CTOI (Soumis par I’UE)

IOTC-2011-S15-PropL [E] Concerning the conservation of sharks caught in association with
fisheries managed by IOTC. (Submitted by Australia)

[F] Concernant la conservation des requins capturés en relation avec les
pécheries gérées par la CTOI (Soumis par 1’ Australie)
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10TC-2011-S15-PropM

E] On the recording of catch by fishing vessels in the I0TC Area of
competence. (Submitted by Australia)

[F] Concernant I’enregistrement des données des prises et effort par les
navires de péche dans la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par
1’ Australie)

10TC-2011-S15-PropMrevl,
rev2

E] On the recording of catch by fishing vessels in the IOTC Area of
competence. (Submitted by Australia and EU)

[F] Concernant I’enregistrement des données des prises et effort par les
navires de péche dans la zone de compétence de la CTOI. (Soumis par
I’ Australie et I’UE)

10TC-2011-S15-PropN

[E] On Establishing A Programme For Transhipment By Large—Scale
Fishing Vessels

[F] Etablissant un programme pour les transbordements des grands
navires de péche
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STOCK STATUS SUMMARY FOR THE IOTC SPECIES

Major stocks: These are the main stocks under exploitation by industrial and artisanal fisheries throughout the Indian Ocean, both in the high seas and in the EEZ of coastal countries. These stocks are the ones that have received, in general,
the highest fishing pressure in the region.

Average catch 2005-2009: 39,100t 2007 Stock size and fishing pressure were considered to be within acceptable limits in
Albacore Catch 2009: 40,700t 2008. Since then, a revision of the catch data for recent years has resulted in much | Stock status is uncertain and should be closely
Thunnus alalunda MSY: 28,260t-—34,415t higher catch estimates over the past five years compared with the historical | monitored to assess the impact of recent changes in
g Faoor/Fusy:  0.48-0.91 average. Mean weight and catch rates of albacore have been stable for over 20 | catch levels.
Booor/Bo:  >1 years.
Average catch 2005-2009: 114,600 t 2008 2009
Catch 2009: 102,200 t The stock is probably not overfished, and overfishing is probably not occurring.
Bigeye tuna MSY: 114,000 t (95,000t — However, the stock is probably near full utilization, and the possibility of | Bigeye catches in the Indian Ocean should be kept
Thunnus obesus 183,000 t) overfishing cannot be ruled out given the existing uncertainty, and the continuing | at or lower than the 2009 level of 102,000 t.
Faooe/Fmsy:  0.79 (0.50 — 1.22) observed decline in catch rates.
SB00s/SBmsy  1.20 (0.88 — 1.68)
- Average catch 2005720095 502,200 Skipjack is a highly productive species and robust to overfishing.
Skipjack tuna Catch 2009: 440,600 t - . . . .
: However, this does not exclude completely the possibility for skipjack to become | Stock status is uncertain and should be closely
Katsuwonus MSY: - - . e - S .
elamis FaoolFusys overfished. Recent trer_1ds in certain fisheries suggest that the situation of the stock | monitored.
P ) should be closely monitored.
SBa2oos/SBmsy  —
Average catch 2005-2009: 371,200 t Yellowfin catches in the Indian Ocean should not
Catch 2009: 288,100 t Stock is likely to be currently in, or approaching, an overfished state and increase beyond 300,000 t in order to bring the
! MSY:  320,000t® (258-347,000 t)* N y y In, or app 9. - - stock to biomass levels that could sustain catches at
Yellowfin tuna : 3 4 overfishing has probably been occurring in recent years. If fishing effort displaced . :
Thunnus albacares Faoos/Fusy:  0.99(0.85 - 1.39) because of the piracy problem returns to traditional fishing areas an increase in the MSY level in the long term. If recruitment
SBo0s/SBmsy  1.11° (0.93 — 1.25)* continues to be lower than average, catches below

Swordfish
Xiphias gladius

Average catch 2005-2009:
Catch 2009:
MSY:

Fao0s/Fumsy:
SB200s/SBwsy:

27,100t
22,100t

29,000 t (19,000 t-46,000 t)
0.79 (0.58-0.84)

1.31 (1.13-1.46)

catches could be expected.

300,000 t would be needed to maintain stock
levels.

The overall stock size and fishing pressure are estimated to be within acceptable
limits and the overall level of reduction in stock size probably does not represent a
conservation risk.

If the southwestern region is analysed as containing a separate stock, results
indicate that a substantive decline took place in that area, although recent declines
in catch and effort might have brought fishing pressure to sustainable levels.

If the recent declines in effort continue, and catch
remains below MSY, then there is no need to
introduce restrictive management actions in the
Indian Ocean as a whole.

Catches in the southwest region should not exceed
2008 levels of 6,400t

1 This indicates the last year taken into account for assessments carried out before 2010
2 This indicates the last year taken into account for assessments carried out in 2010
% Results obtained with a steepness of the stock-recruitment relationship of 0.8

4 Range for steepness values of 0.6, 0.7, 0.8 and 0.9
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Billfish (other than swordfish) : This category includes species that are not directly targeted by most fleets, but are caught as by—catch of the main industrial fisheries. They could be important, however, for localised small-scale and

artisanal fisheries (e.g. sailfish in the northern Arabian Sea and the Persian Gulf) or as targets in recreational fisheries (e.g. marlins)

Blue marlin Average catch 2005-2009: 9,350 t
Makaira nigricans Catch 2009: 8,583t
Black marlin Average catch 2005-2009: 5,069 t
Makaira indica Catch 2009: 5,410t
Striped marlin Average catch 2005-2009: 2,780 t
Tetrapturus audax Catch 2009: 2,500 t
Indo—Pacific

Sailfish Average catch 2005-2009: 24,768 t
Istiophorus Catch 2009: 23,220t

platypterus

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for any of these species in
the Indian Ocean and only preliminary stock indicators can be used. Aspects of the
biology, productivity and fisheries for these species combined with the lack of
data on which to base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable
concern.

Stock status is uncertain

Stock status is uncertain

Stock status is uncertain

Stock status is uncertain

Neritic tunas: These

are important species for small-scale and artisanal fisheries i

n the region, almost

always caught in the EEZs of 10 coastal states. They are caught only occasionally by

Catches are often reported as aggregates of various species, therefore making it difficult to obtain for stock assessment analyses.

industrial fisheries, almost never in the high seas.

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for bullet tuna in the Indian
Ocean, therefore the stock status is uncertain.

Catches of bullet tuna are variable but relatively low compared to the other neritic
species. The reasons for this are not clear: it may be problem related to reporting,

Bull_et tuna . Average catch 2005720095 4,302t or it may be a normal fluctuation in the fishery. Bullet tuna is a relatively | Stock status is uncertain
Auxis rochei Catch 2009: 4,317t - . . - - : . :

productive species with high fecundity and rapid growth and this makes it

relatively resilient and less prone to overfishing. Nevertheless, bullet tuna appears

to be an important prey species for other pelagic species including the commercial

tunas.
Frigate tuna Average catch 2005-2009:  33.240°t - . . . - . .
Auxis thazard Catch 2009:  33.550 t No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
Narrow—barred
Spanish mackerel Average catch 2005-2009: 110,800 t - . . . - . .
Scomberomorus Catch 2009 108,600 t No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
commerson
Kawakawa Average catch 2005-2009: 119,900 t No quantitative assessment is available. Catches have been relatively stable for Stock status is uncertain
Euthynnus affinis Catch 2009: 129,850t the past 10 years.
Longtail tuna Average catch 2005-2009: 103,800 t I . . . Lo . .
Thunnus tonggol Catch 2009: 122,400 t No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
Indo—Pacific king
mackerel Average catch 2005-2009: 38,000 t I . . . - . .
Scomberomorus Catch 2009 42330 t No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
guttatus

Sharks: Although they are not part of the original list of species under the IOTC mandate, sh

Members and Cooperating non—Contracting Parties are expected to report information at the same level of detail as for regular I0TC species, although there is still insufficient information

species caught in tun

a fisheries, but the list is not exhaustive.

arks are frequently caught in association with other species as by—catch, and often they are as much a target as tuna for some fleets. As such, IOTC
for formal assessments, The following are the main

Bll.Je shark Average catch 2005720093 Uncerta!n No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
Prionace glauca Catch 2009:  Uncertain

Silky shark . .

Carcharhinus Average catch 200572009: Uncerta!n No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
falciformis Catch 2009:  Uncertain

Oceanic whitetip Average catch 2005-2009:  Uncertain No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
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shark Catch 2009:  Uncertain

Carcharhinus

longimanus

Shortfin mqko Average catch 2005720093 Uncerta!n No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain

Isurus oxyrinchus Catch 2009:  Uncertain

Scalloped Average catch 2005-2009:  Uncertain - i i i indi i i

hammerhead shark : ; No quantitative assessment is available. No reliable indicators Stock status is uncertain
Catch 2009:  Uncertain

Sphyrna lewini

coding

Key to the colour

to1)

Stock being overfished
(Fyear/Fmsy larger or equal

than 1)

Stock not being
overfished (Fyea/Fusy less

Stock overfished
(SByea/SBusy less than 1)

Stock not overfished
(SByea/SBuwisy larger or
equal to 1)
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APPENDIX IX
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE THIRTEENTH SESSION OF THE SCIENTIFIC
COMMITTEE

(Note: paragraphs allusions refer to paragraphs in the Report of the 13th Session of the Scientific

Committee)

16.2. RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COMMISSION — GENERAL

1. The SC congratulated the Secretariat on the work conducted during 2010 and continues to strongly support
the reinforcement of the Secretariat as indicated in previous years and as recommended by the IOTC
Performance Review Panel in 2009.

ON BILLFISH

2. The SC recommended that the Commission consider appropriate Conservation and Management Measures

to control and/or reduce effort on the swordfish stock in the south—west Indian Ocean. (paragraph 39)

ON BYCATCH DATA

3.

The SC urged all CPCs to comply with data collection and reporting requirements as outlined in the
relevant Resolutions relating to ecosystems and bycatch. The SC stressed that this recommendation is made
by the WPEB and endorsed the SC every year since 2006 and, therefore, asked the Commission to consider
appropriate mechanisms to encourage members to comply with reporting requirements, and to provide
historical data. (paragraph 48)

The SC recommended that the actions described in Table 1, Table 2, Table 3 and Table 4 on sharks,
seabirds, marine turtles and marine mammals respectively, be taken by CPCs to improve the standing of the
data on non—tuna species held by the Secretariat. (paragraph 49)

ON SHARKS

5.

The SC recalled its previous advice that the fins to body ratio requirement has no clear scientific basis as a
conservation measure for sharks in the Indian Ocean, rather it appears to be aimed at slowing down the rate
of fishing or to deter finning. (paragraph 55)

Consensus was not reached as to replace the current 5% fin to body ratio rule by the landing of sharks with
fins naturally attached. The majority of the SC members agreed that the best way to reduce or avoid the
practice of shark finning, ensure accurate catch statistics, and facilitate the collection of biological
information is to ensure that all sharks are landed with fins naturally attached to the trunk. (paragraph 57)

The SC encouraged IOTC to take the lead in introducing innovative measures for discussion at this joint
TRFMO technical working group. (paragraph 59)

Although the SC could not reach consensus on a single approach, the SC proposed three options to be
envisaged by the Commission to progress on this issue (paragraph 65).

Option 1: The list of shark species contained in Resolution 08/04, requiring mandatory reporting in
longline logbooks, be revised to include eight additional species and species groups as follows:

Under Resolution 08/04 | Under new proposal
Common name Scientific name

Blue shark Blue shark Prionace glauca

Mako shark Mako sharks Isurus spp.

Porbeagle Porbeagle Lamna nasus
Great white shark Carcharodon carcharias
Crocodile shark Pseudocarcharias kamoharai
Thresher sharks® Alopias spp.
Tiger shark Galeocerdo cuvier

® As per IOTC Resolution 2010/12, catch of Thresher sharks have to be reported but not kept (i.e. released if alive of discarded if dead)
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10.

11.

12.

Oceanic whitetip shark | Carcharhinus longimanus
Other Requiem sharks Carcharhinus spp.
Hammerhead Sharks Sphyrna spp.

Other sharks Other sharks
Pelagic stingray Pteroplatytrygon violacea

Option 2: A second list of shark species to be included in Resolution 08/04 as a separate section
requesting CPCs to report on these additional species/groups on a voluntary basis until CPCs have the
capacity to better train crew to identify these shark species/groups. This option would not require
changing the current logbook:

Under Resolution 08/04 | Under new proposal

Common name Scientific name
Great white shark Carcharodon carcharias
Crocodile shark Pseudocarcharias kamoharai
No list to be recorded on | Thresher sharks® Alopias spp.
a voluntary basis in the Tiger shark Galeocerdo cuvier
current Resolution Oceanic whitetip shark | Carcharhinus longimanus
Other Requiem sharks Carcharhinus spp.
Hammerhead Sharks Sphyrna spp.
Pelagic stingray Pteroplatytrygon violacea

Option 3: The list of shark species contained in Resolution 08/04, requiring mandatory reporting in
longline logbooks, to be revised to include eight additional species and species groups, as in option 1,
EXCEPT for CPCs having a sufficient observer coverage that would be absolve of reporting on this new
extended list.

The SC noted requests made by several coastal states for technical support in obtaining training materials to
improve shark identification, and recommended that the identification cards under current development by
the Secretariat are finalized and circulated in 2011. (paragraph 67)

The SC recommended that shark assessment experts be identified by the Secretariat for participation at the
next WPEB and for consideration to be given to funding their attendance. (paragraph 69)

The SC recommended that the remaining CPCs provide updates on the progress of developing or
implementing NPOA—sharks at the WPEB in 2011. (paragraph 72).

The SC recommended that the IOTC should continue to collaborate with the CMS MoU on sharks
(paragraph 75).

ON SEABIRDS

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

The SC, with the exception of Japan, China and Korea, agreed that in the absence of any scientific
information on the effectiveness of line shooters in reducing incidental mortality of seabirds, line shooters
should be removed from the list of accepted seabird bycatch mitigation measures in Table 1 of Resolution
10/06 on reducing the incidental bycatch of seabirds in longline fisheries. (paragraph 84)

The SC agreed that a revisited line weighting regime should be pushed forward as an efficient mitigation
measure but recommended that more experiments are conducted in order to assess the impact on target
species. (paragraph 89)

The SC, with the exception of Japan, Korea and China, recommended that in the absence of any scientific
observation on the effectiveness of offal discharge management in reducing the incidental mortality of
seabirds, that it could be removed from the list of mitigation measures in Table 1 of the Resolution 10/06.
(paragraph 91)

From the above (paragr.84, 87 and 91), the SC will recommend a major revision of the current Resolution
10/06 on reducing the incidental bycatch of seabirds in longline fisheries once line weighting options are
assessed. (paragraph 92).

The SC urged the Secretariat to complete the seabird identification card project for the consideration of the
WPEB in 2011 (paragraph 95).

® As per IOTC Resolution 2010/12, catch of Thresher sharks have to be reported but not kept (i.e. released if alive of discarded if dead)
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18. The SC encouraged the CPCs to develop systems, such as retention of carcasses for later identification, or
establish photo identification processes, to improve identification of seabirds to species level, and
recommended for this to be reflected in paragraph 7 of Resolution 10/06. (paragraph 97).

19. The SC noted that 4 CPCs have developed and implemented NPOA-seabirds and that 1 is in the process of
finalizing its NPOA-seabird (Appendix VIII). (paragraph 100).

ON MARINE TURTLES

20. The SC recommended that the IOTC Secretariat, its CPCs and IOSEA, increase cooperation, in particular
with regard to reviewing and exchanging available information on tuna fisheries—marine turtle interactions
and mitigation, and that the Secretariat should attend the International Symposium on ‘Circle Hooks in
Research, Management and Conservation’ to be held in Miami, USA from 4-6 May 2011, and to report to
be to the WPEB in 2011 (paragraph 103).

21. The SC recommended that distant water fishing nations should join the IOSEA MoU, which had initially
been directed toward Indian Ocean coastal countries. (paragraph 104).

22. The SC recommended that the marine turtle identification sheets be finalized by the Secretariat before the
next Session of the WPEB, in cooperation with other relevant organizations. (paragraph 105).

23. The SC recommended that more marine turtle experts should participate at the next Session of the WPEB
(paragraph 106).

24. The SC recommended that marine mammal experts, for example from NGOs and IGOs with an interest in
the Indian Ocean such as International Whaling Commission, to be encouraged to participate in future
meetings of the WPEB (paragraph 109).

ON DATA COLLECTION AND STATISTICS

25. The SC endorsed the recommendations from the WPDCS, as presented in Appendix IV of the WPDCS
Report. In particular, the SC expressed some concerns about the timeliness of reporting of statistics from
some CPCs and the quality of datasets for some fisheries. The SC reiterated its concerns that late reporting
compromises the use of catches from recent years for stock assessment and provision of advice to the
Commission based on the most recent information. The SC expressed further concern that some parties
have failed to address recommendations for a number of years, recommending that these issues are brought
to the attention of the Compliance Committee. (paragraph 137).

26. The SC agreed on the usefulness of implementing a scoring system to assess the quality of the statistics
available at the IOTC, as proposed by the WPDCS, encouraging the IOTC Secretariat to continue with this
work (...).The SC requested the Secretariat to present a first attempt to the next meeting of the WPDCS or,
if time allows, to the next meeting of the WPTT. (paragraph 139).

27. The SC endorsed the minimum data requirements for gillnet and pole-and-line fisheries. In order to
complete this work, the SC recommended that this minimum requirement are translated into proposal of
Resolutions for the recording of catch by gillnet and pole—and line fisheries in the IOTC area for
presentation at the next meeting of the Commission. (paragraph 141).

ON PROGRESS IN ADDRESSING RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE KOBE |l WORKSHOPS AND OF THE PERFORMANCE
REVIEW PANEL

28. Regarding bycatch, the SC strongly endorsed the proposed concept of a Bycatch Joint Working Group, and
recommended the Secretariat and WPEB make all efforts to expedite its formation. The SC fully supported
participation that would facilitate better coordination and avoidance of duplication between t—-RFMOs.
However, the SC reminded that such a Bycatch Joint Working Group will not replace or undermine the
work of the WPEB of the IOTC..The SC strongly endorsed the proposal made that a Bycatch officer should
be hired as a permanent staff member of the Secretariat of each of the 5 tuna RFMOs, and developed ToR
for such an officer to be recruited at the IOTC Secretariat (Appendix 1X). This specialist should attend, with
the Chairman of the WPEB, future Kobe Bycatch meetings, and meetings of the Bycatch Joint Working
Group. (paragraph 149).

29. The SC strongly supported the recommendation to increase the IOTC staff resource and the proposal of the
Secretariat for a budget for the 2011-2012 biennium that would include additional professional staff
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(paragraph 151).

ON THE REGIONAL OBSERVER SCHEME

30. The SC endorsed the recommendation of the technical workshop that a list of accredited scientific observers
should be submitted to the Secretariat and recommended that CPCs do so within the best delays (paragraph
244).

31. The SC examined the Observer Trip Report Template produced by the technical workshop, however,
recognizing the difficulties for some CPCs to fill all the data fields as required, the SC recommended that
this template report should be used until it is revised at the next Session of the WPDCS in 2011 (paragraph
245).

ON THE SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS FOR 2011

32. The SC agreed to the following schedule of working party meetings for 2011 and recommended that is be
put before the Commission for endorsement at its 15th Session (paragraph 253).

33. The SC recommended that, together with the Working Party on methods, the tripartite meeting on the MSE
process with scientists, managers and representatives from the industry is organized. (paragraph 255).

34. For 2012, the SC recommended that the WPB, WPEB, WPTT, WPDCS and WPTe meet. (paragraph 256).

35. The SC recommended that its Fourteenth Session be held from 12th to 17th December 2011 (6 days) in
Seychelles and asked the Commission to consider holding its annual session not more than three months
after this time in order to be able to receive the most up—to—date advice and implement management
measures in a timely fashion (paragraph 257).

ON OTHER MATTERS

36. The SC recommended that the Commission considers developing a Monitoring Scheme to verify if CPCs
are taking all necessary steps to comply with IOTC Resolutions and other obligations relevant to the work
of the Scientific Committee, by identifying areas in which further work is needed and recommending
actions to be taken to address non—compliance. (paragraph 275).

16.3. RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE COMMISSION — ON THE STATUS OF THE STOCKS

TUNAS
ALBACORE TUNA (Thunnus alalunga)

The SC acknowledged the preliminary nature of the albacore tuna assessment in 2008, but noting the available
stock status information considers that the status of the stock of albacore is not likely to change markedly over
the next 2-3 years and if the price of albacore remains low compared to other tuna species, no immediate action
should be required on the part of the Commission. However, new information and estimation for the Indonesian
longline fishery has increase the total catch at levels above the estimated MSY.

The SC recommended that a new albacore tuna assessment be presented to the Scientific Committee at the latest
in 2011.
BIGEYE TUNA (Thunnus obesus)

Given the uncertainty on estimated MSY values and the levels of error in the nominal catch data for bigeye, the
SC recommended than catches are kept at a level not above the catch estimated at the moment of the assessment
for 2009, i.e. 102,000 t. This value should give low probability of catches exceeding MSY.

SKIPJACK TUNA (Katsuwonus pelamis)

Given the limited nature of the work carried out on the skipjack in 2010, no management advice is provided for
the stock.
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YELLOWFIN TUNA (Thunnus albacares)

The SC considers that the stock of yellowfin has recently become overexploited or is very close to be so.
Management measures should be continued that allow an appropriate control of fishing pressure to be
implemented.

At this moment, the effect of time—area closures cannot be directly translated into management quantities of
direct effect on the status of the stock, such as catches or fishing mortality, so their possible effect on the future
evolution of the stock cannot be evaluated.

The SC recommends that catches of yellowfin tuna in the Indian Ocean should not increase beyond 300,000 t in
order to bring the stock to biomass levels that could sustain catches at the MSY level in the long term. If
recruitment continues to be lower than average, catches below 300,000 t would be needed to maintain stock
levels.

The SC recommends that the situation of this stock is closely monitored.

SOUTHERN BLUEFIN TUNA (Thunnus maccoyii)
Manage by the CCSBT.

BILLFISH
SWORDFISH (Xiphias gladius)

If the recent declines in effort continue, and catch remains substantially below the estimated MSY of 29,000 t,
then there is probably no urgent need to introduce restrictive management actions to the Indian Ocean as a
whole. However, continued monitoring is required to manage the uncertainty.

It is recommended that catches in the south west should be maintained at levels at or below those observed in
2008 (6,426 t), until either i) there is clear evidence that substantial rebuilding is occurring (through recruitment
or immigration) or ii) further analyses indicate that the current assessment is inappropriate.

BLACK MARLIN (Makaira indica)

No guantitative stock assessment is currently available for black marlin in the Indian Ocean, and due to a lack of
fishery data for several gears, only preliminary stock indicators can be used. Therefore the stock status is
uncertain. However, aspects of the biology, productivity and fisheries for this species combined with the lack of
data on which to base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable concern. Research emphasis on
improving indicators and exploration of stock assessment approaches for data poor fisheries are warranted.

BLUE MARLIN (Makaira nigricans)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for blue marlin in the Indian Ocean, and due to a lack of
data for several gears, only preliminary stock indicators can be used. . Therefore the stock status is uncertain.
However, aspects of the biology, productivity and fisheries for this species combined with the lack of data on
which to base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable concern. Research emphasis on improving
indicators and exploration of stock assessment approaches for data poor fisheries are warranted.

STRIPED MARLIN (Tetrapturus audax)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for striped marlin in the Indian Ocean, and due to a lack
of fishery data for several gears, only preliminary stock indicators can be used. Therefore the stock status is
uncertain. However, aspects of the biology, productivity and fisheries for this species combined with the lack of
data on which to base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable concern. Research emphasis on
improving indicators and exploration of stock assessment approaches for data poor fisheries are warranted.

INDO—PACIFIC SAILFISH (Istiophorus platypterus)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for Indo—Pacific sailfish in the Indian Ocean, and due to
a paucity of data there a no stock indicators that are considered to be reliable, therefore the stock status is
uncertain. However, aspects of the biology, productivity and fisheries for this species combined with the lack of
data on which to base a more formal assessment is a cause for considerable concern. Research emphasis on
improving indicators and exploration of stock assessment approaches for data poor fisheries are warranted.
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NERITIC TUNAS
BULLET TUNA (Auxis rochei)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for bullet tuna in the Indian Ocean, therefore the stock
status is uncertain. The SC notes the catches of bullet tuna are typically variable but relatively low compared to
the other neritic species. The reasons for this are not clear: it may be problem related to reporting, or it may be a
normal fluctuation in the fishery. Bullet tuna is a relatively productive species with high fecundity and rapid
growth and this makes it relatively resilient and less prone to overfishing. Nevertheless, bullet tuna appears to be
an important prey species for other pelagic species including the commercial tunas.

The SC recommended that bullet tuna be reviewed at the first meeting of the IOTC Working Party on Neritic
Tunas.

FRIGATE TUNA (Auxis thazard)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for the frigate tuna in the Indian Ocean, therefore the
stock status is uncertain. This species is a relatively productive species with high fecundity and rapid growth and
this makes it relatively resilient and not prone to overfishing. Nevertheless, frigate tuna appears to be an
important prey species for other pelagic species including the commercial tunas.

The SC recommended that frigate tuna be reviewed at the first meeting of the IOTC Working Party on Neritic
Tunas.

INDO—PACIFIC KING MACKEREL (Scomberomorus guttatus)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for the Indo—Pacific king mackerel in the Indian Ocean,
therefore the stock status is uncertain. This species is a relatively productive species with high fecundity and
rapid growth and this makes it relatively resilient and not prone to overfishing.

The SC recommended that indo—pacific king mackerel be reviewed at the first meeting of the IOTC Working
Party on Neritic Tunas.

KAWAKAWA (Euthynnis affinis)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for kawakawa in the Indian Ocean, therefore the stock
status is uncertain. The SC notes that catches have been relatively stable for the past 10 years.

The SC recommended that kawakawa be reviewed at the first meeting of the IOTC Working Party on Neritic
Tunas.

LONGTAIL TUNA (Thunnus tonggol)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for longtail tuna in the Indian Ocean, therefore the stock
status is uncertain. The SC notes the catches of longtail tuna are increasing.

The SC recommended that longtail tuna be reviewed at the first meeting of the IOTC Working Party on Neritic
Tunas.

NARROW-BARRED SPANISH MACKEREL (Scomberomorus commerson)

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for narrow—barred Spanish mackerel tuna in the Indian
Ocean, therefore the stock status is uncertain. The SC notes that Spanish mackerel is a relatively productive
species with high fecundity and this makes it relatively resilient and less prone to overfishing.

The SC recommended that narrow—barred Spanish mackerel be reviewed at the first meeting of the 10TC
Working Party on Neritic Tunas.

SHARKS

The SC recommended that mechanisms are developed by the Commission to encourage CPCs to comply with
their reporting requirement on sharks.

The SC agreed that three options should be considered for amendment of Resolution 08/04 concerning the
recording of the catch by longline fishing vessels in the IOTC area in order to improve data collection and
statistics on sharks that would allow the development of stock status indicators.
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MARINE TURTLES

The SC recommended that mechanisms are developed by the Commission to encourage CPCs to comply with
their reporting requirement on marine turtles. The SC also recalled its recommendation from 2009 that
Resolution 09/06 does apply to leatherback turtles in its entirety, and that the term ‘hard—shelled’ should be
removed from Resolution 09/06 when the resolution is revised.

SEABIRDS

The SC recommended that mechanisms are developed by the Commission to encourage CPCs to comply with
their reporting requirement on seabirds.

The SC recommended that a major revision of the Resolution 10/06 on reducing the incidental bycatch of
seabirds in longline fisheries should be considered, in the near future, once its impact is examined. Such
revision may include the removal of the use of line shooters and offal management from the list of seabird
mitigation measures.
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APPENDIX X
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE COMPLIANCE
COMMITTEE

Note: Appendix reference refer to the Report of the Eighth Session of the Compliance Committee
(10TC-2011-CoC8-R)

Overview of the implementation of IOTC Conservation and Management Measures

CoC8.01 (para 8): The Committee recommended that a revised Compliance Reporting template
(Appendix 1V) be adopted for use in preparing reports for the next Compliance
Committee meeting.

Country based compliance reports

Co0C8.02 (para 19): The Committee recommended that the Commission agree to the development
and distribution of letters of concern, highlighting areas of non—compliance to relevant
CPCs.

Co0C8.03 (para 20): The Committee recommended that to maintain transparency in the process,
each letter of concern should also be circulated via an IOTC circular.

CoC8.04 (para 21): The Committee recommended that the Commission note the list of issues
identified by the Chair of the Committee during the Compliance Committee meeting.

Co0C8.05 (para 22): The Committee recommended that the Commission consider endorsing the
template, provided at Appendix VI, for use in developing letters of concern.

Deliberations in relation to Resolution 09/03 On establishing a list of vessels presumed to have
carried out illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing in the IOTC area.

Co0C8.06 (para 25): The Committee recommended that the Commission consider delisting the
Parsian Shila from the IOTC IUU list, taking into account the administrative oversight
nature of the infringement, noting that vessels listed on the IOTC 1UU list should not
engage in any fishing activities while they are on the list and that flag states should
ensure that this is enforced.

CoC8.07 (para 27): The Committee recommended that the Commission consider delisting the
Rwad 1 from the 1I0TC IUU list, considering that Oman provided enough evidence
showing that the vessel is not engaged in IUU activities.

CoC8.08 (para 28): The Committee recommended that Oman send an official letter to the
Malaysian authority responsible, requesting clarification on the origin of the fish found
onboard the Rwad 1. In addition, the Committee request notification of when the fish
are destroyed.

CoC8.09 (para 31): The Committee recommended that the Commission consider delisting the
Lingsar 08 from the IOTC IUU list during the inter—sessional period, if Indonesia were
to provide documentation certifying a change of ownership.

CoC8.10 (para 33): As no further information was provided to the Compliance Committee during
its deliberations, the Committee recommended that the vessel [Hoom Xiang 1] remain
on the 1UU list.

CoC8.11 (para 34): The Committee recommended that the Chair of the Committee write a letter
to the Malaysian authority reminding them that it is the prime responsibility of the flag
state to take actions against lUU activities.

Co0C8.12 (para 41): The Committee recommended that the Suratha, Lakshani, Sulara 3, Chandra
Kala, Lek Sauro, Madu Kumari 2, Anuka Putha 1, Sudeesa Marine 5, Rashmi, Chmale,
and the Randika Putha 1, be retained on the provisional IOTC IUU list, which will be
forwarded to the Commission for its consideration, in conjunction with the additional
information tabled by Sri Lanka should constitute a basis for a decision on the possible
listing of the vessels on the IOTC IUU list.
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Co0C8.13 (para 48): The Committee recommended that the Payam be retained on the provisional
IOTC IUU list, which will be forwarded to the Commission for its consideration, in
conjunction with concrete evidence of the actions and measures to be taken by Iran, at
the 15" Session of the IOTC, for a decision on the possible listing of the Payam, on the
IOTC IUU list.

Presumed 1UU fishing activities reported by observers under the IOTC Transhipment Programme

CoC8.14 (para 59): The Committee recommended that the Commission provide guidance
concerning the status of the information provided by observers participating in the
IOTC at sea transhipment program, in particular, the confidentiality rules to be applied,
and the procedure to be followed upon receiving information from observers regarding
irregular activities by fishing vessels involved in transhipment operations.

Review of Requests for Access to the Status of Cooperating Non—Contracting Party

CoC8.15 (para 62): The Committee recommended that the Commission considers renewing the
status of Maldives as a Cooperating non—Contracting Party.

Co0C8.16 (para 66): The Committee recommended that the Commission considers granting
Mozambique the status of Cooperating non—-Contracting Party.

CoC8.17 (para 69): The Committee recommended that the Commission considers renewing the
status of Senegal as a Cooperating non—Contracting Party.

Co0C8.18 (para 72): The Committee recommended that the Commission considers renewing the
status of South Africa as a Cooperating non—Contracting Party.

Update on progress regarding Resolution 09/01 — On the performance review follow—up

Co0C8.19 (para 75): The Committee noted the status of implementation and recommended that the
document, provided at Appendix VII, be forwarded to the Commission for its
information.
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APPENDIX XI

DRAFT — COUNTRY BASED COMPLIANCE REPORT — TEMPLATE

1I0TC COMPLIANCE REPORT TEMPLATE
PREPARED BY THE IOTC SECRETARIAT

Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

IOTC Compliance Report for XXXX Date: CoC XX
N° | Res. | Information required | Deadline/ | Observation from IOTC Status’ | Observation from CPCs Items of concern
Remark Secretariat (current year)
Implementation obligations
1 | Art. | Implementation report C
10 (for current meeting)
2 | 10/09 | Compliance N/C
guestionnaire
3 | 09/02 | Fleet Development Plan | 31.12.2009 N/A
(FDP) [10 years]
07/01 | Nationals L
09/05 | Driftnets PC
10/01 | Closure > 45 days

10/06 | Seabirds on LL

09/06 | Marine turtles

09/04 | Sampling programme As soon as
possible

10/12 | Thresher sharks

Management Standards

01/02 | Management Standards
(MS)

e Documents on

" C = Compliant; N//C= Non-compliant; N/A = Not Applicable; L = Late; PC = Partially compliant
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board

e Marking of vessels
and gears

e Logbook on board > 24
05/07 | Annual reporting
Reporting on Vessels
10/08 | Active vessels (year) 15.02 List (year)
09/02 | Reference Capacity
e Tuna (2006) | 31.12.2009 | Number
e SWOJ/ALB (2007) [24] Number
07/02 | Authorized vessels [24] Number (year)
(year)
10/07 | Foreign vessels licensed 15.02 List (year)
in EEZ
VMS
06/03 | VMS on board >15m
10/01 | Summary of VMS Previous
record year
Reporting on Catch
10/02 | Nominal catch 30.06
/species/gear
Catch/effort /species
e PS 30.06
e LL 30.12
e Coastal fisheries 30.06
Size frequency 30.06
FAD 30.06
05/05 | By—catch of sharks
09/06 | By—catch of sea turtles
10/06 | By—catch of seabirds
10/03 | PS — aggregated 30.06
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logbook data
08/04 | LL — aggregated 30.06
logbook data
IUU Vessels
09/03 | 1UU listing
10/01 | Area closure PS
Area closure LL
Observers
08/02 | ROP — Transhipments
10/04 | Regional Observer
Scheme
e 5% Mandatory, at [24]
sea
e 5% Phasing in, at 2013
sea [<24]
e 5 % Artisanal
landings
Statistical document
01/06 | Bigeye tuna
1% Semester report
2"! Semester report
Annual report
Port inspection
05/03 | Port inspection 01.07
programme
10/11 | PSM — designated ports 31.12.10
PSM implementation 01.03.11
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APPENDIX XII

IOTC IUU VESSELS LIST
Current name of Date first included Call sign Owner / beneficial Operator
vessel ( ?g\:{:gg ;I:gs) on IOTC IUU Llﬁﬁ?:'i)le'\:lo Photo (previous call owners (previous (previous Sum;235¥t?gsluu
(previous names) P g Vessels List signs) owners) operators)
Unknown Contravention of IOTC
Ocean Lion (Equatorial June 2005 7826233 - Resolution 02/04, 02/05,
Guinea) 03/05.
Yu Maan Won Unknown May 2007
(Georgia)
Gunuar Melyan 21 Unknown June 2008
Yes. Refer to the . . .
. Unknown Hoom Xiang Industries Contravention of IOTC
Hoom Xiang 11 (Malaysia) March 2010 report of th_e Sdn. Bhd. Resolution 09/03
European Union
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APPENDIX XIII
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE
ON ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

Note: Appendix reference refer to the Report of the Eighth Session of the Standing Committee on
Administration and Finance (I0TC-2011-SCAF8-R)

Progress report of the Secretariat

SCAF8.01 (para 13): The Committee noted the progress report of the Secretariat for 2010 and
recommended that every effort be made to expedite the recruitment of new staff to the
Secretariat, taking into account current delays in the FAO recruitment procedures.

SCAF8.02 (para 14): The Committee recommended that the Secretariat expedite the development
of a new website for the IOTC, noting that the current website is cumbersome, difficult
to navigate, and in some cases, provides out—dated information.

Financial statement

SCAF8.03 (para 22): The Committee recommended that the Commission consider developing and
transmitting a letter of concern to FAO, outlining the IOTC’s dissatisfaction with the
fact that FAO did not send an official representative to the 15" Session of the IOTC.

Programme of Work and Budget for 2011 and 2012

SCAF8.04 (para 31): Noting the absence of a representative from FAO, the Committee
recommended that the Commission consider requesting FAO provide a report at the
next Session detailing its contribution to the Commission, and that the progress report
of the Secretariat should also reflect the contributions received from FAO.

SCAF8.05 (para 32): Noting the increased workload of the Secretariat in relation to compliance
activities, which is a direct function of the work assigned by the Commission in recent
Conservation and Management Measures, the Committee recommended that a new
professional post (Compliance Officer) be approved by the Commission, noting the
terms of reference provided at Appendix Il1.

SCAF8.06 (para 33): The Committee recommended that the Commission determine if an audit of
CPC contributions, both direct and indirect, would be possible, for presentation to the
Committee at its next session.

SCAF8.07 (para 34): The Committee recommended that the Commission adopt the budget for and
the scheme of contributions for 2011 as outlined in Appendix V and Appendix VI
respectively.
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APPENDIX XIV
BUDGET FOR 2011 AND INDICATIVE BUDGET FOR 2012 (IN USD)

Budget item description 2011 2012

Administrative Expenditures
Gross salary costs (before deductions)
Professional

Executive Secretary 160,836 168,878
Deputy Secretary 144,000 151,200
Data Coordinator 130,296 136,811
Fisheries Statistician 60,000 78,000
Compliance Coordinator 88,764 93,202
Compliance Officer 60,000 78,000
Stock Assessment Expert 95,376 100,145
Fisheries Expert 75,708 79,493
General Service
Administrative Assistant 7,788 8,177
Compliance Assistant 6,432 6,754
Programme Assistant 6,696 7,031
Database Assistant 8,280 8,694
Bilingual Secretary 5,400 5,670
Driver 4,980 5,229
Overtime 5,000 5,250
Total Salary costs 919,556 965,534
Employer contributions to Pension Fund and health 241,000 253,050
insurance
Employer contribution to FAO entitlement fund 237,612 249,493
Total staff costs 1,338,168 1,390,076

Expenditure for Activities
Operating Expenditures

Support Capacity Building 60,000 78,000
Consultants 48,825 51,266
Duty travel 230,000 241,500
Meetings 70,000 73,500
Interpretation 120,000 126,000
Translation 90,000 94,500
Equipment 25,000 26,250
General Operating Expenses 48,000 50,400
Printing 30,000 31,500
Contingencies 5,250 5,513
Total Operating Expenditures 727,075 778,429
SUB-TOTAL 2,065,243 2,168,505
Additional Contributions Seychelles (12,500) (12,500)
FAO Servicing Costs 92,936 97,583
GRAND TOTAL 2,145,679 2,253,588
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APPENDIX XV
SCHEME OF CONTRIBUTIONS FOR 2011

World Bank Average catch S
Country Classification Me(r)nigrzhi for 2006-2008 Cont(?r']bﬂtslg;
in 2008° P~ (in metric tons)

Australia High Yes 6,185 $108,552
Belize Middle No 926 $37,344
China Middle No 93,821 $68,009
Comoros Low No 12,380 $20,690
Eritrea Low No 751 $16,851
European Union High Yes 242,371 $498,375
France(Terr) High Yes 8,192 $111,864
Guinea Low No 676 $16,827
India Middle No 149,950 $86,537
Indonesia Middle No 272,755 $127,075
Iran, Islamic Republic of Middle No 167,929 $92,472
Japan High Yes 48,744 $178,794
Kenya Low No 2,010 $17,267
Korea, Republic of High Yes 5,326 $107,135
Madagascar Low No 12,108 $20,600
Malaysia Middle No 23,244 $44,711
Mauritius Middle No 1,833 $37,644
Oman High No 34,224 $109,641
Pakistan Middle No 29,026 $46,620
Philippines Middle No 3,537 $38,206
Seychelles Middle No 70,151 $60,195
Sierra Leone Low No Below 400 t $7,663
Sri Lanka Middle No 130,325 $80,059
Sudan Middle No Below 400 t $28,098
Tanzania Low No 3,576 $17,784
Thailand Middle No 36,740 $49,166
United Kingdom(Terr) High Yes Below 400 t $89,403
Vanuatu Middle No Below 400 t $28,098

Total 2,145,680

® In 2008, the World Bank classified countries as low income if the per capita GNI was less than US$975; as
high income if it was higher than US$11,906, and as middle income those countries with per capita GNI
between US$936 and US$11,906.
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APPENDIX XVI
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE FOURTH SPECIAL SESSION ON ALLOCATION
CRITERIA

SS4.1 (para 26): A quota allocation system should be structured around guiding principles (e.g.
sustainable fisheries, equitable distribution of the benefits, etc.); the allocation criteria (e.g.
catch history, socio—economic status, geographical location, etc.); and indicators that quantify
each of the allocation criteria (e.g. catch by area or catch by flag, population size, human
development indicators, size of the EEZ in the Indian Ocean, etc.). A formula that combines
all these elements would be used to derive a baseline allocation.

SS4.1 (para 27): This baseline would be adjusted according to defined correction factors (e.g.
membership status, compliance status, etc.) in order to obtain a final allocation for each
eligible CPC.

SS4.1 (para 28): Rules of implementation could be defined to regulate the manner in which the
allocation is placed into effect by each CPC (e.g. transfer (lease of quota), submission of a
utilization plan, any additional monitoring requirements to ensure correct reporting of
compliance with the allocation system).

SS4.1 (para 29): The following is a non—exhaustive list of the elements of a quota allocation system
that were discussed and received support. The allocation system should include principle
such as:

a. contribute to the sustainable utilization of the resource,

b. allocate fair and equitable fishing opportunities to all participants,

c. recognize the rights of both coastal states and distant water fishing nations,

d. take into account the aspirations of coastal states, including to develop further their
fishing opportunities,

and criteria such as:

e. socio—economic factors, such as dependency of coastal state economies on tuna
and tuna—like fisheries, and investments made in tuna sector,

f. the compliance record/status,

g. provide incentives for compliance with IOTC conservation and management
measures
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APPENDIX XVII
CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES ADOPTED DURING THE
SESSION

RESOLUTION 11/01
REGARDING CONSOLIDATION OF IOTC RESOLUTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC),

RECOGNIZING the desirability of improving the coherence and accessibility of its recommendations
and resolutions;

ALSO RECOGNIZING that the complexity of this work may have many implications, such as those
of a legal, procedural or practical nature;

RESOLVES THAT:

1. A Working Group meeting of interested Contracting Parties and Cooperating non—-Contracting
Parties should be held [date to be decided] in [location to be decided] to consider the
development of a Compendium of IOTC Resolutions and Recommendations.

2. The Working Group should consider the structure for such a Compendium as well as any
overall issues entailed in reflecting the resolutions and recommendations in a Compendium,
including how best to preserve their respective non— binding and binding nature.

3. The Working Group should determine if the draft Compendium is an appropriate structure for
a future Compendium and whether it accurately reflects the 10TC recommendations and
resolutions currently in force. The Working Group should recommend to the Commission
alterations of an editorial nature to improve the structure and/or drafting of the text and
remove inconsistencies and redundancies.

4. The Working Group should also identify issues raised by its review where further guidance is
required from the Commission and make recommendations to the Commission on how these
issues may be addressed.

The Working Group should also recommend to the Commission a process for the incorporation of new
decisions taken by the Commission into the compiled text.
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REsoLUTION 11/02
ON THE PROHIBITION OF FISHING ON DATA BUOYS

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC),

AWARE that many nations, including CPCs of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC), operate
and deploy data buoys throughout the IOTC area of competence and oceans worldwide to gather
information used to make improved weather and marine forecasts, provide assistance to fisheries by
generating data on sea surface and subsurface measurements, provide assistance to search and rescue
efforts at sea, and collect critical data used to conduct research on meteorological and oceanographic
topics and climate prediction;

KNOWING that highly migratory species, in particular tuna species, aggregate in the vicinity of data
buoys;

RECOGNIZING that the World Meteorological Organization and the Intergovernmental
Oceanographic Commission have determined that damage caused to data buoys by fishing vessels are
significant problems in the Indian Ocean and worldwide;

CONCERNED that damage to data buoys results in significant loss of data critical to weather
forecasting, to the study of marine conditions, to tsunami warnings, to support for search and rescue
efforts at sea, and that Commission Members and non-members expend considerable time and
resources to locate, replace and repair damaged or lost data buoys;

ALARMED that the loss of data critical to the study of marine conditions because of damage to data
buoys undermines analyses by I0TC scientists seeking better understanding of tuna habitat use and the
relationships between climate and tuna recruitment, as well as research by environmental scientists in
general,

RECALLING UNGA resolution A/Res/64/72, paragraph 109, which "Calls upon States and regional
fisheries management organizations or arrangements, working in cooperation with other relevant
organizations, including the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission and the World Meteorological Organization, to adopt,
as appropriate, measures to protect ocean data buoy systems moored in areas beyond national
jurisdiction from actions that impair their operation;"

ALSO RECALLING UNGA resolution A/Res/64/71, paragraph 172, which "Expresses its concern at
the intentional or unintentional damage to platforms used for ocean observation and marine scientific
research, such as moored buoys and tsunameters, and urges States to take necessary action and to
cooperate in relevant organizations, including the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, the Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission and the World Meteorological
Organization, to address such damage;"

MINDFUL that several data buoy programs publish information on the internet describing the type
and location of such buoys;

FURTHER NOTING the mandate given to the Commission to adopt generally recommended
international minimum standards for the responsible conduct of fishing operations;

ADOPTS the following:

1. For the purposes of this measure, data buoys are defined as floating devices, either drifting or
anchored, that are deployed by governmental or recognized scientific organizations or entities
for the purpose of electronically collecting and measuring environmental data, and not for the
purpose of fishing activities.

2. Contracting Parties and Cooperating Non—Contracting Parties (CPCs) shall prohibit their
fishing vessels from intentionally fishing within one nautical mile of or interacting with a data
buoy in the 10TC area of competence, which includes, but is not limited to, encircling the
buoy with fishing gear; tying up to or attaching the vessel, or any fishing gear, part or portion
of the vessel, to a data buoy or its mooring; or cutting a data buoy anchor line.
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3. CPCs shall prohibit their fishing vessels from taking on board a data buoy while engaged in
fishing for tuna and tuna—like species in the IOTC area of competence, unless specifically
authorized or requested to do so by the Member or owner responsible for that buoy.

4. CPCs shall encourage their fishing vessels operating in the IOTC area of competence to keep
watch for moored data buoys at sea and to take all reasonable measures to avoid fishing gear
entanglement or directly interacting in any way with those data buoys.

5. CPCs shall require their fishing vessels that become entangled with a data buoy to remove the
entangled fishing gear with as little damage to the data buoy as possible.

6. CPCs shall encourage their fishing vessels to report to them regarding any data buoys
observed to be damaged or otherwise inoperable along with the date of observation, buoy
location, and any discernable identifying information contained on the data buoy. CPCs shall
notify the Secretariat of all such reports.

7. Notwithstanding paragraph 2, scientific research programs notified to the Commission may
operate fishing vessels within one nautical mile of a data buoy so long as they do not interact
with those data buoys as described in paragraph 2.

CPCs are encouraged to communicate to the Commission, through the Secretariat, the location of

data buoy assets that they have deployed throughout the IOTC area.

Page 65 of 110



RESoOLUTION 11/03
ON ESTABLISHING A LIST OF VESSELS PRESUMED ToO HAVE CARRIED OUT
ILLEGAL, UNREGULATED AND UNREPORTED FISHING IN THE IOTC AREA

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC),

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

RECALLING that the IOTC adopted Resolution 01/07 concerning its support of the IPOA-IUU;

RECALLING that I0OTC has already adopted measures against IUU fishing activities and, in
particular, against large—scale tuna longline vessels engaged in IUU fishing;

RECALLING that the IOTC adopted Resolution 07/01 to promote compliance by nationals of
Contracting Parties and Cooperating Non-contracting Parties with I0TC conservation and
management measures;

RECALLING ALSO that the IOTC adopted Resolution 07/02 to enhance the implementation of IOTC
conservation and management measures through establishing a Record of fishing vessels authorised to
operate in the IOTC Area of competence;

CONCERNED by the fact that 1UU fishing activities in the IOTC area of competence continue, and
these activities diminish the effectiveness of IOTC conservation and management measures;

FURTHER CONCERNED that there is evidence of a large number of vessel owners engaged in such
fishing activities who have re—flagged their vessels to avoid compliance with I0TC management and
conservation measures;

DETERMINED to address the challenge of an increase in IUU fishing activities by way of
countermeasures to be applied in respect of the vessels engaged in IUU fishing, without prejudice to
further measures adopted in respect of flag States under the relevant IOTC instruments;

CONSCIOUS of the need to address, as a matter of priority, the issue of large—scale fishing vessels
conducting IUU fishing activities,

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
Organisation (WTO) Agreement;

ADOPTS in accordance with paragraph 1 of Article IX of the IOTC Agreement, that:

Definition of IUU Fishing Activities

1. For the purposes of this resolution, fishing vessels are presumed to have carried out illegal,
unreported and unregulated fishing activities in the IOTC Area of competence, inter alia, when
a Contracting Party or Cooperating non—Contracting Party (hereinafter referred to as “CPCs”)
presents evidence that such vessels:

(a) Harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the IOTC Area of competence and are neither
registered on the IOTC Record of Vessels authorised to fish for tuna and tuna—like species in
the 10TC area of competence, in accordance with Resolution 07/02, nor recorded in the
Active list of Vessels of IOTC, or

(b) Harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the IOTC Area of competence, when their flag state is
without sufficient quotas, catch limit or effort allocation under 10TC conservation and
management measures where applicable, or
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(c) Do not record or report their catches made in the IOTC Area of competence in accordance
with IOTC reporting requirements, or make false reports, or

(d) Take or land undersized fish in contravention of IOTC conservation measures, or

(e) Fish during closed fishing periods or in closed areas in contravention of IOTC
conservation measures, or

(f) Use prohibited fishing gear in contravention of IOTC conservation measures, or

(9) Tranship with, or participate in joint operations such as re—supplying or re—fuelling,
vessels included in the lTUU Vessels List, or

(h) Harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the waters under the national jurisdiction of a coastal

State in the IOTC Area of competence without authorisation and/or infringe the coastal state’s
laws and regulations, (this is without prejudice to the sovereign rights of coastal States to take
measures against such vessels), or

(i) Are without nationality and harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the I0TC Area of
competence, or

(i) Engage in fishing, including transhipping, re—supplying or re—fuelling, contrary to any
other IOTC conservation and management measures.

Information on Alleged 1UU Fishing Activities

2. CPCs shall transmit every year to the Secretary at least 70 days before the Annual Meeting, a
list of the vessels presumed to have been carrying out IUU fishing activities in the IOTC Area
of competence during the current and previous year, accompanied by evidence supporting the
presumption of IUU fishing activity. The IOTC Reporting Form for Illegal Activity (Annex I)
shall be used.

3. This list and evidence shall be based on information collected by CPCs from all relevant
sources including but not limited to:

(a) Relevant resolutions of the IOTC, as adopted and amended from time to time;

(b) Reports from CPCs Parties relating to IOTC conservation and management measures in
force;

(c) Trade information obtained on the basis of relevant trade statistics such as Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) data, statistical documents and other
national or international verifiable statistics; and

(d) Any other information obtained from port States and/or gathered from the fishing grounds
that is suitably documented.

Draft lUU Vessels List

4. On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 2, the Secretary shall draw up a
Draft IUU Vessels List. This list shall be drawn up in conformity with Annex Il. The Secretary
shall transmit it together with the current IUU Vessels List as well as all the evidence provided
to CPCs and to non—Contracting Parties whose vessels are included on these lists at least 55
days before the Annual Meeting. CPCs and non—Contracting Parties will transmit any
comments to the Secretary at least 15 days before the Annual Meeting of the IOTC, including
evidence showing that the listed vessels have neither fished in contravention to 10TC
conservation and management measures nor had the possibility of fishing tuna and tuna—like
species in the IOTC Area of competence.

5. The Flag State shall notify the owner of the vessels of their inclusion in the Draft IUU Vessels
List and of the consequences that may result from their inclusion being confirmed in the ITUU
Vessels List adopted by the Commission.
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6. Upon receipt of the Draft IUU Vessels list, CPCs shall closely monitor the vessels included in

the Draft IUU Vessels List in order to determine their activities and possible changes of name,
flag and or registered owner.

Provisional lUU Vessels List

7.

10.

11.

12.

On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 2, the Secretary shall draw up a

Provisional IUU Vessels List and transmit it two weeks in advance of the Commission Meeting
to the CPCs and to the non—Contracting Parties concerned together with all the evidence and
any comments provided. This list shall be drawn up in conformity with Annex I1.

. CPCs and non—Contracting Parties may at any time submit to the Secretary any additional

information, which might be relevant to the establishment of the IUU Vessels List. The
Secretariat shall circulate the information before the annual meeting to CPCs concerned,
together with all the evidence provided.

. The Compliance Committee shall examine each year the Provisional ITUU Vessels List, as well

as the information referred to in paragraphs 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8.

The Compliance Committee shall remove a vessel from the Provisional 1UU Vessels List if
the Flag State demonstrates that:

(a) The vessel did not take part in any IUU fishing activities described in paragraph 1, or

(b) It has taken effective action in response to the IUU fishing activities in question, including,
inter alia, prosecution and imposition of sanctions of adequate severity. CPCs will report any
actions and measures they have taken in accordance with Resolution 07/01, in order to
promote compliance by vessels of CPCs with IOTC conservation and management measures.

Where Flag State evidence provided to support the details referred to in paragraphs 10a or 10b
is submitted after the 15 day deadline referred to in paragraph 4 (including any submission of
evidence made during the Compliance Committee’s annual meeting) the vessel shall remain
on the Provisional IUU List to allow consideration to occur by the relevant authorities inter—
sessionally as described in paragraph 14. In cases where no evidence has been provided by the
Flag State, the Compliance Committee shall recommend to the Commission that the vessel be
included on the IOTC 1UU Vessel list.

Following the examination referred to in paragraph 9, at each IOTC Annual meeting, the
IOTC Compliance Committee shall:

a) Adopt a Provisional IUU Vessels List following consideration of the Draft IUU Vessels
List and information and evidence circulated under paragraphs 4, 7 and 8.

b) Recommend to the Commission which, if any, vessels should be removed from the 1UU
Vessels List adopted at the previous IOTC Annual meeting, following consideration of that
List, of the information and evidence circulated under paragraph 8 and the information
supplied by Flag States in accordance with paragraph 19.

IUU Vessels List

13.

14.

Taking into account the recommendations and the Provisional IUU Vessels List adopted by the
Compliance Committee, and the information provided under paragraph 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8, the
Commission shall adopt the IOTC 1UU Vessels List.

If the Commission is unable to decide, on the basis of the information provided under
paragraphs 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8, whether or not a vessel should be included on the 1I0TC IUU
Vessels List, the Commission may suspend its decision and request that supplementary
information or evidence be submitted both by the relevant States, including the CPC that
transmitted evidence on presumed IUU fishing activities by that vessel and he the Flag State.
The consideration of that vessel's inclusion on the IOTC IUU Vessels List shall continue inter
sessionally by electronic means as follows:
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a) Relevant CPC and the Flag State are invited to submit supplementary information or
evidence to the IOTC Secretary within 90 days;

b) Immediately following this period of 90 days, the Secretary will transmit the proposal to
put the vessel on the IOTC IUU Vessels list to all CPCs, along with all the supplementary
information or evidence received under paragraph 14(a);

¢) The CPCs will examine the proposal and supplementary information or evidence to put the
vessel on the IOTC 1UU Vessels List and notify the Secretary, within 30 days following this
transmission, whether or not they support the vessel being included on the IOTC IUU Vessels
List;

d) At the end of the 30 days period, the Chairperson shall ascertain the outcome of the CPC's
decision on the proposal in accordance with the following:

i) A majority of the Members of the Commission shall constitute the quorum.

ii) if A two-thirds majority of the Members of those which have expressed their
position and cast affirmative or negative votes are in favour of putting the vessel on
the IOTC IUU Vessels List, the vessel shall be included on this list.

iii) If the two-thirds majority of the Members of those which have expressed their
position and cast affirmative or negative votes is not met, the vessel should remain in
the Provisional IUU Vessels List.

e) The Secretary shall communicate the result of the decision, along with a copy of the
amended IOTC IUU Vessels List or the confirmed Provisional IOTC Vessel List, to all CPCs,
the Flag State of the vessels (if is not a CPC), and any non—Contracting Party that may have
an interest. The amended I0OTC IUU Vessels List will have effect immediately after the
Secretary communicates the result of the decision.

15. On adoption of the IOTC IUU Vessels List, the Secretary shall request CPCs, whose vessels
appear on the list:

a) To notify the owner of the vessel identified on the IUU Vessels List of its inclusion on the
list and the consequences which result from being included on the list, as referred to in
paragraph 16;

b) To take all the necessary measures to eliminate these IUU fishing activities, including if
necessary, the withdrawal of the registration or of the fishing licences of these vessels, and to
inform the Commission of the measures taken in this respect.

16. CPCs shall take all necessary measures, under their applicable legislation:

a) So that the fishing vessels, the mother—ships and the cargo vessels flying their flag do not
participate in any transhipment with vessels on the ITUU Vessels list;

b) So that IUU vessels that enter ports voluntarily are not authorized to land, tranship, refuel,
re—supply, or engage in other commercial transactions;

¢) to prohibit the chartering of a vessel included on the ITUU Vessels List;

d) To refuse to grant their flag to vessels included in the IUU Vessels List, except if the vessel
has changed owner and the new owner has provided sufficient evidence demonstrating 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 State determines that
granting the vessel its flag will not result in 1TUU fishing;

e) To prohibit the imports, landing or transhipment, of tuna and tuna—like species from vessels
included in the IUU Vessels List;

f) To encourage the importers, transporters and other sectors concerned, to refrain from
transaction and transhipment of tuna and tuna—like species caught by vessels included in the
IUU Vessels List;
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g) To collect and exchange with other Contracting Parties or Co—operating non—Contracting
Parties any appropriate information with the aim of detecting, controlling and preventing false
import/export certificates for tunas and tuna—like species from vessels included in the 1UU
Vessels List.

17. The Secretary will take any necessary measure to ensure publicity of the ITUU Vessels List
adopted by I0OTC pursuant to paragraph 12, in a manner consistent with any applicable
confidentiality requirements, and through electronic means, including placing it on the 1I0TC
website. Furthermore, the Secretary will transmit the IUU Vessels List to other regional
fisheries management organisations for the purposes of enhanced co—operation between I0TC
and these organisations in order to prevent, deter and eliminate illegal, unreported and
unregulated fishing.

18. Without prejudice to the rights of Flag States and coastal states to take proper action consistent
with international law, the CPCs should not take any unilateral trade measures or other
sanctions against vessels provisionally included in the Draft IUU Vessels List, pursuant to
paragraph 4, or which have been already removed from the IUU Vessels List, pursuant to
paragraph 10, on the grounds that such vessels are involved in IUU fishing activities.

Deletion from the ITUU Vessels List

19. A CPC whose vessel appears on the ITUU Vessels List may request the removal of this vessel
from the list during the inter—sessional period by providing the following information and
supporting evidence:

a) It has adopted measures such that the vessel conforms with all IOTC conservation
measures;

b) It is and will continue to assume effectively its responsibilities with respect to this vessel in
particular as regards the monitoring and control of the fishing activities executed by this vessel
in the IOTC Area of competence;

c) It has taken effective action in response to the 1UU fishing activities in question including
prosecution and imposition of sanctions of adequate severity;

d) The vessel has changed ownership and that the new owner can establish the previous owner
no longer has any legal, financial or real interests in the vessel or exercises control over it and
that the new owner has not participated in 1UU fishing.

Inter Sessional removal of vessels from the TUU Vessels List

20. The CPC shall send its request for the removal of a vessel from the IUU Vessels List to the
IOTC Secretary accompanied by the supporting information referred to in paragraph 19.

21. On the basis of the information received in accordance with paragraph 19, the Secretary will
transmit the removal request, with all the supporting information to all CPCs within 15 days
following the notification of the removal request.

22. The CPCs will examine the request to remove the vessel and notify the Executive Secretary of
their conclusion to either remove the vessel from, or keep the vessel on, the IUU Vessels List,
by mail within 30 days following the notification by the Secretary. At the end of the 30 day
period, the Chairperson shall ascertain the outcome of the CPCs’ decision on the proposal in
accordance with the following:

i) A majority of the Members of the Commission shall constitute the quorum.

ii) if a two-thirds majority of the Members of those which have expressed their
position and cast affirmative or negative votes are in favour of removing a vessel from
the IOTC IUU Vessels List, the vessel shall be removed from this list.

iii) if the two-thirds majority of the Members of those which have expressed their
position and cast affirmative or negative votes is not met, the vessel remains in the
IOTC IUU Vessels List.
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23. The Secretary shall communicate the result of the decision, along with a copy of the amended

24,

25.

IOTC IUU Vessels List, to all CPCs, the Flag State of the vessels (if is not a CPC), and any
non—Contracting Party that may have an interest. The amended 1I0TC IUU Vessels List will
have effect immediately after the Secretary communicates the result of the decision.

Where the Commission decides to remove a vessel from the 1UU Vessels list pursuant to
paragraph 23, the Secretary will take the necessary measures to remove the vessel concerned
from the IOTC IUU Vessels List, as published on the IOTC website. Moreover, the Secretary
will forward the decision of removal of the vessel to other regional fishery management
organisations.

Resolution 09/03 On Establishing A List Of Vessels Presumed To Have Carried Out lllegal,
Unregulated And Unreported Fishing In The IOTC Area is superseded by this Resolution.
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ANNEX |
IOTC REPORTING FORM FOR ILLEGAL ACTIVITY

Recalling I0TC Resolution 11/03 On establishing a list of vessels presumed to have carried out
illegal, unregulated and unreported fishing in the IOTC area, attached are details of illegal activity
recorded in ......c.cceoevvrnnnnnn.

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

tem

bl Sl (o B I M o N o B @ g « ]

3

Definition

Current Name of Vessel (Previous name/s, if any)

Current Flag (previous flag/s, if any)

Date first included on IOTC IUU Vessel List (if applicable)
Lloyds IMO Number, if available

Photo

Call Sign (previous call sign, if any)

Owner / Beneficial Owner/s (previous owner/s, if any)

Operator (previous operator/s, if any) and Master/Fishing Master
Date of alleged IUU fishing Activities

Position of alleged 1UU fishing Activities

Summary of alleged IUU Activities (see section B for more detail)
Summary of any Actions known to have been Taken in respect of the alleged
IUU fishing activities

Outcome of Actions Taken

Indicate
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B. Details of IOTC Resolution Elements Contravened

(Indicate with a “X” the individual elements of IOTC Resolution 11/03 contravened, and provide
relevant details including date, location, source of information. Extra information can be provided
in an attachment if necessary.)

Item Definition Indicate
a Harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the IOTC Area of competence

and are not registered on the IOTC Record of Vessels authorised to

fish for tuna and tuna-like species in the IOTC Area of competence
b Harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the IOTC Area of competence,

when their flag state is without sufficient quotas, catch limit or

effort allocation under IOTC conservation and management

measures where applicable

c Do not record or report their catches made in the IOTC Area of
competence in accordance with 10TC reporting requirements, or
make false reports

d Take or land undersized fish in contravention of IOTC conservation
measures

e Fish during closed fishing periods or in closed areas in
contravention of IOTC conservation measures

f Use prohibited fishing gear in contravention of IOTC conservation
measures

g Tranship with, or participate in joint operations such as re—
supplying or re—fuelling, vessels included in the lTUU Vessels List

h Harvest tuna or tuna-—like species in the waters under the national

jurisdiction of a coastal State in the IOTC Area of competence
without authorisation and/or infringes the coastal state’s laws and
regulations

i Are without nationality and harvest tuna or tuna—like species in the
IOTC Area of competence

j Engage in fishing or fishing related activities contrary to any other
IOTC conservation and management measures

C. Associated Documents
(List here the associated documents that are appended e.g. boarding reports, court proceedings,
photographs)

D. Recommended Actions

Recommended Actions Indicate
a Notification to IOTC Secretariat only. No further action is
recommended.
b Notification of illegal activity to IOTC Secretariat. Recommend
notification of activity to flag state.
c Recommended for inclusion on IOTC IUU list
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ANNEX 11
INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED IN ALL 1I0TC IUU VESSELS LISTS

The Draft, Provisional and Final [UU Vessels Lists shall contain the following details:
1. name of the vessel and previous name/s, if any;

. Flag of the vessel and previous flag/s, if any;

. owner of the vessel and previous owner/s, including beneficial owners, if any;
. operator of the vessel and previous operator/s, if any;

. call sign of the vessel and previous call sign/s, if any;

. Lloyds/IMO number, if available;

. photographs of the vessel, where available;

. date the vessel was first included on the IOTC IUU Vessels List;

. summary of the activities which justify inclusion of the vessel on the List, together with
references to all relevant supporting documents and evidences.

© 00O NO Ol h Wi

Page 74 of 110



RESOLUTION 11/04
ON A REGIONAL OBSERVER SCHEME

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I10TC),

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the need to increase the scientific information, in particular to provide
the 10TC Scientific Committee working material in order to improve the management of the tuna and
tuna—like species fished in the Indian Ocean;

REITERATING the responsibilities of flag States to ensure that their vessels conduct their fishing
activities in a responsible manner, fully respecting IOTC conservation and management measures;

CONSIDERING the need for action to ensure the effectiveness of the IOTC objectives;

CONSIDERING the obligation of all IOTC Members and Co-—operating Non—contracting Parties
(hereinafter CPCs) to fully comply with the IOTC conservation and management measures;

AWARE of the necessity for sustained efforts by CPCs to ensure the enforcement of I0TC's
conservation and management measures, and the need to encourage non—Contracting Parties (NCPs)
to abide by these measures;

UNDERLINING that the adoption of this measure is intended to help support the implementation of
conservation and management measures as well as scientific research for tuna and tuna—like species;

CONSIDERING the provisions set forth in Resolution 10/04 on a Regional Observer Scheme, adopted
by the Commission;

CONSIDERING the deliberations of the 12" Session of the I0TC Scientific Committee held in
Victoria, Seychelles from 30 November to 4 December 2009

ADOPTS, in accordance with the provisions of Article IX, paragraph 1 of the IOTC Agreement, the
following:

Objective

1. The objective of the IOTC observer scheme shall be to collect verified catch data and other
scientific data related to the fisheries for tuna and tuna—like species in the IOTC area.

Observer Scheme

2. In order to improve the collection of scientific data, at least 5 % of the number of
operations/sets for each gear type by the fleet of each CPC while fishing in the IOTC Area of
24 meters overall length and over, and under 24 meters if they fish outside their EEZs shall be
covered by this observer scheme. For vessels under 24 meters if they fish outside their EEZ, the
above mentioned coverage should be achieved progressively by January 2013.

3. When purse seiners are carrying an observer® as stated in paragraph 1, this observer shall also
monitor the catches at unloading to identify the composition of bigeye catches. The
requirement for the observer to monitor catches at unloading is not applicable to CPCs already
having a sampling scheme, with at least the coverage set out in paragraph 2.

4. The number of the artisanal fishing vessels landings shall also be monitored at the landing
place by field samplers®®. The indicative level of the coverage of the artisanal fishing vessels
should progressively increase towards 5% of the total levels of vessel activity (i.e. total number
of vessel trips or total number of vessels active).

% Observer: a person that collects information on board fishing vessels. Observer programmes can be used for
quantifying species composition of target species, bycatch, by-products and dead discards, collecting tag returns,
etc.

1% Field sampler: a person that collects information on land during the unloading of fishing vessels. Field
sampling programmes can be used for quantifying catch, retained bycatch, collecting tag returns, etc.
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5.

IS

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

CPCs shall:

a) Have the primary responsibility to obtain qualified observers. Each CPC may choose to
use either deployed national or non—national of the flag State of the vessel on which they
are deployed:;

b) Endeavour that the minimum level of coverage is met and that the observed vessels are a
representative sample of the gear types active in their fleet;

c) Take all necessary measures to ensure that observers are able to carry out their duties in a
competent and safe manner;

d) Endeavour to ensure that the observers alternate vessels between their assignments.
Observers are not to perform duties, other than those described in paragraphs 10 and 11
below;

e) Ensure that the vessel on which an observer is placed shall provide suitable food and
lodging during the observer's deployment at the same level as the officers, where
possible. Vessel masters shall ensure that all necessary co—operation is extended to
observers in order for them to carry out their duties safely including providing access, as
required, to the retained catch, and catch which is intended to be discarded.

The cost of the observer scheme in paragraph 2 and 3 shall be met by each CPC.

The sampling scheme referred in paragraph 4 will be covered by the Commission's
accumulated funds and voluntary contribution on a provisional basis. The Commission will
consider an alternative for the financing of this scheme.

If the coverage referred in paragraphs 2 and 3 is not met by a CPC, any other CPC may,
subject to the consent of the CPC who has not met its coverage, place an observer to fulfill the
tasks defined in the paragraphs 1 and 2 until that CPC provides a replacement or the target
coverage level is met.

CPCs shall provide to the Executive Secretary and the Scientific Committee annually a report
of the number of vessels monitored and the coverage achieved by gear type in accordance with
the provisions of this Resolution.

Observers shall:

a) Record and report fishing activities, verify positions of the vessel;

b) Observe and estimate catches as far as possible with a view to identifying catch
composition and monitoring discards, by—catches and size frequency;

¢) Record the gear type, mesh size and attachments employed by the master;

d) Collect information to enable the cross—checking entries made to the logbooks (species
composition and quantities, live and processed weight and location, where available); and

e) Carry out such scientific work (for example, collecting samples), as requested by the
IOTC Scientific Committee.

The observer shall, within 30 days of completion of each trip, provide a report to the CPCs of
the vessel. The CPCs shall send within 150 days at the latest each report, as far as continuous
flow of report from observer placed on the longline fleet is ensured, which is recommended to
be provided with 1°x1° format to the Executive Secretary, who shall make the report available
to the Scientific Committee upon request. In a case where the vessel is fishing in the EEZ of a
coastal state, the report shall equally be submitted to that Coastal State.

The confidentiality rules set out in the resolution 98/02 Data confidentiality policy and
procedures for fine—scale data shall apply.

Field samplers shall monitor catches at the landing place with a view to estimating catch—at—
size by type of boat, gear and species, or carry out such scientific work as requested by the
IOTC Scientific Committee.

The funds available from the IOTC balance of funds may be used to support the
implementation of this programme in developing States, notably the training of observers and
field samplers.

The elements of the Observer Scheme, notably those regarding its coverage, are subject to
review and revision, as appropriate, for application in 2012 and subsequent years. Basing on
the experience of other Tuna RFMOs, the Scientific Committee will elaborate an observer
working manual, a template to be used for reporting (including minimum data fields) and a
training program.

This Resolution supersedes Resolution 10/04 on a Regional Observer Scheme.
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RESOLUTION 11/05
ON ESTABLISHING A PROGRAMME FOR TRANSHIPMENT BY LARGE—SCALE FISHING
VESSELS

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission,

TAKING ACCOUNT of the need to combat illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing
activities because they undermine the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures
already adopted by I0TC,;

EXPRESSING GRAVE CONCERN that organized tuna laundering operations have been conducted
and a significant amount of catches by 1UU fishing vessels have been transhipped under the names of
duly licensed fishing vessels;

IN VIEW THEREFORE OF THE NEED to ensure the monitoring of the transhipment activities by
large—scale longline vessels in the Convention area, including the control of their landings;

TAKING ACCOUNT of the need to collect catch data of such large scale long—line tuna to improve
the scientific assessments of those stocks;

ADOPTS, in accordance with paragraph 1 of Article 1X of the IOTC Agreement, that:

SECTION 1. GENERAL RULE

1. Except under the special conditions outlined below in Section 2 for transhipment operations at
sea, all transhipment operations of tuna and tuna like species in the IOTC Area must take place
in port.

2. The Flag Contracting Party, Cooperating non Contracting Party (CPCs) shall take the necessary
measures to ensure that large scale tuna vessels (hereafter referred as the “LSTVs”) flying their
flag comply with the obligations set out in Annex 1 when transhipping in port.

SECTION 2. PROGRAMME TO MONITOR TRANSHIPMENTS AT SEA

3. The Commission hereby establishes a programme to monitor transhipment at sea which applies
initially to large—scale tuna longline fishing vessels (hereafter referred to as the “LSTLVs”) and
to carrier vessels authorised to receive transhipments from these vessels at sea. The
Commission shall at its 2010 Annual Meeting, review and, as appropriate, revise this
Resolution.

4. The CPCs that flag LSTLVs shall determine whether or not to authorize their LSTLVs to
tranship at sea. However, if the flag CPC authorizes the at-sea transhipment by its flag
LSTLVs, such transhipment should be conducted in accordance with the procedures defined in
Sections 3, 4 and 5, and annexes 2 and 3 below.

SECTION 3. RECORD OF VESSELS AUTHORISED TO RECEIVE TRANSHIPMENTS-AT-
SEA IN THE IOTC AREA

5. The Commission shall establish and maintain an IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels authorized to
receive tuna and tuna—like species at sea in the IOTC Area from LSTLVSs. For the purposes of
this Resolution, carrier vessels not entered on the record are deemed not to be authorized to
receive tuna and tuna—like species in at—sea transhipment operations.

6. Each CPC shall submit, electronically where possible, to the IOTC Secretary by 1 July 2008 the
list of the carrier vessels that are authorized to receive at-sea transhipments from its LSTLVs in
the IOTC Area. This list shall include the following information:

i) The flag of the vessel

ii) Name of vessel, register number

iii) Previous name (if any)

iv) Previous flag (if any)

v) Previous details of deletion from other registries (if any)

vi) International radio call sign

vii) Type of vessels, length, gross tonnage (GT) and carrying capacity
viii) Name and address of owner(s) and operator(s)

ix) Time period authorised for transhipping
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7. Each CPC shall promptly notify the IOTC Secretary, after the establishment of the initial IOTC
Record, of any addition to, any deletion from and/or any modification of the IOTC Record, at
any time such changes occur.

8. The IOTC Secretary shall maintain the IOTC Record and take measures to ensure publicity of
the record and through electronic means, including placing it on the IOTC website, in a manner
consistent with confidentiality requirements notified by CPCs for their vessels.

9. Carrier vessels authorized for at-sea transhipment shall be required to install and operate a
Vessel Monitoring System (VMS).

SECTION 4. AT-SEA TRANSHIPMENT

10. Transhipments by LSTLVs in waters under the jurisdiction of the CPCs are subject to prior
authorization from the Coastal State concerned. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to
ensure that LSTLVs flying their flag comply with the following conditions:

Flag State Authorization

11. LSTLVs are not authorized to tranship at sea, unless they have obtained prior authorization

from their Flag State.
Notification obligations
Fishing vessel:

12. To receive the prior authorization mentioned in paragraph 11 above, the master and/or owner of
the LSTLV must notify the following information to its Flag State authorities at least 24 hours
in advance of an intended transhipment:

a) The name of the LSTLV and its number in the IOTC Record of Vessels,

b) The name of the carrier vessel and its number in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels

authorized to receive transhipments in the IOTC area, and the product to be transhipped,

¢) The tonnage by product to be transhipped,

d) The date and location of transhipment,

e) The geographic location of the tuna catches

13. The LSTLV concerned shall complete and transmit to its flag State, not later than 15 days after
the transhipment, the IOTC transhipment declaration, along with its number in the IOTC record
of fishing vessels, in accordance with the format set out in Annex 2.

Receiving carrier vessel:

14. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall complete and transmit the IOTC transhipment
declaration to the IOTC Secretariat and the flag CPC of the LSTLV, along with its number in
the I0TC Record of Carrier Vessels authorized to receive transhipment in the IOTC area,
within 24 hours of the completion of the transhipment.

15. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall, 48 hours before landing, transmit an 10TC
transhipment declaration, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels
authorized to receive transhipment in the IOTC area, to the competent authorities of the State
where the landing takes place.

Regional Observer Programme

16. Each CPC shall ensure that all carrier vessels transhipping at sea have on board an 10TC
observer, not later than 1 January 2009, in accordance with the I0TC Regional Observer
Programme in Annex 3. The IOTC observer shall observe the compliance with this Resolution,
and notably that the transhipped quantities are consistent with the reported catch in the I0OTC
transhipment declaration.

17. Vessels shall be prohibited from commencing or continuing at-sea transhipping in the IOTC
area without an IOTC regional observer on board, except in cases of ,,force majeure™ duly
notified to the IOTC Secretariat.

SECTION 5 GENERAL PROVISIONS

18. To ensure the effectiveness of the IOTC conservation and management measures pertaining to
species covered by Statistical Document Programs:

a) In validating the Statistical Document, Flag CPCs of LSTLVs shall ensure that
transhipments are consistent with the reported catch amount by each LSTLYV.

b) The Flag CPC of LSTLVs shall validate the Statistical Documents for the transhipped
fish, after confirming that the transhipment was conducted in accordance with this
Resolution. This confirmation shall be based on the information obtained through the
IOTC Observer Programme.
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c) CPCs shall require that the species covered by the Statistical Document Programs caught
by LSTLVs in the Convention area, when imported into the territory of a Contracting
Party, be accompanied by statistical documents validated for the vessels on the IOTC
record and a copy of the IOTC transhipment declaration.

19. The CPCs shall report annually before 15 September to the Secretary:

a) The quantities by species transhipped during the previous year.

b) The list of the LSTLVs registered in the IOTC Record of Fishing Vessels which have
transhipped during the previous year.

c) A comprehensive report assessing the content and conclusions of the reports of the
observers assigned to carrier vessels which have received transhipment from their
LSTLVs.

20. All tuna and tuna—like species landed or imported into the CPCs either unprocessed or after
having been processed on board and which are transhipped, shall be accompanied by the
IOTC transhipment declaration until the first sale has taken place.

21. Each year, the Secretary shall present a report on the implementation of this Resolution to the
annual meeting of the Commission which shall review compliance with this Resolution.

22. The Secretariat shall, when providing CPCs with copies of all raw data, summaries and reports
in accordance with paragraph 10 of Annex 3 to this Resolution, also indicate evidence
indicating possible infraction of I0TC regulations by LSTLVs/carrier vessels flagged to that
CPC. Upon receiving such evidence, each CPC shall investigate the cases and report the
results of the investigation back to the Secretariat one month prior to the Compliance
Committee meeting. The Secretariat shall circulate among CPCs the list of names and flags of
the LSTLVs/Carrier vessels that were involved in such possible infraction as well as the
response of the flag CPCs two weeks prior to the Compliance Committee meeting. The
Compliance Committee shall examine the cases and decide whether there was any infraction.

23. Resolution 08/02 On establishing a programme for transhipment by large—scale fishing vessels
is superseded by this Resolution.
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ANNEX 1
CONDITIONS RELATING TO IN-PORT TRANSHIPMENT BY LSTVS

General
1 Transhipment operations in port may only be undertaken in accordance with the procedures
detailed below:
Notification obligations
2 Fishing vessel:
2.1 Prior to transhipping, the Captain of the LSTV must notify the following information to the
Port State authorities, at least 48 hours in advance:

a) the name of the LSTV and its number in the IOTC record of fishing vessels,

b) the name of the carrier vessel, and the product to be transhipped,

¢) the tonnage by product to be transhipped,

d) the date and location of transhipment,

e) the major fishing grounds of the tuna and tuna like species catches
2.2 The Captain of a LSTV shall, at the time of the transhipment, inform its Flag State of the
following;

a) The products and quantities involved

b) the date and place of the transhipment

c) the name, registration number and flag of the receiving carrier vessel

d) the geographic location of the tuna and tuna like species catches.
2.3 The captain of the LSTV concerned shall complete and transmit to its Flag State the IOTC
transhipment declaration, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Fishing Vessels, in accordance
with the format set out in Annex 2 not later than 15 days after the transhipment.
Receiving vessel:
3 Not later than 24 hours before the beginning and at the end of the transhipment, the master of
the receiving carrier vessel shall inform the Port State authorities of the quantities of tuna and tuna—
like species transhipped to his vessel, and complete and transmit the IOTC transhipment declaration,
to the competent authorities within 24 hours.
Landing State:
4 The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall, 48 hours before landing, complete and
transmit an 10TC transhipment declaration, to the competent authorities of the Landing State where
the landing takes place.
5 The Port State and the Landing State referred to in the above paragraphs shall take the
appropriate measures to verify the accuracy of the information received and shall cooperate with the
flag CPC of the LSTV to ensure that landings are consistent with the reported catches amount of each
vessel. This verification shall be carried out so that the vessel suffers the minimum interference and
inconvenience and that degradation of the fish is avoided.
6 Each flag CPC of the LSTV shall include in its annual report each year to IOTC the details on
the transhipments by its vessels.

Page 80 of 110



ANNEX 2
I0OTC TRANSHIPMENT DECLARATION

Carrier Vessel Fishing Vessel
Name of the Vessel and Radio Call Sign: Name of the Vessel and Radio Call Sign:
Flag: Flag:
Flag state license number: Flag state license number:
National Register Number, if available: National Register Number, if available:
IOTC Register Number, if available: I0TC Register Number, if available:
Day Month Hour Year (2|0 |_| | Agent’sname: Master’s name of LSTV: Master’s name of Carrier:
Departure ) )] from | |
Return L L] || to | | Signature: Signature: Signature :
Transhipment || | || ||| | |
Indicate the weight in kilograms or the unit used (e.g. box, basket) and the landed weight in kilograms of this unit: | | kilograms

LOCATION OF TRANSHIPMENT

Species | Port Sea Type of product

Whole Gutted Headed Filleted

If transhipment effected at sea, IOTC Observer Name and Signature:
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ANNEX 3
IOTC REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME

1. Each CPC shall require carrier vessels included in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels
authorised to receive transhipments in the IOTC Area and which tranship at sea, to carry an
IOTC observer during each transhipment operation in the Convention area.

2. The Secretary shall appoint the observers and shall place them on board the carrier vessels
authorized to receive transhipments in the 10TC Area from LSTLVs flying the flag of
Contracting Parties and of Cooperating non—Contracting Parties that implement the IOTC
observer program.

Designation of the observers
3. The designated observers shall have the following qualifications to accomplish their tasks:
a) sufficient experience to identify species and fishing gear;
b) satisfactory knowledge of the IOTC conservation and management measures;
c) the ability to observe and record information accurately;
d) a satisfactory knowledge of the language of the flag of the vessel observed.
Obligations of the observer

4. Observers shall:

a) have completed the technical training required by the guidelines established by I0TC;
b) not be, to the extent possible, nationals of the flag State of the receiving carrier vessel;
c) be capable of performing the duties set forth in point 5 below;

d) be included in the list of observers maintained by the Secretariat of the Commission;
e) not be a crew member of an LSTLV or an employee of an LSTLV company.

5. The observer tasks shall be in particular to:

a) On the Fishing Vessel intending to tranship to the carrier vessel and before the transhipment
takes place, the observer shall:
i. check the validity of the fishing vessel’s authorisation or licence to fish tuna and tuna
like species in the IOTC area;
ii. check and note the total quantity of catch on board, and the quantity to be transferred to
the carrier vessel;
iii. check that the VMS is functioning and examine the logbook;
iv. verify whether any of the catch on board resulted from transfers from other vessels, and
check documentation on such transfers;
v. in the case of an indication that there are any violations involving the fishing vessel,
immediately report the violations to the carrier vessel master.
vi. report the results of these duties on the fishing vessel in the observer*s report.
b) On the Carrier Vessel:
Monitor the carrier vessel’s compliance with the relevant conservation and management
measures adopted by the Commission. In particular the observers shall:
i. record and report upon the transhipment activities carried out;
ii. verify the position of the vessel when engaged in transhipping;
iii. observe and estimate products transhipped;
iv. verify and record the name of the LSTLV concerned and its IOTC number;
v. verify the data contained in the transhipment declaration;
vi. certify the data contained in the transhipment declaration;
vii. countersign the transhipment declaration;
viii. issue a daily report of the carrier vessel’s transhipping activities;
iX. establish general reports compiling the information collected in accordance with this
paragraph and provide the captain the opportunity to include therein any relevant
information.
X. submit to the Secretariat the aforementioned general report within 20 days from the end
of the period of observation.
Xi. exercise any other functions as defined by the Commission.
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6. Observers shall treat as confidential all information with respect to the fishing operations of the
LSTLVs and of the LSTLVs owners and accept this requirement in writing as a condition of
appointment as an observer;

7. Observers shall comply with requirements established in the laws and regulations of the flag
State which exercises jurisdiction over the vessel to which the observer is assigned.

8. Observers shall respect the hierarchy and general rules of behavior which apply to all vessel
personnel, provided such rules do not interfere with the duties of the observer under this
program, and with the obligations of vessel personnel set forth in paragraph 9 of this program.

Obligations of the Flag States of carrier vessels
9. The responsibilities regarding observers of the flag States of the carrier vessels and their
captains shall include the following, notably:
a) Observers shall be allowed access to the vessel personnel and to the gear and equipment;
b) Upon request, observers shall also be allowed access to the following equipment, if present
on the vessels to which they are assigned, in order to facilitate the carrying out of their duties
set forth in paragraph 5:
i. Satellite navigation equipment;
ii. Radar display viewing screens when in use;
iii. Electronic means of communication;
c) Observers shall be provided accommodation, including lodging, food and adequate sanitary
facilities, equal to those of officers;
d) Observers shall be provided with adequate space on the bridge or pilot house for clerical
work, as well as space on deck adequate for carrying out observer duties; and
e) The flag States shall ensure that captains, crew and vessel owners do not obstruct,
intimidate, interfere with, influence, bribe or attempt to bribe an observer in the performance
of his/her duties.

10. The Secretary, in a manner consistent with any applicable confidentiality requirements, shall
provide to the flag State of the carrier vessel under whose jurisdiction the vessel transhipped
and to the Flag CPC of the LSTLV, copies of all raw data, summaries, and reports pertaining
to the trip two months prior to the Compliance Committee meeting.

Obligations of LSTLV during transhipment

11. Observers shall be allowed to visit the fishing vessel, if weather conditions permit it, and
access shall be granted to personnel and areas of the vessel necessary to carry out their duties
set forth in paragraph 5.

12. The Secretary shall submit the observer reports to the Compliance Committee and to the
Scientific Committee.

Observer fees

13 The costs of implementing this program shall be financed by the flag CPCs of LSTLVs wishing
to engage in transhipment operations. The fee shall be calculated on the basis of the total costs
of the program. This fee shall be paid into a special account of the IOTC Secretariat and the
I0TC Secretary shall manage the account for implementing the program;

14 No observer shall be assigned to a vessel for which the fees, as required under paragraph 13,
have not been paid.

Page 83 of 110



RECOMMENDATION 11/06
CONCERNING THE RECORDING OF CATCH AND EFFORT BY FISHING VESSELS IN
THE IOTC AREA OF COMPETENCE

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC),

RECALLING the commitment made by members under Article V of the IOTC Agreement to keep
under review the conditions and trends of the stocks and to gather, analyse and disseminate scientific
information, catch and effort statistics and other data relevant to the conservation and management of
the stocks and to fisheries based on the stocks covered by the Agreement;

CONSIDERING the provisions set forth in Resolution 10/02 Mandatory Statistical Requirements for
IOTC Members and Co—operating Non—Contracting Parties (CPCs), and in particular paragraph 3,
which sets out the catch and effort reporting requirements for surface fisheries, longline and coastal
fisheries;

ACKNOWLEDGING that the IOTC Science Committee has repeatedly stressed the importance of the
timeliness and accuracy of data submissions for members;

ALSO RECALLING the outcomes of the 9th Session of the I0TC Scientific Committee held in
Victoria, Seychelles from 6 to 10 November 2006 where it was agreed that a standardised logbook
would be advantageous and agreed on the minimum requirements for all purse seine and bait boat
fleets operating in the IOTC Area of competence in order to harmonize data gathering and provide a
common basis for scientific analysis for all 10TC Contracting Parties and Cooperating non—
Contracting Parties (CPCs);

FURTHER RECALLING the recommendations adopted by the KOBE Il Workshop on Bycatch, held
in Brisbane, Australia, 23-25 June 2010; in particular that RFMOs should consider adopting standards
for bycatch data collection which, at a minimum, allows the data to contribute to the assessment of
bycatch species population status and evaluation of the effectiveness of bycatch measures, and that the
data should allow the RFMOs to assess the level of interaction of the fisheries with bycatch species;

ALSO CONSIDERING the deliberations of the 12th Session of the IOTC Scientific Committee held
in Victoria, Seychelles from 30 November to 4 December 2009;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the deliberations of the 13th Session of the IOTC Scientific Committee
held in Victoria, Seychelles from 6 to 10 December 2010, that recommended three options, one of
which is mandatory reporting of a revised list of shark species in logbooks to improve the data
collection and statistics on sharks in the IOTC Area of competence;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the works of the small task force created by the IOTC Scientific
Committee during its 10th Session held in Seychelles in November 2007, to harmonise the various
forms currently used by the fleets and the I0OTC Scientific Committee agreement on the minimum
standard requirements for all purse seine, longline and gillnet fleets as well as the produced logbook
template;

RECOMMENDS in accordance with the provisions of the Agreement Establishing the IOTC, that:

1 Each flag CPC should ensure that all purse seine, longline, gillnet and pole and line fishing
vessels flying its flag and authorized to fish species managed by 1I0TC be subject to a data
recording system.

2 Within the IOTC Area of competence, all purse seine, longline, gillnet and pole and line
fishing vessels over 24 metres length and those under 24 metres if they fish outside the EEZs
of their flag States should keep a bound or electronic logbook to provide data for use by
Working Parties and the Scientific Committee that includes, as a minimum requirement, the
information and data in the logbook set forth in Annex I and II.

3 The logbooks format consists of two parts, Annex | and Annex Il, and logbook templates are
provided for illustrative purposes only for all gears (Annex 11, 1V, V and VI):
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Annex | includes information on vessel, trip and gear configuration, and need only be
completed once for each trip, unless the gear configuration changes during the trip.

Annex Il contains information of purse seine, longline, gillnet and pole and line operations
and catch, which must be completed for each set of the fishing gear.

The logbook data should be provided by the fishing masters to the flag State administration, as
well as to the coastal State administration where the vessel has fished in that coastal State's
EEZ. The flag State and the States which receive this information should provide all the data
for any given year to the IOTC Secretariat and the Scientific Committee by June 30" of the
following year on an aggregated basis. The confidentiality rules set out in Resolution 98/02
Data Confidentiality Policy and Procedures for fine—scale data shall apply.

The Commission will review this recommendation at its 2012 annual meeting, taking into
account the recommendations of the Scientific Committee, with the view of adopting a
resolution to implement reporting requirements across all gear types.
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ANNEX |

Record once per trip (unless gear configuration changes)
1.1 REPORT INFORMATION

1) Date of the submission of logbook
2) Name of reporting person

1.2 VESSEL INFORMATION

1) Vessel name and/or registration number

2) 10TC number, where available

3) Call sign: if call sign is not available, other unique identifying code such as registration or
fishing licence number should be used

4) Vessel size: gross tonnage and/or overall length (meters)

1.3 CRUISE INFORMATION
For multiday fishing operations record the

1) Departure date and port
2) Arrival date and port

1.4 OTHER REQUIRED INFORMATION

Longline (Gear Configuration):

1) Average branch line length (meters): straight length in meters between snap and hook (Figure
1)

2) Average float line length (meters): straight length in meters from the float to the snap

3) Average length between branch (meters): straight length of main line in meters between
successive branch lines

4) Main line material classified into four categories:

a. Thick rope (Cremona rope) c. Nylon braided
b. Thin rope (PE or other d. Nylon monofilament
materials)

Purse Seine (Search Information):
1) Days searched
2) Spotter plane used (Yes/No)

Gillnet (Gear Configuration):

1) Minimum and maximum fishing depth of assembled net (meters): record the maximum and
minimum of the depth range fished

2) Mesh size of net (millimetres): record the size of the mesh size used during the trip

3) Height of assembled net (meters): height on assembled net in meters

4) Netting material: e.g. nylon braid, nylon monofilament, etc

5) Total length of net lost and not recovered (meters): record the total length lost during the trip

Pole and line
1) Activity: reported each day from the start of the trip to the end of the trip. Activities should

include “a day fishing or search with bait onboard”, “no fishing — collecting bait”; “no fishing
— in transit”; no fishing — gear breakdown”; no fishing — bad weather” and no fishing — in port
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ANNEX |1

Record once per set/shot/operation
2.1 OPERATION
For longline:

1)
2)

3)
4)
5)

6)
7)
8)

Date of set (YYYY/MM/DD)

Position in latitude and longitude: either at noon (local time) position or position of start of
gear, area code of operation (e.g. Seychelles EEZ, High seas, etc) may be optionally used
Local Time (24 hr) of starting setting the gear

Sea surface temperature at noon with one decimal point, if available (XX.X°C)

Number of hooks between floats: if there are different hooks counts between floats in a single
set then record the most representative (average) number

Total number of hooks used in the set

Number of light-sticks used in the set

Type of bait used in the set

For purse seine:

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)
6)

Date of fishing activity (YYYY/MM/DD)

Position in latitude and longitude: for each set or at noon (local time) position

Details of the set or deployment of FAD: specify if the set was successful, nil, time, well
Type of school: FAD association (specify the type e.g. object, beacon, whale shark, whale,
etc) and/or free swimming school

Sea surface temperature at noon with one decimal point, if available (XX.X°C)

Current speed (knots) and direction (degrees)

For gillnet:

1)

2)
3)
4)

5)
6)
7)

Date of set (YYYY/MM/DD): record the date for each set of day at sea (for days without
sets)

Total length of net (meters): length floatline used for each set in meters

Start fishing time: record the UCT time (24 hr) when starting each set

Start and end position in latitude and longitude: record start and end latitude and longitude
that represent the area that your gear is set between. Record the latitude and longitude at noon
for days with no set.

Depth at which net is set (meters): approximate depth at which the gillnet is set

Start Haul Time: record the UCT time (24 hr) when hauling starts

Finish Haul Time: record the UCT time (24 hr) when hauling ends

For Pole and Line

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Date of fishing: record the day of fishing. Each fishing day should be recorded separately.
Number of fishermen: record the number of fishermen on the boat by fishing day (fishing
event)

Number of fishing gears used: Record the number of fishing gears used during the day
(fishing event)

Start fishing time: record the UCT time (24 hr) immediately after bait fishing is complete and
the vessel heads to the ocean for fishing. For multiple days, the time at which search starts
should be recorded

End fishing time: record the UCT time (24 hr) immediately after fishing is complete from the
last school. This is the time that the captain decides to head home. On multiple days this is the
time fishing stopped from the last school.

Position of the catch: record the latitude and longitude at the start of the fishing event, record
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the latitude and longitude at noon for non—fishing days. Where information is recorded by
day, record the average 1° x 1° area(s) where fishing took place.
7) Type of school: FAD associated and/or free school

2.2 CATCH

1) Catch weight (kg) or number by species per set/shot/fishing event for each of the species and

form of processing in section 2.3:

a. For longline by number and weight;

b. For purse seine by weight;
c. For gillnet by weight;

d.. For pole and line by weight or number

2.3 SPECIES

For Longline:

Fish Species

Other Species

Southern Bluefin Tuna (Thunnus maccoyii)

Blue Shark (Prionace glauca)

Albacore Tuna (Thunnus alalunga)

Mako Sharks (Isurus spp.)

Bigeye Tuna (Thunnus obesus)

Porbeagle Shark (Lamna nasus)

Yellowfin Tuna (Thunnus albacores)

Oceanic Whitetip Shark (Carcharhinus
longimanus)

Skipjack Tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis)

Hammerhead Sharks (Sphyrna spp.)

Swordfish (Xiphius gladius)

Other sharks

Striped marlin & blue marlin (Tetrapturus audax
& Makaira indica)Swordfish (Xiphius gladius)

Optional species to be recorded

Black Marlin (Makaira mazara)Striped marlin &
blue marlin (Tetrapturus audax & Makaira
indica)

Thresher Sharks (Alopias spp.)

Shortbilled spearfish (Tetrapturus
angustirostris)Black Marlin (Makaira mazara)

Tiger Shark (Galeocerdo cuvier)

Indo—Pacific Sailfish (Istiophorus
platypterus)Shortbilled spearfish (Tetrapturus
angustirostris)

Crocodile Shark (Pseudocarcharias kamoharai)

Other bony fishesindo—Pacific Sailfish
(Istiophorus platypterus)

Other Requiem sharks (Carcharhinus spp.)

Other bony fishes

Great White shark (Carcharodon carcharias)

Pelagic stingray (Pteroplatytrygon violacea)

For Purse Seine:

Fish Species

Others Optional

Albacore Tuna (Thunnus alalunga)

Whale Shark (Rhincodon typus)

Yellowfin Tuna (Thunnus albacores)

Oceanic Whitetip Shark (Carcharhinus
longimanus)

Skipjack Tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis)

Silky sharks (Carcharhinus falciformis)

Bigeye Tuna (Thunnus obesus)

Other sharks

Other fishes
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For Gillnet:

Fish Species Other Species

Albacore Tuna (Thunnus alalunga) Blue Shark (Prionace glauca)

Bigeye Tuna (Thunnus obesus) Mako Sharks (Isurus spp.)

Longtail Tuna (Thunnus tonggol) Porbeagle Shark (Lamna nasus)

Yellowfin Tuna (Thunnus albacores) Oceanic Whitetip Shark (Carcharhinus
longimanus)

Skipjack Tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis) Hammerhead Sharks (Sphyrna spp.)

Frigate Tuna (Auxis thazard) Other sharks

Kawakawa (Euthynnus affinis) Optional species to be recorded

Narrow banded Spanish Mackerel Thresher Sharks (Alopias spp.)

(Scomberomorus comerson)

Indo—Pacific King Mackerel (Scomberomorus Tiger Shark (Galeocerdo cuvier)

guttatus)

Marlins (Tetrapturus spp, Makaira spp) Crocodile Shark (Pseudocarcharias kamoharai)

Indo—Pacific Sailfish (Istiophorus platypterus) Other Requiem sharks (Carcharhinus spp.)

Shortbilled spearfish (Tetrapturus angustirostris) | Great White shark (Carcharodon carcharias)

Swordfish (Xiphius gladius)

Other fishes

For Pole and Line:

Fish Species

Skipjack Tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis)

Yellowfin Tuna (Thunnus albacores)

Bigeye Tuna (Thunnus obesus)

Albacore Tuna (Thunnus alalunga)

Frigate Tuna (Auxis thazard)

Kawakawa (Euthynnus affinis)

Longtail Tuna (Thunnus tonggol)

Narrow banded Spanish Mackerel (Scomberomorus comerson)

Other fishes

2.4 REMARKS

1) Discard Weight (kg) or number
a. For longline by number and weight
b. For purse seine estimate weight for each species
c. For gillnet by weight
d. For pole and line by weight or number
2) Any interactions with whale sharks (Rhincodon typus) and marine mammals are
encouraged to be recorded
3) Discard of tuna, tuna—like fish and sharks, turtles and seabirds should be recorded in the
remarks
4) Other information is also written in the remarks
5) Recall the Recommendation 10/13 On the Implementation of a Ban on Discards of Skipjack
Tuna, Yellow Fin Tuna, Bigeye Tuna and Non Targeted Species Caught by Purse Seiners

Note: The species included in the logbooks are regarded as minimum requirement. Optionally
other frequently caught shark and/or fish species should be added as required across different
areas and fisheries.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of longline gear / Diagramme schématique d’une palangre.

float/flotteur float/flotteur

float line length / longueur
de ralingue de flotteurs

length betwen branches /
( longueur entre les avangons
L

|

branch line
length / longueur
de I'avangon
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ANNEX III - LOGBOOK TEMPLATE FOR TUNA LONGLINERS
(FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY)
CPCS NEED TO ENSURE THAT THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS SET OUT ABOVE ARE ADDED TO THE LOGBOOKS

Flag country / Pavillon MName of boat/ nom
du navire

Date reported [ Date de Mame of captain / Vessol size / Taille du |GT (tons)TB LOA (m}/ LHT
déclaralion 1 MNom du capitaine navine (tonnes) {m}
Reporting person / Personne [Name / Nom Phone / Téléphone License number /
déclarante Numéro de licence
Departure dale / Date de Departure porl / Porl Call sign / Indicatif
départ de depart radio
Amrival date / Date damivée T Amival port / Port Mumber of crew /

d'armivée Effectif équipage

T use YYYYMMWDD for dales [ ulilisez AAAAMMIL pour les dales

Gear configuration / configuration de I'engin

Branch line length / Longueur des

avancons (m)

Float line length / longueur des
ralingues de flotteurs (m)

Length between branch lines /

longueur entre les avancons (m)

Type of weight | type de poids

Target / cibles

1. Tuna/thons () 2. Swordfish/espadon () 3. Other/ autres ()

O whele enliar

O praceszed [ lransforma

set,

o

atch should be given both in number and weight (in kg) in upper and lower row, respectively

Dake T Poslion :) =2 Tunas fthons Billhshes f Portes-épée Sharks f requns Remarks (discand or other mformason) /
- aZg remarques (rejels ou aures nformaiions)
W Z58
@ GES
gee
Lalde Longhrie § |soulhvem bhuelin /| albacme f | Ggeye ! | yelowin | spiack/ | Swirdish/ | SEipped marin /| Bue mamn 7 | biack marin | Sailish 7 Shodbll Bhe shak [ [ Porbeagie f [Mam T| Ohar 7
e e = Thon Fme Emon pahs | abaowe Elan espadon markin rayé maein bleu | fmarEnnow | volier speadsh / Peau Heue i pdie alres
Degreel | NS | Degreel | BW - -
Degrés | Degrés - markin & s taupe
- cowt
NS EW
NS EW
NS EW
N S E W

1 for dates, use the YYYYMM/DD format / pour les dates, uliliser le format AAAAMM/II
1 for postions, use the format: / pour les positions, uliiser le format - X0(0C
** for SST, use a value with one decimal point / pour la SST, utiiser une valeur 3 une décimale
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ANNEX IV — LOGBOOK TEMPLATE FOR PURSE—-SEINE VESSELS
(FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY)
CPCS NEED TO ENSURE THAT THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS SET OUT ABOVE ARE ADDED TO THE LOGBOOKS

DEPART / SALIDA / DEPARTURE ARRIVEE / LLEGADA / ARRIVAL NAVIRE / BARCO / VESSEL PATRON / PATRON / MASTER FEUILLE
PORT / PUERTO / PORT PORT / PUERTO / PORT HOJA / SHEET
DATE / FECHA / DATE DATE / FECHA / DATE N
HEURE / HORA / HOUR HEURE / HORA / HOUR
LOCH / CORREDERA / LOCH LOCH / CORREDERA / LOCH
CALEE CAPTURE ESTIMEE ASSOCIATION COMMENTAIRES COURANT
LANCE ESTIMACION DE LA CAPTURA ASSOCIACION OBSERVATIONES CORRIENTE
SET ESTIMATED CATCH ASSOCIATION COMMENTS CURRENT

POSITION
DATE (chaque calée ou midi)
POSICION
FECHA (cada lance o mediadia)
DATE

POSITION
(each set or midday)

Portant / Positivo / Successful

Nul / Nulo / Nil
Heure / Hora / Time
préciser/especificar/specify TU+

N° Cuve / Cuba / Well

AUTRE ESPECE REJETS ] §
1 2 3 . - 2 £
préciser le/les nom(s) | préciser le/les nom(s) o .
= Q
vl 8o a8
ALBACORE LISTAO PATUDO OTRA ESPECIE DESCARTES 2158 §£ §
ST EE~m
RABIL LISTADO PATUDO dar el/los nombre(s) | dar el/los nombre(s) g % sz g =
=Elz<|g 8glN
o = =
YELLOWFIN | SKIPJACK BIGEYE OTHER SPECIES PlSCARDS 2 9 K] 13’ 5 3
give name(s) give name(s) Sl 3| o~
2|z eS|y
ola 3| 8|2
=l
Taille | Capture| Taille | Capture| Taille [Capture| Nom | Taille|Capturel Nom | Taille |Capture| & Z @
Talla | Captura| Talla [Captura| Talla | Captura|Nombre| Talla | Captura| Nombre| Talla | Captura| § 25
Size | Catch | Size | Catch | Size | Catch | Name | Size | Catch | Name | Size | Catch

Requin Baleine
Tiburon Ballena / Shark Wale

Route/Recherche, problemes divers,
type d'épave (naturelle/artificielle,
balisée, bateau), prise accessoire, taille|
du banc, autres associations, ...

Ruta/Busca, problemas varios, tipo de
objeto (natural/artificial, con baliza,
barco), captura accesoria, talla del

banco, otras asociaciones, ...

Steaming/Searching, miscellaneous
problems, log type (natural/artificial,

with radio beacon, vessel), by catch,
school size, other associations, ...

Baleine / Ballena / Whale

T° Mer / Mar / Sea

Direction / Direccion / Direction
Degrés / Grados / Degree
Vitesse / Velocidad / Speed
Nceuds / Nudos / Knots

Une calée par lign

e/ Uno lance cada linea/ One set by line
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Date Logbook Submitted: / /

Vessel's Name:

Port Departure:

ANNEX V — LOGBOOK TEMPLATE FOR POLE-AND-LINE VESSELS

Submitted by(name and position):

Date Departure: / /

(FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY)

I0TC no:

Reg No:

Port Arrival:

License no.:

Date Arrival: / /

LOA(m):

Trip no.:

Position START fishing

Date
(MWDD)

1° Area

LAT.

LONG.

deg:min

deg:min

Time START fishing

(HH:MM)

Time END fishing

(HH:MM)

no. fishing events

Number of fishermen

Number of fishing gear
Type of school

Free
FAD

Catch units

TROPICAL TUNAS

OTHER SPECIES

DISCARDS

Yellowfin tuna
Skipjack tuna
Bigeye tuna

Longtail tuna

Albacore

Frigate tuna

Kawakawa

NB Spanish
mackerel

S
o

-

>

~:i0

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

S
o

-

~N N VN VN N NN -]~~~

TOTALS PAGE

Remarks
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ANNEX VI LOGBOOK TEMPLATE FOR GILLNET VESSELS
(FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY)

Submitted by(name and position):

Date Logbook Submitted: / /

Vessel's Name: 10TC no: Reg No: Call Sign: GT: LOA(m):
Port Departure: Date Departure: / | Port Arrival: Date Arrival: / / Trip no.:
Gear Mesh Size(mm): Net height(m): Net material: Fishing depth range Min/Max(m): / Total net lost(m):
Position START g g
set Position END set E I s TUNAS BILLFISHES SHARKS OTHER FISH DISCARDS
A - -
pet 3 £ = | =~
2 - = - 1 I P o ci2Y 4 g
E || 2| 2 |glalE|E]5 elze58 gl s
< < [a) @ ol & = = E=3 5 = = = |- 9
P = z < alo|2]g| x 2| 8|zE e s |8 ¢
LAT. | LONG. | LAT. |LONG.| © 0 w £ 3|l 3| 2l=| & S| |EZE % 4 2
Date e o e 2 oleg|lo|L2 |2 S| 3S|e g o (¢35
£ £ £ 5 s|lS|2|3| £ Other(5) S| 8|88 @ | Other(1) S £ 5| Other(14) (15)
(MW/DD) deg:min |deg:min |deg:min {deg:min = = = — Fl < [@ ]| > [ ®» |Nameandcach)] @ | @ [@ B & (Nameandcatch)] @ |F 'w|(Name and catch)] (Name and catch) (Name and catch)

~ VN~ VN NN~V VN~~~

TOTALS PAGE

(+) Use the number corresponding to the target species as recorded for the species in the columns on the right

Remarks
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APPENDIX XVIII
UPDATE ON PROGRESS REGARDING RESOLUTION 09/01 — ON THE PERFORMANCE REVIEW FOLLOW-UP

(NOTE: NUMBERING AND RECOMMENDATIONS AS PER APPENDIX | OF RESOLUTION 09/01)

ON THE IOTC AGREEMENT — A LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONSIBILITY

UPDATE/STATUS

1. The final conclusion of the Panel is that the Agreement is
outdated and there are many areas for improvement. The weaknesses
and gaps identified are, or have a potential to be, major impediments
to the effective and efficient functioning of the Commission and its
ability to adopt and implement measures aimed at long—term
conservation and sustainable exploitation of stocks, according to
model fisheries management instruments. More fundamentally, these
deficiencies are likely to prevent the Commission from achieving its
basic objectives.

Commission and
Members

Pending: No new developments have taken place in this area.

2. Consequently, the Panel recommends that the IOTC Agreement
either be amended or replaced by a new instrument. The decision on
whether to amend the Agreement or replace it should be made taking
into account the full suite of the deficiencies identified.

Commission and
Members

Pending: No new developments have taken place in this area.

ON CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT

RESPONSIBILITY

UPDATE/STATUS

Data collection and sharing

The Panel identified a poor level of compliance by many IOTC
Members. with their obligations, notably those related to the
statistical requirements on artisanal fisheries and sharks, and
recommends that:

3. The timing of data reporting be modified to ensure that the
most recent data are available to the working parties and the
Scientific Committee.

Scientific Committee

Completed: Currently CPCs are required to submit information on their flag
vessels by 30™ June every year. The same timeline is applicable for coastal
CPCs who license foreign vessels.The timing of the Working Party on
Tropical Tunas and the Working Party on Billfish are considered optimal so
that assessments on the most recently available data can be completed and
results reported to the Scientific Committee each year.
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4.  The deadline to provide data on active vessels be modified to a
reasonable time in advance of the meeting of the Compliance
Committee. This deadline is to be defined by the Compliance
Committee.

Compliance Committee

Completed: Resolutions 10/07 and 10/08 have modified the reporting date for
active vessels, which is now in the month preceding the meeting of the
Compliance Committee. Resolution 10/08 establishes February 15" as the
new deadline for submission of the list of active vessels for the previous year.

5. The scheduling of meetings of the working parties and
Scientific Committee be investigated based on the experience of
other RFMOs. This should bear in mind the optimal delivery of
scientific advice to the Commission.

Scientific Committee

Completed: Given the large number of meetings of other RFMOs, it is
becoming increasingly difficult to find a schedule of meetings that would be
better than the one currently in practice. The Scientific Committee will
continue to periodically review the timing of the Working Parties.

6.  The Commission task the Scientific Committee with exploring
alternative means of communicating data to improve timeliness of
data provision.

Scientific Committee

Partially completed: The Secretariat encourages members to utilise
electronic means to expedite reporting. A study has been commissioned for
2011 to determine the feasibility of reporting near real-time for various fleets.

7. Non-compliance be adequately monitored and identified at
individual Member level, including data reporting.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: Reports on compliance with data reporting requirements have been
regularly reviewed by the Compliance Committee, as well as discussed at the
species Working Parties, the Working Party on Data Collection and Statistics
and the Scientific Committee. For the Compliance Committee meeting of
2011, country—based reports have been prepared for this purpose.

8.  The causes of non—compliance be identified in cooperation
with the Member concerned.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: The Terms of Reference of the Compliance Committee was revised
in 2010 (Resolution 10/09) and provides for the assessment of compliance by
CPCs. The Secretariat, via the Compliance Section, maintains contact with
national officers to determine the reasons for non—-compliance, in particular,
concerning data reporting.

9. When the causes of non—compliance are identified and all
reasonable efforts to improve the situation are exhausted, any
Member or non—Member continuing to not —comply be adequately
sanctioned (such as market related measures).

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: Resolution 10/10 provides the necessary framework in which to
apply market related measures, following an appropriate process. Reductions
in future quota allocation have been proposed as deterrents for non—
compliance.

10. There is a need to improve the quality and quantity of the data
collected and reported by the Members, including the information
necessary for implementing the ecosystem approach. The most
immediate emphasis should be placed on catch, effort and size
frequency. The Panel also recommends that:

Scientific Committee

Ongoing: See below.
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11. Support for capacity building be provided to developing States
— the Commission should enhance funding mechanisms to build
developing country CPCs’ capacity for data collection, processing
and reporting infrastructures, in accordance with the Commission
requirements.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance and Finance

Ongoing: Currently, the only funding available continues to be through the
externally—funded IOTC-OFCF programme. Other sources and cooperative
arrangements might be available in the future (e.g. SWIOFP, COl, etc.). The
Secretariat continues to collaborate with these initiatives.

12. A regional scientific observer programme to enhance data
collection (also for non—target species) and ensure a unified approach
be established, building on the experience of other RFMOs, Regional
standards on data collection, data exchanged and training should be
developed.

Scientific Committee

Completed: Resolution 10/04 provides CPCs with the necessary framework
for putting in place a scientific observer programme. The Regional Observers
Scheme commenced July 1% 2010, and is based on national implementation.
The Secretariat coordinated the preparation of standards for data
requirements, training and forms.

13.  Actions be taken so that fishing fleets, especially Maldives,
Taiwan, Province of China and Yemen participate in data collection
and reporting.

Commission

Partially completed: Maldives became a Cooperating non—Contracting Party
to the IOTC at its 14" annual meeting and will be considered for CPC status
at the 2011 meeting. Taiwan, Province of China, submits data from its fishing
fleet on a regular basis. The fleets of Maldives and Taiwan,China comply with
most of the IOTC mandatory data requirements. The security situation in
Yemen continues to prevent a more direct joint working arrangement with
national scientists on data collection issues.

14. A relationship with Taiwan, Province of China be developed in
order to have data access when needed, to all its fleet data as well as
historical series, and address the problems deriving from the current
legal framework.

Commission and
Members

Ongoing: Taiwan, Province of China, submits data from its fishing fleet on a
regular basis and routinely allows access to historical data. It also continues to
participate in the Regional Observer Programme to monitor transhipment at
sea.

15. The Secretariat’s capacity for data dissemination and quality
assurance be enhanced, including through the employment of a
fisheries statistician.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance via Scientific
Committee

Commission

Ongoing: The existing post of Data Analyst was converted to a Fisheries
Statistician to join the Data Section of the Secretariat.

16. A statistical working party be established to provide a more
efficient way to identify and solve the technical statistical questions.

Scientific Committee

Completed: The Working Party on Data Collection and Statistics resumed its
annual meeting in 20009.

17. The obligation incumbent to a flag State to report data for its
vessels be included in a separate Resolution from the obligation
incumbent on Members to report data on the vessels of third
countries they licence to fish in their exclusive economic zones
(EEZs).

Compliance Committee

Completed: Resolutions 10/07 and 10/08 address the reporting requirements
of flag and coastal States responsibilities, with regards to vessels that are
active in the IOTC Area.
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In relation to non—target species, the panel recommends that:

18. The list of shark species for which data collection is required in
Recommendation 08/04 be expanded to include the five species
identified by the Scientific Committee (blue shark, shortfin mako,
silky shark, scalloped hammerhead, oceanic whitetip), and apply to
all gear types.

Commission

Partially completed: In 2010, the majority of the Working Party on
Ecosystems and Bycatch recommended a list of eleven species or species—
groups for inclusion in Resolution 08/04. All of these species or groups are
considered easily identifiable by fishers. It is noted here that although silky
shark is perhaps the most important shark bycatch species in tropical tuna
fisheries, it is not easily identified by fishers, since it is readily confused with
similar species. The Commission meeting in 2011 will be considering several
proposals in this regard.

19. The Secretariat’s capacity to provide support to developing
States” Members should be enhanced.

Commission and
Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Ongoing: Resolution 10/05 provides a mechanism for financial support to
facilitate scientists and representatives from I0TC Members and Cooperating
non—Contracting Parties who are developing States to attend and/or contribute
to the work of the Commission, the Scientific Committee and its Working
Parties. The Secretariat has also collaborated directly and indirectly with other
regional initiatives including but not limited to the OFCF, SWIOFP, ACP II
and COl.

20. Cooperative capacity building efforts amongst Members and,
as appropriate external organisations, should be encouraged.

Members and
Secretariat

Ongoing: See Recommendations 13 and 21.

21. Innovative or alternative means of data collection (e.g. port
sampling) should be explored and, as appropriate, implemented.

Scientific Committee

Ongoing: The Secretariat has been implementing sampling programmes since
1999. The IOTC-OFCF Programme has supported sampling programmes and
other means of data collection since 2002.

22. Avenues to collect data from non—-Members should be
explored.

Secretariat

Ongoing: The activities of the IOTC—OFCF Project have not been limited to
I0OTC members, and, in the past, have extended to important non—member
fishing countries such as Yemen and Maldives.
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Quality and provision of scientific advice

23. For species with little data available, the Scientific Committee
should be tasked with making use of more qualitative scientific
methods that are less data intensive.

Scientific Committee

In progress: The species Working Parties have been using informal analyses
of stock status indicators when data are considered insufficient to conduct full
assessments for some time. However, a formal system that reviews those
qualitative indicators and provides a recommendation on the current status,
based on the weight—of—evidence has yet to be developed.

24. More emphasis should be given to adherence to data collection
requirements.

Compliance Committee

In progress: The Working Party on Data Collection and Statistics and the
species Working Parties evaluate the availability and quality of data, and
makes recommendations to the Scientific Committee on how to improve data
quality. The Compliance Committee receives a report on the timeliness and
completeness of the reporting of the data required by the various Resolutions
of the Commission for each country.

25. Confidentiality provisions and issues of accessibility to data by
the scientists concerned needs to be clearly delineated, and/or
amended, so that analysis can be replicated.

Scientific Committee

Ongoing: Input, output and executable files for the assessment of major
stocks are archived with the Secretariat to allow replication of analyses.
Access to operational data under cooperative arrangements, and those subject
to confidentiality rules is still limited. In some cases the Secretariat is bound
by the domestic data confidentiality rules of Members and Cooperating non—
Contracting Parties.

26. The resources of the IOTC Secretariat should be increased.
Even though some progress will be made with recruitment of the
stock analysis expert, some additional professional staffing is
required.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance on advice from
Committees

and the Commission

Pending: The Commission declined the request for additional staff in 2010.
The Secretariat will propose a budget for the 2011 and 2012 that includes
additional professional staff, as recommended by the Scientific Committee.

27. To enhance the quality of scientific advice and the technical
soundness of the papers being considered by the Scientific
Committee and its working parties, and to encourage publication of
I0TC scientific papers in relevant journals, future consideration
should be given to the establishment of a scientific editorial board
within the Scientific Committee

Scientific Committee

Partially completed: Not yet discussed by the Scientific Committee.
However, guidelines for the presentation of stock assessment papers were
revised and agreed to by the Scientific Committee in 2010.

28. An online IOTC Data Summary should be established

Secretariat

Pending: Budgetary provisions to be renewed for 2011.
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29. Ongoing peer review by external experts should be
incorporated as standard business practice of working parties and the
Scientific Committee.

Scientific Committee

Pending: External experts are regularly invited to provide additional
expertise, although this does not constitute a formal process of peer review.
The Scientific Committee in 2010, agreed that once stock assessment models
were considered robust, that peer review would be advantageous and funds
will be requested to undertake peer reviews of stock assessments.

30. New guidelines for the presentation of more user friendly
scientific reports in terms of stock assessments should be developed.
In this respect, Kobe plots are considered to be the most desirable
method of graphical presentation, especially to non-technical
audience.

Scientific Committee

Partially completed: All recent stock assessment results have been presented
using the Kobe plot, and the species Working Parties are progressing in
presenting the Kobe matrix. The 2010 Scientific Committee report includes
Kobe Matrices for both bigeye tuna and swordfish. The stock status table at
the front of the Scientific Committee report was also revised in 2010 to reflect
the Kobe plot format.

31. A special fund to support the participation of scientists from
developing States should be established.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Completed: A Meeting Participation Fund was established via Resolution
10/05. The Resolution provides a funding mechanism to facilitate scientists
and other representatives from 10TC Members and Cooperating non—
Contracting Parties (CPCs) who are developing States to attend and/or
contribute to the work of the Commission, the Scientific Committee and its
Working Parties. The fund is financed, initially, by accumulated funds, with
no provisions for long—term support yet agreed.

32.  The Commission should renew efforts to convene meetings of | Commission Pending: Programmed for 2011/2012. Depended on resources of the

the Working Party on Neritic Tunas Secretariat and availability of data.

Adoption of conservation and management measures

33. Asthe IOTC has faced the management of the main targeted Commission In progress: Resolution 10/01 provides the starting point in the process of
stock under its purview only through a regulation of the fishing moving towards a total allowable catch limit. The first meeting of the

effort; other approaches should be explored, such as those envisioned Technical Meeting on Allocation Criteria was held in Nairobi, Kenya from

in Resolution 05/01, including catch limits, total allowable catch 16-18 February 2011. A further meeting in early 2012 was proposed and will
(TAC) or total allowable effort (TAE). be considered by the Commission in 2011.

34.  Within the system of the freezing of fishing effort in terms of Commission Completed: Some CPCs have cited the global financial crisis as the reason

number of vessels and correspondent capacity in gross tonnage, a
deadline should be agreed for the implementation of fleet
development plans.

for their inability to implement their fleet development plan and have
therefore signalled to the Commission that their plan will be revised. A
deadline of 31* December, 2010, was set for submission of all revised or new
fleet development plans.
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35. 10TC should consider developing a framework to take action
in the face of uncertainty in scientific advice.

Scientific Committee
and Commission

In progress: The Scientific Committee has agreed that the development of a
Management Strategy Evaluation process be initiated to provide better advice
that would incorporate explicit consideration of uncertainty.

36. 10TC should use the full range of decision making processes
available to it under the Agreement.

Commission

Ongoing: For the first time in its history of adopting conservation and
management measures, the Commission took a vote on a proposed resolution
during its 14™ Annual Session.

37. The IOTC Agreement needs to be amended or replaced in order

Commission and

Pending.

to incorporate modern fisheries management principles, such as the Members

precautionary approach.

38. Pending the amendment or replacement of the Agreement, the Commission Pending: see also Recommendation 35.

Commission should implement the precautionary approach as set

forth in the UNFSA.

39. Measures to regulate shark fisheries should be considered by Commission In progress: Resolution 05/05 provides the framework for combating the

the Commission.

practice of shark finning and Resolution 10/12 is aimed at the conservation of
sharks of the family Alopiidae. A number of proposals will be considered by
the Commission at its 2011 meeting.

40. There is a need to develop and take into account modern
principles for fisheries management, including ecosystem based
approach, protection of marine biodiversity and reducing the harmful
impacts of fishing on marine environment.

Commission and
Members

Ongoing: Resolutions 09/05, 09/06 and 10/06 are all aimed at encouraging
fishing practices that protect marine biodiversity and reducing the harmful
impacts of fishing on the marine environment or on species that are
incidentally caught in association with IOTC species.

41. These concepts should be integrated in the IOTC Agreement.

Commission and
Members

Pending.

Capacity management

42. 10TC should establish a stronger policy on fishing capacity to
prevent or eliminate excess fishing capacity.

Working Party on
Fishing Capacity

Scientific Committee

Commission

Ongoing: The Commission has since 2003 adopted a series of Resolutions
(03/01, 06/05, 07/05 and 09/02) with the objective of addressing the issue of
fishing capacity. However, to date these resolutions have not resulted in a
strong control on fishing capacity, and the concern remains that overcapacity
might result from this lack of control. The Secretariat is actively involved in
developing the global vessels record for vessels fishing for tuna and tuna—like
species that would contribute to the assessment of existing fishing capacity.

Page 101 of 110




43. Loopholes in the current systems of fishing capacity limitation,
such as the establishment of fleet development plans and exemptions
for vessels less than 24 meters, should be closed.

Working Party on
Fishing Capacity

Commission

Partially completed: Resolution 09/02, and the decisions made at IOTC 14,
establishing a new deadline to file fleet developments plans, aim at
establishing firm capacity targets.

44. 10TC should endorse the recommendation of the Scientific
Committee to create a Working Group on Fishing Capacity.

Commission

Completed: The first Working Party on Fishing Capacity was convened in
2009. In 2010 as no new documents were presented, it was amalgamated into
the Working Party on Tropical Tunas as a theme session.

Compatibility of management measures

45. 10TC Members should be invited to promptly implement IOTC
conservation and management measures through their national

Secretariat and

Ongoing: CPCs are reminded annually about the responsibility of integrating
I0TC conservation and management measures in their national legislation.

legislation. Commission The Secretariat is cooperating with CPCs by assisting in the assessment of the
legal needs to effectively implement IOTC measures.

Fishing allocations and opportunities.

46. 10TC should explore the advantages and disadvantages of Commission In progress: Resolution 10/01 has begun the process of moving towards the

implementing an allocation system of fishing quota, expressed as
TAC or TAE system. Such an investigation should include
consideration of how significant catches by current non—-Members
would be accounted for.

implementation of a total allowable catch limit for IOTC species. A Technical
Meeting on Allocation Criteria has discussed proposed guidelines and
methods to allocate future quota.

ON COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT RESPONSIBILITY UPDATE/STATUS
Flag State duties

47. Any amendment to or replacement of the IOTC Agreement Commission and Pending.

should include specific provisions on Member's duties as flag States, | Members

drawing on the relevant provisions of the UNFSA.

Port State measures

48. Any amendment to or replacement of the IOTC Agreement Commission and Pending.

should include specific provisions on Member's duties as port States.

Members

49. 10TC should explore the possible implementation of the FAO
Model Scheme on Port State Measures.

Commission

Completed: see Recommendation 50.
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50. The IOTC should duly note the outcome of the current process
for establishment of a globally binding agreement on port State
measures.

Commission

Completed: Resolution 10/11 is inspired by the FAO Port State Measures
Agreement. By adopting this resolution, IOTC CPCs have agreed to
implement the conditions of this agreement even before it becomes globally
binding, and it became the first RFMO to do so.

Monitoring, Control and Surveillance

51. 10TC should develop a comprehensive monitoring, control and
surveillance (MCS) system through the implementation of the
measures already in force, and through the adoption of new measures
and tools such a possible on—board regional observers’ scheme, a
possible catch documentation scheme as well as a possible system on
boarding and inspection.

Compliance Committee

In progress: I0TC already has an extensive number of MCS related
measures. However, the implementation of these measures are the duty and
responsibility of the CPCs. Proposals to introduce a catch documentation
scheme, especially for the major IOTC species, have until now been rejected
by CPCs. Resolution 10/04 — observers and field samplers are required
monitor the unloading of catches.

Follow-up on infringements

52. The current ITUU resolution should be amended to allow the
inclusion of vessels flagged to Members.

Commission

Completed: Resolution 09/03, which supersedes Resolution 06/03, was
adopted for this purpose.

53. 10TC should explore options concerning the possible lack of
follow—up on infringements by CPCs.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: The Compliance Committee, under its revised terms of reference,
will be in a better position to assess such cases.

54. 10TC should establish a sanction mechanism for non—
compliance, and task the Compliance Committee to develop a
structured approach for cases of infringement.

Compliance Committee

In progress: The Compliance Committee, under its revised terms of
reference, shall develop a scheme of incentives and sanctions and a
mechanism for their application to encourage compliance by all CPCs.

55.  Provisions for follow—up on infringement should be included in
any amended/replaced Agreement.

Commission and
Members

Completed: The Compliance Committee, under its revised terms of reference,
will be in a position to follow up on matters concerning each individual CPC.

Cooperative mechanisms to detect and deter non—compliance

56. A structured, integrated approach to evaluate the compliance of
each of the Members against the IOTC Resolutions in force should
be developed by the Compliance Committee.

Compliance Committee

In progress: For the Compliance Committee meeting of 2011, country—based
reports have been prepared for this purpose.

57. CPCs should be reminded of their duty to implement in their
national legislations the conservation and management measures
adopted by IOTC.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: CPCs are reminded annually about the responsibility of integrating
I0TC conservation and management measures in their national legislation.
The Reports of Implementation, mandated in the IOTC Agreement, provide a
mechanism to monitor progress of implementation at the national level.
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58. The requirement to present national reports on the
implementation of IOTC measures should be reinforced.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: Reminders are sent to CPCs prior to the Commission meeting and a
template has been developed by the Secretariat to facilitate the preparation of
national reports on implementation of IOTC measures. Compliance with this
requirement will be assessed in the country—based compliance reports.

59. The sense of accountability within IOTC seems to be very low;
therefore more accountability is required. There is probably a need
for an assessment of the performance of CPCs.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: The revised terms of reference of the Compliance Committee will
facilitate this assessment in the form of the country reports prepared for the
2011 session.

60. Establishment of formal mechanisms of MCS (e.g. observers
programmes) should be considered

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: Resolution 08/02 provides for an observer programme to monitor at
sea transhipments, but by placing observers only on carrier vessels.
Resolution 10/04 establishes a Regional Observer Scheme that includes
observers on board vessels, and port sampling for artisanal fisheries.

Market related measures

61. As IOTC action in terms of measures relating to the exercise of | Commission Completed: Resolution 10/10 meets this requirement.

rights and duties of its Members as market States are very weak, the

non-binding market related measure should be transformed into a

binding measure.

62. The bigeye statistical document programme should be applied Commission In progress: A proposal for a resolution to introduce a catch documentation

to all bigeye products (fresh and frozen). Catch documentation
schemes for target species of high commercial value should be
considered. Alternatively, expanding the scope of the current
statistical document programme to address current loopholes should
be considered.

scheme, especially for the major I0TC species, was not endorsed by CPCs at
its 14™ Annual Session. A revised proposal will be considered during the 15™
session in 2011.

ON DECISION MAKING AND DISPUTE SETTLEMENT

RESPONSIBILITY

UPDATE/STATUS

Decision making

63. In order to improve the IOTC practices of decision making and
adoption of measures, when every effort to achieve consensus has
been exhausted, invoking the procedure of voting should be explored

Commission

Ongoing: Resolution 10/12 was voted upon by CPCs at the IOTC’s 14"
Annual Session. It was the first time that the voting procedure was used in
I0TC for the adoption of a resolution.

64. Amending the objection procedure so that it is more rigorous,
and in line with other RFMO Conventions, featuring restricted
grounds for the bases to object is recommended.

Commission and
Members

Pending.
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Dispute settlement

65. A provision on dispute settlement should be amended in line Commission and Pending.
with the requirements of UNFSA. Members
ON INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION RESPONSIBILITY UPDATE/STATUS

Transparency

66. The active vessels list should be made available on the IOTC
website.

Commission

Secretariat

Completed: Resolutions 07/02, 10/07 and 10/08. The lists of authorised and
active vessels are hosted on the IOTC website.

67. The Commission, in consultation with the Scientific
Committee, should review the availability of critical data sets used in
development of scientific advice and take steps to assure that these
data are held at the Secretariat and available for validation of
analyses, subject to the appropriate confidentiality requirements.

Commission

Ongoing: See Recommendations on Data collection and sharing above.

Relationship to cooperating non Members

68. The legal framework of the IOTC Agreement should be

Commission and

Pending: In the meantime, alternative ways of participation of active fishing

amended or replaced in order to enable fishing players active in the Members fleets in the activities of the Commission are being pursued.

area to discharge their obligations in line with the UNFSA.

Relationship to non cooperating non Members

69. Although the IOTC has strengthened its action towards non— Commission Ongoing: The Secretariat has been active in contacting relevant non—

Members in order to have all important fishing players included
under its remit, diplomatic approaches should be made by I0TC
Members to non—-Members with active vessels in the area.

Members to encourage their participation. Recent examples include the
Maldives and Mozambique. The Secretariat has also responded to queries,
briefed representatives about membership from the DPR of Korea, United
Arab Emirates, Republic of Yemen and Somalia.

70. When non—cooperation is identified and all reasonable efforts
to improve the situation are exhausted, any non—Members continuing
not to not cooperate should be adequately sanctioned by, for
example, market related measures.

Compliance Committee

Ongoing: Resolution 10/10 provides the necessary framework in which to
apply market related measures. Actions are to be taken by the Compliance
Committee, under its revised terms of reference.
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Cooperation with other RFMOs

71. 10TC should establish mechanisms for a mutual recognition of | Commission Partially completed: This issue is addressed in the Resolutions dealing with

1UU lists with other RFMOs. capacity transfers insofar as to vessels found on 1UU lists of other tuna
RFMOs should not be flagged by CPCs.

72. 10TC should develop cooperative mechanisms, such as MoUs, | Commission Ongoing: The Secretariat is active in identifying opportunities for

to work in a coordinated manner on issues of common interest, in collaboration, for the consideration of the Commission.

particular non—target species and an ecosystem approach with other

RFMOs especially with SIOFA.

73. 10TC should annually agree on a Member attending other tuna | Commission Ongoing: Pending annual financial approval by the Commission.

RFMO meetings as an observer on its behalf and reporting back to
the Commission on matters of interest

Special requirements of developing States

74. A specific fund to assist capacity building should be put in
place.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Complete. A Meeting Participation Fund was established via Resolution
10/05.

75. Members, that are Parties of UNFSA, should make use of the
part VI Fund, established under UNFSA.

Members

Ongoing: Regular reminders are sent to CPCs.

Participation

76. Financial support, in particular for attendance in the scientific
activities to developing States, is needed.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Partially completed: A Meeting Participation Fund was established via
Resolution 10/05. The Resolution provides a funding mechanism to facilitate
scientists and other representatives from IOTC Members and Cooperating
non—Contracting Parties (CPCs) who are developing States to attend and/or
contribute to the work of the Commission, the Scientific Committee and its
Working Parties. The fund is financed, initially, by accumulated funds, with
no provisions for long—term support yet agreed.

77. The legal framework of the IOTC should be amended or
replaced in order to enable fishing players active in the area to
discharge their obligations in line with the UNFSA.

Commission and
Members

Pending.
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ON FINANCIAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE ISSUES

UPDATE/STATUS

Availability of resources for RFMO activities —efficiency and
cost—effectiveness

78. The IOTC Agreement as well as financial management rules
should be amended or replaced in order to increase Members’ as well
as Secretariat’s control of all the budget elements, including staff
costs of the budget. This would also improve transparency.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Commission and

Pending.

Members
79. Prior to the Commission assuming full control of the budget, Commission Completed: The meeting of the Commission has moved back towards the
the Commission meeting at which the budget is considered should be beginning of the financial year, thus reducing the difficulties of operating
held as close as possible to the commencement of the financial year without a budget.
to which this budget relates and if possible in advance of that year.
80. A fee system should be considered as a possible funding Commission Pending: The IOTC Regional Observer Program (monitoring transhipment at

mechanism for possible new activities.

sea) is fully funded by the participants through such a fee system.

81. The agreed external financial audit should be implemented as
soon as possible, and should include a focus on whether IOTC is
efficiently and effectively managing its human and financial
resources, including those of the Secretariat.

Standing Committee on
Administration and
Finance

Commission

Pending.
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APPENDIX XIX
SELECTION PROCESS FOR THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY OF THE COMMISSION

Issues on the selection of a new Executive Secretary

1. The Commission noted that the current Executive Secretary, Mr Alejandro Anganuzzi, is
scheduled to reach the limit of three terms in the post by March 2013. Therefore, the Commission
decided that, in order to ensure the continuity in the activities of the Secretariat and to allow for a
proper planning of the transfer of the responsibilities to the new Secretary, the process for the selection
of the new Secretary be started during the inter—sessional period following the Fifteenth Session of the
Commission.
2. The Commission further agreed to follow the procedure described below for the selection process
of the new Executive Secretary:
a) The vacancy announcement (including required qualifications) to be advertised through
international means, including FAO website and the Commission’s website by April 29"
2011;
b) Applications to be received by the Secretariat with a deadline of June 15" and distributed to
Members by June 30" 2011;
¢) Five candidates are to be classed in order of preference by Members on a point score of five to
one by September 15". This ranking transmitted by each Member to the Secretariat, collated,
and the ranking of all qualified candidates conveyed to all other Members as soon as possible;
d) The three candidates with the greatest number of points are to be invited to the Sixteenth
Session of the Commission in 2012 for interview by Heads of Delegation;
e) The new Secretary to be elected by the Commission;
f) The Director General of FAO to be informed of the decision of the Commission in order to
proceed to the appointment of the new Executive Secretary.
3. Annex | contains a description of required and desired qualifications for candidates to the post of
Executive Secretary.

ANNEX |
Qualifications and benefits

(@ The incumbent should have university level qualifications, preferably at post—graduate level, in
fisheries biology, fisheries science, fisheries economics or related field. He/she should have at
least ten years of experience in fisheries management, policy formulation, preferably including
bilateral and international relations. He/she should have the ability to exercise a high degree of
professional initiative. The incumbent should also be conversant with the preparation of budgets,
documents and the organization of international meetings. He/she should have working
knowledge, level C, of either English or French. Preference will be given to candidates who
have working knowledge in both languages.

(b) Other essential requirements include competence in the selection of staff; demonstrated ability
to supervise professional matters in subject field; and familiarity with the use of word
processing, spread sheets and database management systems.

(c) Desirable requirements include: a high degree of adaptability and ability to cooperate effectively
with people of different nationalities and of various social and cultural backgrounds and
education levels, as well as experience on fisheries related issues in the region.

(d) The Executive Secretary will be graded at the D-1 level based on the United Nations salary
scheme for professional and high categories. He/she will in addition, be entitled to a variable
element for post adjustment, pension, insurance, etc. The Executive Secretary is appointed under
the same terms and conditions as staff members of FAQ.

Terms of reference

Pursuant to Article VIII.2 of the Agreement, the Executive Secretary shall be responsible for
implementing the policies and activities of the Commission and shall report thereon to the
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Commission. He/she shall also act as Executive Secretary to the subsidiary bodies established by the
Commission, as required.

The incumbent will have overall responsibility for planning, coordination and administration of the
Commission in accordance with the Agreement and the decisions of the Commission.

He/she shall, for administrative purposes, be responsible to the Director—General of FAO.

He/she will in particular:

a)
b)

h)

)

k)

receive and transmit the Commission's official communications;

maintain high level contacts with appropriate government officials, fishery institutions and
international organizations concerned with tuna fisheries to facilitate consultation and
cooperation between them on information collection and analysis;

maintain an active and effective network of national focal points for routine communication
of progress and results of the activities of the Commission;

prepare and implement work programmes, prepare budgets and ensure timely reporting to
the Commission;

authorize disbursement of funds in accordance with the Commission's budget;
account for the funds of the Commission;

stimulate interest among Members of the Commission and potential donors in the activities
of the Commission and in possible financing or in implementing of pilot projects and
complementary activities;

promote, facilitate and monitor the development of databases for resource assessment and
biological and socio—economic research to provide a sound basis for conservation
management;

coordinate the Members' programmes of research when required:;

organize sessions of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies and other related ad hoc
meetings;

prepare background papers and a report on the Commission's activities and the programme
of work for submission to the Commission at the regular sessions, and arrange the
subsequent publication of the report and the proceedings of the Commission as well as its
subsidiary bodies and related ad hoc meetings;

perform other related duties as required.
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APPENDIX XX
STATEMENT ON PIRACY IN THE WESTERN PART OF THE IOTC AREA OF
COMPETENCE

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission "IOTC" recalls both its statements on piracy in the western
Indian Ocean issued in May 2008, March 2009 and March 2010. Regrettably, cases of piracy against
humanitarian, commercial and fishing vessels off the coast of Somalia have not declined. The
Commission continues to be deeply concerned by this upsurge of acts of piracy which put at risk the
delivery of humanitarian assistance to the population of Somalia. Piracy continues to have a serious
impact on merchant shipping and legitimate fishing activities in the western part of the IOTC area of
competence subject to international laws and regulations and where their activities are monitored by
IOTC members in accordance with its management measures.

The 10TC welcomes the adoption of United Nations Security Council Resolutions (UNSCR) 1814,
1816, 1838, 1846, 1851, 1897, 1918 and 1950 on piracy off the coast of Somalia and urges all States
to continue contributing to their rapid and effective implementation. The implementation of these
resolutions helps to ensure the protection of fishermen (of various nationalities) from piracy, and
enables them to carry out their fishing activities. Fishing is their livelihood that also generates a
significant amount of economic activities in Coastal countries of the Indian Ocean. The I0TC
expresses its satisfaction with the ongoing efforts of organisations and states contributing to fight
piracy off the coast of Somalia. It calls for the international community to devote sufficient means to
fully implement the UNSC resolutions, and commends the flagship role that EU is playing with its
Operation EUNAVFOR Atalanta.

In addition, the IOTC recalls the relevant provisions included in the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), notably those included in its article 105, for fighting acts of piracy and
calls on State parties to that Convention to take the necessary action in their national legislations to
make full use of those provisions.

The I0TC also reiterates the efforts made by the International Maritime Organisation (IMO), with its
robust code of conduct on maritime security, piracy and armed robbery against ships for States from
the Western Indian Ocean and Gulf of Aden areas of 2009 — the Djibouti Code of Conduct. It calls all
eligible states to sign. The IOTC stresses the need to promptly report incidents of piracy and armed
robbery, including attempts, thus providing timely and accurate information on the scope of the
problem. Sharing relevant information with coastal States and other States potentially affected by such
incidents is crucial to addressing the issue. A regional approach is part of the solution and in this
context, the IOTC commends the important role of the IMO in implementing the Djibouti Code of
Conduct. The IOTC also welcomes the 2011 theme for the World Maritime Day: “Piracy:
orchestrating the response”.

The 10TC calls on the International Community to give all its support to ensure the safety of all
fishing vessels and their crew in the region from acts of piracy. It calls for full implementation by all
crew members and fishermen of the Best Management Practices as agreed by the international
maritime community — vessels are encouraged to fully adopt these to help repel piracy attacks.

The 10TC calls for strong and concerted action on the international and political scene. The Regional
Strategy on Piracy and Maritime Security adopted in Mauritius in 2010 is a major step towards a
regional response to piracy. Although measures are in place to prosecute suspected pirates and to
install a proper rule of law in Somalia, some grey zones remain. The recent UN report by J. Lang*
puts forward 25 proposals, highlighting in particular the areas such as prosecution and how to
overcome legal and political obstacles. It also looks at capacity constraints. The UN Security Council
resolution 1918/2010 calls on all States, including States in the region, to criminalize piracy under
their domestic law and favourably consider the prosecution of suspected, and imprisonment of
convicted, pirates apprehended in the western Indian Ocean, consistent with the application of
international law on human rights.

11 Report of the Special Adviser to the Secretary-General on Legal issues related to piracy off the coast of Somalia. January 2011
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