9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

REPORT OF THE 9" MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP
ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES

(Barcelona, Spain - May 22 to 24, 2014)

1. Opening of the meeting

The Chair of the Working Group, Mr. Taoufik El Ktiri, opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates to the
Ninth Meeting of the Working Group on Integrated Monitoring Measures.

2. Election of the Chair

The PWG Chair, Mr. Taoufik El Ktiri chaired the meeting.

3. Adoption of agenda and meeting arrangements

Turkey requested discussion of artificial reproduction of bluefin tuna by Turkish aquaculture operators under
“Other matters.” This was accepted by the Delegations.

The United States requested to discuss the removal of measures from the Compendium as detailed in a U.S.
letter to the Secretariat (Circular #2796 / 2014) and comments by Japan (Circular #2822 / 2014). They also
requested discussion on the document “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on Monitoring and Avoiding
Cetacean Interactions in ICCAT Fisheries”. The Delegations accepted discussions of both of these issues under
“Other matters.”

The meeting agenda is attached as Appendix 1.

The Executive Secretary introduced the following CPCs that attended the meeting: Algeria, Brazil, Canada,
China, Cote d’Ivoire, Egypt, European Union, Ghana, Republic of Guinea, Japan, Republic of Korea, Morocco,
Mauritania, Namibia, Nigeria, Norway, Sao Tomé and Principe, Senegal, Turkey, Tunisia, the United States, and
Uruguay.

The Executive Secretary also introduced Chinese Taipei and Suriname as Cooperating non-Cooperating Parties,
Entities, or Fishing Entities attending the meeting.

The following non-governmental organizations were admitted as observers: ISSF and Pew Environment Group,
and the World Wildlife Fund.

The list of participants is attached at Appendix 2.

4. Nomination of rapporteur

Ms. Emma Htun (United States) was appointed rapporteur.

5. Review of operational details of ROP-TROP to cover the 2015 time/area closure

The Executive Secretary briefly summarized the technical difficulties that led to the cancellation of the ROP this
year and reminded CPCs to provide their fishing plans as soon as possible to avoid a repeat of last year’s issues.
The contract for the provision of the ROP services by Cofrepeche is due to expire at the end of October 2014,
before the Annual Meeting.

The CPCs then took note of the ROP-TROP Programme Manual provided by the Consortium. There was general
discussion of the useful nature of the Manual, but some CPCs noted that its scope was broader than necessary for
the Regional Observer Program in Rec. 11-01. There was general agreement that CPCs required more time to
review the ROP-TROP Manual before it could be finalized and would provide any comments to the Executive
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Secretary. One CPC requested that the Manual be translated into English and uploaded onto the ICCAT server.

Regarding the formal disposition of the ROP-TROP, there was agreement among CPCs that the issue of whether
the program should be terminated or continued must be decided by the Commission. The two CPCs directly
involved with the ROP-TROP stated that they preferred the use of national scientific observers in place of the
ROP, and would seek to amend the Rec. 11-01 at the Annual Meeting to terminate the ROP. Given the
procedural, legal, and financial situation surrounding the implementation of the ROP-TROP, two CPCs
suggested the way forward for 2015, would be to implement the ROP-TROP in 2015 and consider changes for
2016 and onward at the 2014 Annual Meeting. The European Union and Ghana consider that the implementation
of the ROP-TROP in 2015 should take into account the financial contributions already paid by the ship owners
for the previous expected implementation of the ROP-TROP.

In any case, the Secretariat informed the Working Group that it would circulate the request for the ROP-TROP
2015 season as early as possible in order to determine contractual needs.

6. Progress on the development of the eBCD system

The Chair of the e BCD Technical Working Group, Mr. Neil Ansell (EU) presented an overview of progress on
the development of the eBCD system, including technical, policy, and contractual issues. These issues are
detailed in the report of the eBCD Technical Working Group (Appendix 3). During the Barcelona
intersessionals, the TWG discussed 12 policy issues referred to IMM from the March 2014 PWG Meeting in
Madrid to facilitate discussion on the development of the eBCD system.

The TWG also discussed a means by which to maintain the services of the Consortium after their contract
expires at the end of May 2014. There was consensus that the contract should be extended until the end of June
2015. The CPCs generally agreed with the TWG that in developing the contact extension, the tasks to be
completed by the Consortium must be clearly prioritized and distinguished between those that had not yet been
completed under the original contract for no additional cost, and those that would be new under the contract
extension. The CPCs also recommended that the Secretariat pay an additional 157, 715.16 Euros charged by the
Consortium for tasks completed outside the purview of the original contract.

The Executive Secretary informed the Working Group of the possibility of getting further funding for the eBCD
system under the Global Environmental Facility (GEF) and questioned whether there was any objection to this
possibility. The Working Group encouraged further discussions with GEF.

In an effort to clarify and amend certain aspects of the bluefin tuna catch documentation program and facilitate
the application of the eBCD system, the United States introduced the document “Draft Recommendation by
ICCAT to Clarify and Amend Aspects of ICCAT’s Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Program to Facilitate the
Application of the eBCD System” to amend [Rec. 11-20]. Following discussion, a revised version of this
document is attached as Appendix 4.

Although no consensus was reached, it was agreed that this document would be forwarded to the Commission to
provide a basis for further discussion. It was noted that, depending on how certain issues were resolved, there
could be a need for additional adjustments to the eBCD system.

The observer from Pew Environment Group presented a statement concerning the proposed exemption of
internal sales from the eBCD, and the importance of ensuring that the eBCD tracks the significant majority of
Atlantic bluefin catch and trade internationally and domestically, which is attached as Appendix 5.

7. Consideration of possible amendments to statistical and catch document programs

Japan referred to the draft recommendation on possible amendments to the statistical documentation program for
bigeye tuna, which was submitted to the 2013 Annual Meeting, and stated that it did not want to discuss the draft
at this time for several reasons.

First, Japan noted that a number of CPCs generally wished to avoid duplication of other trade documentation
schemes. Several CPCs expanded on this point, emphasizing the need for harmonized documentation schemes.
Second, Japan and other CPCs cited the current FAO process initiated at COFI to develop global standards for
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catch documentation schemes. CPCs noted that it would be important to take these discussions into account in
the development of any additional ICCAT schemes.

8. Review of at-sea vessel sighting and inspection programs, including high seas boarding

The United States introduced the document “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT for a Joint International
Inspection Scheme”, which is a proposal for a joint high seas inspection and boarding regime co-sponsored by
Canada, the European Union, and the United States and is attached as Appendix 6. The proposers noted that the
proposal drew from other instruments, including the schemes that are being implemented in other RFMOs and
the provisions of Annex VIII of Rec. 13-07. The draft, which would replace the current ICCAT scheme in Rec.
75-02, was also meant to provide a starting point for discussion on how the scheme could provide opportunity
for all members, regardless of their capacity to deploy patrol vessels, to participate in the scheme.

There was no consensus on the proposal. While some CPCs noted that ICCAT already had a joint international
inspection scheme (Rec. 75-02), others stated that such a joint inspection was voluntary and that they could not
accept any regime that infringed upon the sovereignty of a CPC that was not voluntary in nature or based on the
establishment of a ICCAT inspection vessel not flagged to any particular CPC to ensure reciprocity.

The Chair reminded CPCs of the mandatory nature of the inspection scheme in the eastern Atlantic bluefin
fishery. One CPC mentioned that this scheme was in conformity with the Convention. One CPC noted that if
members involved in that fishery agreed to that scheme, that did not mean that the scheme should be extended to
all CPCs.

The proponents expressed their willingness to work with CPCs to address their concerns and their desire to
continue discussions of this issue.

9. Review of Rec. 03-14 on VMS and consideration of necessary amendments

The United States introduced a proposal for setting the current VMS transmission rate co-sponsored by the
European Union, Norway, Turkey, and Senegal. The proposal introduced a ‘“step-down” approach which
increased the transmission rate to 4 hours through December 31, 2015, then to 2 hours starting January 1, 2016.
Noting that current technological advances made costs negligible, and that current SCRS advice calls for a 1
hour transmission rate, other CPCs offered their support for the proposal. Upon invitation by the Chair, the
SCRS Chair emphasized the importance of detailed VMS information to help characterize fishing effort.

Citing continuing cost implications as well as a need to harmonize with other tuna RFMOs that utilize a 4-hour
transmission rate, other CPCs supported a 4-hour transmission rate.

The sponsors of the original proposal introduced an amended version joined by Canada and Ghana. This version
called for a 4-hour transmission rate. The proposal also encourages CPCs to adopt more stringent measures
domestically and calls for the Commission to review the proposal no later than 2017 to determine any revisions,
including further increases to the rate. There was general support for the concepts contained in the revised
version. Following further discussion, a revised version by the title “Draft Recommendation Amending the
Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards for the Establishment of a Vessel Monitoring
System (VMS) for the ICCAT Convention Area” with one pending issue has been submitted and is attached as
Appendix 7. The Working Group referred the document to the Commission for consideration and possible
adoption at the 2014 Annual Meeting.

Cote d’Ivoire requested revision of Rec. 03-14 to reflect the legitimate right of coastal states to be informed
about the presence of foreign vessels in their EEZ. It stated the intention to submit a draft proposal to PWG for
consideration at the next meeting of the Commission.

10. Consideration of rules for submitting vessel lists

The Chair called up for discussion the document “Clarification of rules for submitting vessel lists” and its
addendum, which is a list of issues regarding vessel lists on which the Secretariat requested clarification and
guidance from CPCs. The list had been discussed at the 2013 Annual Meeting and the COC, but some issues had
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been referred to IMM.
CPCs noted that though this Working Group could provide guidance on these issues to the Secretariat and make
recommendations for the Commission to take up at the Annual Meeting, the IMM Working Group’s

recommendations would have to be approved by the Commission before action could be taken.

This list of all the Secretariat’s questions is attached as Appendix 8. The following is the discussion provided by
the CPCs, separated by sections and specific questions.

Section 1. Vessels 20m+, Rec. 11-12

Question 1 re: inclusion of vessels past 30 days

CPCs noted that the Secretariat does not have the mandate to deny vessel registrations, nor should it be put in the
position to act as a gatekeeper. They advised in this situation that the Secretariat should still include the vessel on
the list, but note the late submission so the CPC is aware of the 30-day rule and inform the Compliance

Committee to take any necessary appropriate action.

Additionally, CPCs generally noted that this issue should be treated with flexibility, and that a recommendation
to the Commission may be necessary.

Question 2 re: confidential information

Most CPCs were of the view that the Secretariat should not list those vessels for which CPCs provided
incomplete information — i.e. missing one or more components of the list of 9 elements in Rec. 13-13 — noting
that CPCs shall submit all the required information but may request the Secretariat not to publicize certain
information due to domestic confidentiality requirements.

The United States disagreed with this view, interpreting Paragraph 4 of Rec. 13-13 to allow a CPC to withhold
confidential information because such information is not to be maintained in the ICCAT Record — in such a case,
the Secretariat would still list the vessel, but would note the confidentiality issue and refer the issue to the
Compliance Committee to determine if there is a compliance concern.

Clarification re: carrier vessels

The current understanding is correct.

Section 2: BET/YFT vessels — TROP, Rec. 11-01

The CPCs noted that this issue will be referred to Panel 1.

Section 3: E-BFT Catching Vessels, Rec. 12-03/[13-07]

There was no comment by CPCs on Section 3.

Section 4: E-BFT Other vessels, Rec. 12-03/[13-07]

Questions 1 and 2

There were no diverging views from the clarifications the Secretariat had previously received from Panel 2 /
COocC.

Question 3 re: other vessels
Many CPCs were of the opinion that self-registration in the eBCD system was sufficient. Notwithstanding, it

was agreed that by-catch vessels may be included in the BFT “Other vessels” list pending full implementation of
the eBCD system.
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Question 4

There were no diverging views from the clarifications the Secretariat had previously received from Panel 2 /
CocC.

Section 5: Transshipment, Rec. 12-06
Question re: carrier vessels

It was generally agreed that the initial lists should be provided by 1 January but that changes could be submitted
at any time. Additional vessels included on the list should not engage in transshipment activity until they appear
on the ICCAT Record.

CPCs advised that retroactive reporting could be allowed for carrier vessels, provided that no transshipment
takes place until the vessel is on the ICCAT Record.

Question re: longline vessels
CPCs advised that retroactivity could not be allowed for longline vessels.
Section 6: List of Mediterranean Swordfish Vessels, Rec. 11-03

CPCs generally agreed with the interpretation of the Secretariat. They reasoned that the submission of an annual
list was desirable to prevent inactive fishing vessels from remaining on the ICCAT Record.

Section 7: List of Northern Albacore Vessels, Rec. 98-08

CPCs generally agreed with the interpretation of the Secretariat. They reasoned that the submission of an annual
list was desirable to prevent inactive fishing vessels from remaining on the ICCAT Record.

Some CPCs noted that as the list is tied to a measure dealing with limiting capacity that had later been
superseded, there is an underlying issue of whether the Secretariat even had to maintain the vessel list anymore,
which may need to be discussed by the Commission.

Question “Clarification of rules for submitting vessel lists (Addendum 1 of Appendix 8)

Due to concerns by some CPCs that this question was more appropriate for the Compliance Committee, this
question was deferred to the Annual Meeting.

11. Consideration of capacity building for developing countries

There were two documents discussed under this agenda item. The first document was titled “Request from the
Secretariat for Clarifications of Provisions Contained in ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures”,
which is a request for clarification from the Secretariat on port inspections. This document, which contains the
entirety of the Secretariat’s questions, is appended as Appendix 9. The second document, which was introduced
by the United States, “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT to Support Effective Implementation of
Recommendation by ICCAT for an ICCAT Scheme for Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port (Rec. 12-07)”),
is a proposal on facilitating capacity building to implement port inspection measures in developing countries and
is attached as Appendix 10.

Request from the Secretariat for Clarifications of Provisions Contained in ICCAT Conservation and
Management Measures

Question 1 re: authorised ports

There were varying views of CPCs as to whether it was the duty of the flag CPC to prohibit their vessels from
entering non-authorised ports. Some CPCs opined that it was duty of the flag CPC. Others said that the baseline
obligation would be for the flag CPC to publicize the list of authorised ports to their vessels, but that they would
not be obliged to mandate that their vessels not enter unauthorized ports. Some CPCs wished to note that as Rec.

5



9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

12-07 applies only to foreign fishing vessels, only those CPCs who wished to grant port access to foreign fishing
vessels must send their lists to the Secretariat.

Question 2 re: “foreign fishing vessels”™

CPCs generally advised that carrier vessels are included but container vessels are exempt, in line with the FAO
Port State Measures Agreement. On the exemption of container vessels, Japan noted in particular that it accepted
the Recommendation specifically due to the understanding of this exemption and will not accept any other
interpretation of the measure.

Question 3 re: reports without infringements

Several CPCs considered that the Secretariat should publish on the secure section of the ICCAT website all
inspection reports provided by the CPCs, regardless of whether there are infringements. Others were of the view
that they should be filed at the Secretariat for consultation on request.

Support Implementation of Minimum Standards

The document introduced by the United States is a proposal which would set a specific fund for “Monitoring,
Control, and Surveillance” to provide technical assistance, informed by periodic reports to the Secretariat from
developing CPCs on their implementation and challenges related to Rec. 12-07.

Several CPCs fully supported the proposal, noting that it reflects the needs of developing states for substantive
support to improving their port inspection schemes but have expressed the need for broader coverage. It was also
noted that port inspection deficiencies concern both developing CPCs and developed CPCs. Others declared the
proposal a step in the right direction and provided a good basis for discussion, but noted that part of the
discussion of this proposal must take place at the STACFAD as it involves budgeting including the use of the
Working Capital Fund. Questions on the scope of the capacity-building activities contemplated in the proposal
were also raised.

Referring to the creation of a specific fund, the European Union expressed concern on the potential
administrative burden an additional fund will have for the ICCAT Secretariat, pointing out at other alternatives
and effective means for capacity building implemented in other tuna RFMOs.

It was agreed that the Secretariat could continue to monitor developments in the IOTC electronic port measure
scheme.

There was no consensus on the proposal, but general support. The United States will work with interested
Delegations to further revise the proposal for presentation at the next Annual Meeting in November.

12. Review of Rec. 11-16 on access agreements

The Chair opened the floor for discussion on the document of the PWG “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on
Access Agreements”, which was submitted to the Plenary at the 2013 Annual Meeting. While there was general
consensus at the Annual Meeting, one CPC still had reservations.

The CPC in question withdrew all reservations and gave support for its adoption. The draft recommendation will
go to the Commission in November and is attached as Appendix 11.

13. Other matters

Removal of measures from the active Compendium

The Chair opened the floor for discussion on two documents: a U.S. letter on the removal of measures from the
Compendium and Japan’s comments. The measures in question are those that the Secretariat had circulated to

CPCs to suggest removal from the active Compendium due to redundancy or having been superseded by other
Recommendations.
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CPCs agreed to discuss the measures that fell under the purview of the IMM Working Group and provide the
following recommendation to the Commission:

—  The following measures should be removed from the active Compendium: [Rec. 11-21], [Rec. 00-22],
[Res. 02-25], and [Res. 01-20].

—  The following measures should be retained in the active Compendium: [Rec. 10-11] and [Rec. 06-16].
CPCs committed to reviewing electronically the remaining measures flagged by the Secretariat and to provide
comments on their removal or retention by June 30, 2014. The Secretariat will then compile all the views of the
CPCs and submit the compilation to the Commission at the Annual Meeting for its consideration and action.
Turkey
Turkey raised for discussion the issue of a pilot Turkish aquaculture project on artificial bluefin tuna
reproduction. CPCs suggested that the issue be first raised at Panel 2 and PWG in the context of procedures
required for identification, treatment, and trading of such products.

Monitoring and avoiding cetacean interactions

The United States introduced the document “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on Monitoring and Avoiding
Cetacean Interactions in ICCAT Fisheries”, which builds on existing ICCAT measures for other bycatch species,
and noted that the proposal included monitoring aspects relevant to the IMM Working Group’s purview.

Some CPCs offered support and noted that the proposal spoke more generally to conservation issues and so
should be raised in Panel 4. Norway recalled that management of marine mammals is already under the
competence of other international organizations such as the North Atlantic Marine Mammal Commission. Japan

requested the United States to provide a clear scientific basis for this proposal.

The proposal was deferred to Panel 4, and the document is attached for reference as Appendix 12.

14. Adoption of report and adjournment

The report was adopted and the Chairman adjourned the meeting.

Appendix 1
AGENDA

1. Opening of the meeting
2. Election of Chair
3. Adoption of agenda and meeting arrangements
4. Nomination of rapporteur
5. Review of operational details of ROP-TROP to cover the 2015 time/area closure
6. Progress on the development of the eBCD system

Consideration of outstanding policy and technical issues

- Decision on the contract extension with the consortium

7. Consideration of possible amendments to statistical and catch document programmes
8. Review of at-sea vessel sighting and inspection programs, including high seas boarding and inspection,

and consideration of necessary measures
9. Review of Rec. 03-14 on VMS and consideration of necessary amendments
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10. Consideration of rules for submitting vessel lists for inclusion on the ICCAT Record

11. Consideration of capacity building for developing countries and any other necessary actions for the
implementation of Rec. 12-07

12. Review of Recommendation 11-16 on access agreements and proposal of amendments if appropriate
13. Other matters
14. Adoption of Report and adjournment
Appendix 2
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SCRS Chairman

Santiago Burrutxaga, Josu

SCRS Chairman - Head of Tuna Research Area, AZTI-Tecnalia, Txatxarramendi z/g, 48395 Sukarrieta (Bizkaia) Pais Vasco,
Spain

Tel: +34 94 6574000 (Ext. 497); 664303631, Fax: +34 94 6572555, E-Mail: jsantiago@azti.es; flarrauri@azti.es
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Liu, Xiaobing *

Director, Ministry of Agriculture, Division of International Cooperation Bureau of Fisheries No. 11 Nongzhanguan Nanli,
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Tel: +86 10 6585 0667, Fax: +86 10 6585 0551, E-Mail: adminl @tuna.org.cn

" Head delegate



9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

COTE D’'IVOIRE

Gago, Chelom Niho *

Directeur du Service des Affaires Juridiques et de la Coopération Internationale, Ministére des Ressources Animales et
Halieutiques, Abidjan

Tel: +225 0621 3021; +225 07 78 30 68, Fax: +225 21 35 63 15, E-Mail: gagoniho@yahoo.fr

Fofana, Bina

Sous Directeur des Péches Maritime et Lagunaire, Ministére des Ressources Animales et Halieutiques de la République de
Cote d'Ivoire, BP V19, Abidjan

Tel: +225 07 655 102; +225 21 356 315, Fax: +225 21 356315, E-Mail: binafof@yahoo.fr

Kesse Gbéta, Paul-Hervé

Coordinnateur du Programme d'Appui a la Gestion Durable des Resources Halieutiques (PAGDRH), Ministére des
Ressources et Halieutiques, BP V19, Abidjan

Tel: +225 21 25 28 83/225 0806 1029, Fax: +225 21 350 409, E-Mail: paul_kessel@yahoo.fr

EUROPEAN UNION

Spezzani, Aronne *

Head of Sector, Fisheries control in International Waters - DG MARE-B3 J79-2/214, European Commission Rue Joseph I,
99, 1049 Brussels, Belgium

Tel: +322 295 9629, Fax: +322 296 3985, E-Mail: aronne.spezzani@ec.europa.cu

Arena, Francesca

European Commission - DG MARE, Unit B1 International Affairs, Law of Sea and Regional Fisheries Management, Rue
Joseph 11, J99 03/66, 1049 Brussels, Belgium

Tel: +32 22961364, E-Mail: Francesca.arena@ec.europa.cu

Ansell, Neil

European Fisheries Control Agency, Avenida Garcia Barbon 4, 36201 Vigo, Spain

Tel: +34 986 120 658, E-Mail: neil.ansell@efca.europa.cu

Caseiro, Jorge
Direcgao-Geral de Recursos Naturais, Seguranga ¢ Servigos Maritimos, Avenida de Brazilia, 1449-038 Lisboa, Portugal
Tel: 4351 21 302 5102, Fax: +351 21 302 5188, E-Mail: jcaseiro@dgrm.mamaot.pt

Elices Lopez, Juan Manuel

Jefe de Seccion Técnica, Subdireccion General de Control e Inspeccion, Secretaria General de Pesca, C/ Velazquez, 147  3*
planta, 28006 Madrid, Spain

Tel: +34 91 347 18 82, Fax: +34 91 347 15 12, E-Mail: jmelices@magrama.es

Galea, Rachel
Department of Fisheries and Aquaculture, Ngiered Road, Ghammeri - Marsa, Malta
Tel: +356 22921250, E-Mail: rachel-ann.galea@gov.mt

Lizcano Palomares, Antonio

Subdirector Adjunto de la Subdireccion General de Acuerdos y Organizaciones Regionales de Pesca, Ministerio de
Agricultura, Alimentacion y Medio Ambiente, Secretaria General de Pesca, C/Velazquez, 144, 28006 Madrid , Spain

Tel: +34 91 347 5079, E-Mail: alizcano@magrama.es

Monteagudo, Juan Pedro

Asesor Cientifico, Organizacion de Productores Asociados de Grandes Atuneros Congeladores - OPAGAC, C/Ayala, 54 -
2°A, 28001 Madrid, Spain

E-Mail: monteagudo.jp@gmail.com; jp.monteagudo@opagac.org

Peyronnet, Arnaud

European Commission _ DG MARE D2, Conservation and Control in the Mediterranean and the Black Sea, JII - 99 06/56
JII - 99 06/56, B-1049 Brussels, Belgium

Tel: +32 2 2991 342, E-Mail: arnaud.peyronnet@ec.curopa.cu

Roche, Thomas

Ministére de 'Ecologie, du Développement durable et de I'Energie, Direction des péches maritimes, 1 Place des Degrés,
92501 Cédex La Défense, France

Tel: +33 1 40 81 97 51, Fax: +33 1 40 81 86 56, E-Mail: thomas.roche@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Schmit, Frédéric

Tour Voltaire, 1 Place des Degrés, 92055 Cédex La Défense, France
Tel: +33 (0)1 40 81 88 80, E-Mail: frederic.schmit@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
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Tel: +81 3 3501 0532, Fax: +81 3 3501 6006, E-Mail: Kadowaki-daisuke@meti.go.jp

Masuko, Hisao

Director, International Division, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 31-1Coi Eitai Bldg. 2-Chome Koto-Ku,
Tokyo 135-0034

Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: masuko@japantuna.or.jp

Suzuki, Shinichi

Assistant Director, Fisheries Management Division, Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, 1-2-1,
Kasumigaseki, Tokyo Chiyoda-ku 100-8907

Tel: +81 3 3502 8204, Fax: +81 3 3591 5824, E-Mail: shinichi_suzuki@nm.maff.go.jp

Tanaka, Nabi

Official, Fishery Division, Economic Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Kasumigaseki, 2-2-1 Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo
100-8919

Tel: +81 3 5501 8338, Fax: +81 3 5501 8332, E-Mail: nabi.tanaka@mofa.go.jp

Tominaga, Haruo

Assistant Director, International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, 1-2-1
Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8907

Tel: +81 3 3502 8460, Fax: +81 3 3504 2649, E-Mail: haruo_tominaga@nm.maff.go.jp
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Institute for International Fisheries Cooperation, Level 3, KT&G Munyero 137, Seogu, Daejon City
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10



9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

MOROCCO

El Ktiri, Taoufik *

Directeur des Péches Maritimes et de I’Aquaculture, Direction des Péches Maritimes et de 1'Aquaculture, Ministére de
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Chef de 1'Unité d'Appui a la Coordination du Controle, DPMA, Nouveau Quartier Administratif; BP 476, Haut Agdal Rabat
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Chef du Service de la Gestion et de I'Aménagement des Pécheries, Division de la Protection des Ressources Halieutiques,
Direction des Péches Maritimes et de I'Aquaculture, Département de la Péche Maritime, Nouveau Quartier Administratif,
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Tel: 4212 537 688 122/121, Fax: +212 537 688 089, E-Mail: hassouni@mpm.gov.ma
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Tel: +222 22621041, Fax: +222 4574 5081, E-Mail: abambad@gmail.com

NAMIBIA

lilende, Titus *

Deputy Director Resource Management, Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, P/BAG 13355, 9000 Windhoek
Tel: +264 61 205 3911, Fax: +264 61 220 558, E-Mail: tiillende@mfmr.gov.na

Bester, Desmond R.
Control Officer Operations, Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, Private Bag 394, 9000 Luderitz
Tel: +264 63 20 2912, Fax: +264 6320 3337, E-Mail: dbester@mfmr.gov.na;desmondbester@yahoo.com

Schivute, Peter Katso
Chief Control, Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, P.O. Box 1594, Walvis Bay
Tel: +264 64 201 6111 Ext. 201, Fax: +264 64 201 6223, E-Mail: pschivute@mfmr.gov.na; pschivute@yahoo.com

NIGERIA

Solarin, Boluwaji Bashir *

Director (Fisheries Resources), Nigerian Institute for Oceanography and Marine Research, P.M.B. 12729, Lagos Victoria
Island

Tel: +234 8034669112, E-Mail: bolusolarin@yahoo.com

NORWAY

Holst, Sigrun M. *

Deputy Director General, Ministry of Industry, Trade and Fisheries, P.O. Box 8090 Dep, 0032 Oslo
Tel: +47 918 98733, E-Mail: Sigrun.holst@nfd.dep.no

Vikanes, Ingrid
Ministry of Industry, Trade and Fisheries, P.O. Box 8090 Dep, 0032 Oslo
Tel: +47 957 22703, E-Mail: ingrid.vikanes@nfd.dep.no; iv@nfd.dep.no

S. TOME AND PRINCIPE

Viegas da Costa Cravid, Joao *

Diretor das Pescas, Direcgao das Pescas, C.P. 59

Tel: 4239 12 22 091, Fax: +239 12 22 414, E-Mail: dirpescal @cstome.net; joviegas 59@hotmail.com

Aurélio, José Eva
Direccao das Pescas, C.P. 59
Tel: 4239 991 6577, E-Mail: aurelioeva57@yahoo.com.br;dirpescal @cstome.net

SENEGAL

Faye, Adama *

Direction Protection et Surveillance des Péches, Cité Fenétre Mermoz, Dakar
E-Mail: adafaye2000@yahoo.fr
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Directeur de la Conservation des Ressources Halieutiques, Ministére de I'Agriculture, des Ressources Hydrauliques et de la
Péche, Direction Général de la Péche et de 1'Aquaculture, 30 Rue Alain Savary, 1002

Tel: +216 71 890 784, Fax: +216 71 892 799, E-Mail: m.hmani09@yahoo.fr
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Foreign Affairs Specialist, Office of International Affairs (F/IA1), National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East West
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Tel: +1 301 427 8357, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: kimberly.blankenbeker@noaa.gov
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U.S. Coast Guard, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring MD 20910
Tel: +1 703 519 9691, Fax: +1 703 519 1872, E-Mail: james.a.binniker@uscg.mil; BinnikerJA@state.gov

Brown, Craig A.

Chief, Highly Migratory Species Branch, Sustainable Fisheries Division, NOAA Fisheries Southeast Fisheries Science
Center, 75 Virginia Beach Drive, Miami Florida 33149

Tel: +1 305 361 4590, Fax: +1 305 361 4562, E-Mail: craig.brown@noaa.gov

Campbell, Derek

Office of General Counsel - International Law, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14 Constitution Avenue, N.W. HCHB Room 7837, Washington, D.C. 20010

Tel: +1 202 482 0031, Fax: +1 202 371 0926, E-Mail: derek.campbell@noaa.gov

Dubois, Todd C.
NOAA Fisheries Office of Law Enforcement, 1315 East West Hwy, SSMC3 Room 3301, Silver Spring, MD 20910
Tel: +1 301 4272300, Fax: +1 301 427 2055, E-Mail: todd.dubois@noaa.gov

Engelke-Ros, Meggan

Enforcement Attorney, National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration, 1315 East-West Highway, SSMC3-15424, Silver
Spring Maryland 20910

Tel: +1 301 427 8284, Fax: +1 301 427 2211, E-Mail: meggan.engelke-ros@noaa.gov

Htun, Emma

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service, Office of International Affairs, 1315
East-West Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910

Tel: +1 301 427 8361, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: emma.htun@noaa.gov

King, Melanie Diamond

NOAA - National Marine Fishery Service, Office of International Affairs, 1315 East West Highway F/IA, Silver Spring
Maryland 20910

Tel: +1 301 427 8366, E-Mail: melanie.king@noaa.gov

Southward-Hogan, LeAnn

Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, SSMC3 - SF1, Silver
Spring Maryland 20910

Tel: +1 301 427 8503, Fax: +1 301 713 1917, E-Mail: leAnn.southward-Hogan@noaa.gov

Walline, Megan J.

Attorney-Advisor, Office of the General Counsel for Fisheries, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 1315 East-West Highway SSMC-III, Silver Spring Maryland 20910

Tel: 4301 713 9695, Fax: +1 301 713 0658, E-Mail: megan.walline@noaa.gov
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Warner-Kramer, Deirdre

Senior Foreign Affairs Officer, Office of Marine Conservation (OES/OMC), U.S. Department of State Rm 2758, 2201 C
Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20520-7878

Tel: +1 202 647 2883, Fax: +1 202 736 7350, E-Mail: warner-kramerdm@state.gov
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Domingo, Andrés *
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Lin, Ding-Rong

Director, Deep Sea Fisheries Division, Fisheries Agency, Council of Agriculture, 70-1 Sec. 1, Jinshan S. Rd., 100
Tel: +886 2 3343 6185, Fax: +886 2 3343 6128, E-Mail: dingrong@ms]1.fa.gov.tw
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2 Kaitakelan Blvd, 10048
Tel: +886 2 2348 2222, Fax: +886 2 2382 1174, E-Mail: kcpu@mofa.gov.tw
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Section Chief, International Economics and Trade Section, Deep Sea Fisheries Division, Fisheries Agency, Council of
Agriculture, 70-1, Sec. 1 Jinshan S. Rd.

Tel: +886 2 3343 6175, Fax: +886 2 3343 6097, E-Mail: shihcin@ms1.fa.gov.tw

Hsia, Tracy, Tsui Feng
Specialist, OFDC - Overseas Fisheries Development Council, No. 19, Lane 113, Sec.4 Roosevelt Road, 106
Tel: +886 2 2738 1522 Ext. 111, Fax: +886 2 2738 4329, E-Mail: tracy@ofdc.org.tw

Hu, Nien-Tsu Alfred
The Center for Marine Policy Studies, National Sun Yat-sen University, 70, Lien-Hai Rd., 80424 Kaohsiung
Tel: +886 7 525 5799, Fax: +886 7 525 6126, E-Mail: omps@faculty.nsysu.edu.tw

Kao, Shih-Ming
Assistant Professor, Institute of Marine Affairs, National Sun Yat-sen University, 70 Lien-Hai Road, 80424 Kaohsiung
Tel: +886 7 5252000 Ext. 5305, Fax: +886 7 5256205, E-Mail: kaosm@mail.nsysu.edu.tw

Lee, Guann-Der
Section Chief, Department of International Organizations, 2 Kaitakelan Blvd., 10048
Tel: +886 2 2348 2526, Fax: +886 2 2361 7694, E-Mail: gdlee@mofa.gov.tw

Lin, Yen-Ju
International Economics and Trade Section, Deep Sea Fisheries Division, Fisheries Agency, 70-1, Sec. 1, Jinshan S.Rd.
Tel: +886 2 3343 6037, Fax: +886 2 3343 6097, E-Mail: yenju@ms1.fa.gov.tw

Lin, Yu-Ling Emma
The Center for Marine Policy Studies, National Sun Yat-sen University, 70, Lien-Hai Rd., 80424 Kaohsiung City
Tel: +886 7 525 5799, Fax: +886 7 525 6126, E-Mail: lemma@mail.nsysu.edu.tw

Tso, Ya-Ling
2 Kaitakelan Blvd., 10048
Tel: +886 2 2348 2528, Fax: +886 2 2361 7694, E-Malil: yltso@mofa.gov.tw
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Tong Sang, Tania
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Tel: +597 476741, Fax: +597 424441, E-Mail: tareva@hotmail.com
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INTERNATIONAL SEAFOOD SUSTAINABILITY FOUNDATION - ISSF
Scott, Gerald P.

11699 SW 50th Ct, Cooper City, Florida 33330, United States
Tel: +1 954 465 5589, Fax:, E-Mail: gpscott_fish@hotmail.com
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PEW ENVIRONMENT GROUP

Fabra Aguilar, Adriana

Pew Environment Group, Girona 85, 3, 08009 Barcelona, Spain
Tel: +34 655 770442, Fax:, E-Mail: afabra@yahoo.es

Hopkins, Rachel

Pew Environment Group, 901 E Street, Nw, 10th Floor, Washington DC 20009, United States
Tel: +1 215 713 5383, Fax:, E-Mail: rthopkins@pewtrusts.org

Samari, Mona

The Pew Charitable Trusts, 901 E street NW, Washington, DC 20009, United States

Tel: +07515828939, Fax:, E-Mail: mona@communicationsinc.co.uk

WWF MEDITERRANEAN PROGRAMME - WWF
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WWF Mediterranean Programme Office, C/ Carrer Canuda, 37 3er, 08002 Barcelona, Spain
Tel: +34 93 305 6252, Fax: +34 93 278 8030, E-Mail: gquilez@atw-wwf.org

*kkk

ICCAT Secretariat
C/ Corazén de Maria 8 — 6th fl. 28002 Madrid — Spain
Tel: +34 91 416 56 00; Fax: +34 91 415 26 12; Email: info@iccat.int

Meski, Driss Pefia, Esther

Pallarés, Pilar ICCAT Interpreters
Cheatle, Jenny

Idrissi, M'Hamed Faillace, Linda

Donovan, Karen Hof, Michelle
Garcia-Orad, Maria José Liberas, Christine

Pinet, Dorothée Linaae, Cristina

Fiz, Jesus Meunier, Isabelle
Moreno, Juan Angel Sanchez del Villar, Lucia

Appendix 3
TECHNICAL ISSUES OF THE eBCD TECHNICAL WORKING GROUP MEETING REPORT
(Madrid, 21-24 January 2014)

The technical issues discussed by the WG were based on:

- those listed as ‘open’ issues in document IMM-017 (Sapporo IMM, July 2013);
- new issues received from CPCs (either directly to TRAGSA or WG since IMM 2013); and
- issues raised by WG members throughout the meeting.

Related issues have been grouped where applicable.

1. Interface with other domestic Electronic Reporting Systems

Although this matter was previously considered a 'low/medium priority' by the WG subject to completed and
fully functional eBCD system, a common approach to the issue was agreed at the September 2013 WG meeting,
and TRAGSA had been requested at that time to analyze the resource implications of developing their web
service proposal and submit it to the WG as soon as possible and before the 2013 ICCAT annual meeting.

It was reminded that TRAGSA may be requested by CPCs to develop their own requirements subject to further
discussions/agreement by WG/Commission on financial aspects.

2. Sport and recreational fisheries

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 1 “Policy issues referred to the Commission”.
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3. Domestic trade

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 7.

4. Tagging

In order to cater for the current practice of the recording and treatment of tagged BFT both in the Western and
Eastern fisheries, the WG requested TRAGSA to include the following functionalities in the eBCD system:

W-BFT E-BFT

Remove optional function for entering information on
each tagged fish (i.e. System should require the entry
of information on each tagged fish for WBFT).

Retain as optional function for entering information
on each tagged fish.

Remove checkbox ‘send to validation’ in situations
where tag information is entered individually for each
fish.

Retain checkbox ‘send to validation’, which would be
optional if tagged fish information is completed and
required if no tagged fish information is entered.

Retain ability to upload .xml file containing tagging
information. If numbers of tags do not match the
number of bluefin tuna, require validation.

Retain ability to upload .xml file containing tagging
information. If numbers of tags do not match the
number of bluefin tuna, require validation.

Add a new free text field ‘Tag number range’.

Notwithstanding this temporary request, the overall issue was deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum
2, item 8.
5. Treatment of dead fish [in purse seine fisheries]

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 2.

6. Joint Fisheries Operations

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 3.

7. By-catch

In order to cater for the current practice of recording and generation of an eBCD for by-catch (with respect to the
eastern fishery) and the recording and generation of an eBCD for catch made by an authorized but unlisted
vessel (with respect to the western fishery), the WG requested TRAGSA to include the following functionalities

in the eBCD system:

Operator self-registration and generation of eBCD
for non-listed vessels
West

CPC self-registration of non-listed vessels and CPC
administrator/operator generation of eBCDs
East

In case of user self-registration, system generates an
e-mail alert to his/her CPC authorities (administrator)
once a new user inputs required registration
information.

Operator (fisherman) informs CPC authorities of by-
catch and/or registration request for non-authorised
vessel.

CPC Administrator approves (or not) the self-
registration request.

CPC Administrator enters new un-authorised vessel(s)
into eBCD system.

System generates an e-mail alert to the applicant
informing them that the information provided has
been accepted (or not). If accepted, new username and
password is generated and automatically transmitted
to applicant.

System generates an e-mail alert to operator informing
him/her that application is accepted together with
account information (username and password).
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Operator self-registration and generation of eBCD
for non-listed vessels
West

CPC self-registration of non-listed vessels and CPC
administrator/operator generation of eBCDs
East

New user (operator/fisherman or trader) can then log
into the eBCD system and input catch or catch and
trade information for bluefin tuna. Data for a non-
listed vessel is entered through a free text field that
provides for the entry of vessel name and national ID
number. (Note need for development of a new user
profile that allows one user to enter information
related to both catch and first trade.)

CPC administrator is not required to approve unlisted
vessel information entered in free text field. (Note:
Not all western harvesters attended the January 2014
meeting. Depending on the requirements of those not
in attendance, the ability to approve unlisted vessel
information entered in the free text field may be
requested. If requested, system should alert the CPC
administrator when unlisted vessel information is
entered and request approval/acceptance of entry.
Once approved, system should generate an e-mail
alert to user indicating that trade can continue.)

Operator logs into system and enters catch/system
generates BCD etc. AND/OR CPC Administrator
remains in system and enters catch/system generates
BCD etc. (if this option automated e-mail from
previous step not needed).

Notwithstanding this temporary request, the overall issue was deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum

2, item 4.

8. Carry-over in farms

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 12.

9. Inclusion of Pacific BFT and access by non-member CPCs

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 11.

10. Trade of <3/1 ton fish

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 1, Addendum 2, item 5.

11. Grouping, splitting and numbering

Grouping

In order to reflect the requirements of paragraph of Rec. [11-20], it was agreed that:

- A'grouped eBCD' can only be created by the farm user in the system.

- Upon entry and selection of the 'grouping function' by the farm user the system will create a new
'grouped eBCD' labeled with the prefix '-G'. All originating eBCDs will then be closed and linked to

this eBCD-G.

- Information in sections 1-4 will be automatically summed by the system and displayed in eBCD-Gs (i.e.

total catches, total live traded).
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- For each eBCD-G the system will display (both on screen and in the printed version) the originating
eBCD numbers (i.e. the non-grouped BCDs).

Splitting/numbering/trade key

Within the trade, transshipment, farming and harvesting sections, as provided for under Rec. [11-20], when a
consignment is divided, eBCD supplementary numbers or branches are applied with the prefix.

The current eBCD system generates the trade key only in the trade section. One WG member, however, made
the request to generate the trade key in all sections.

TRAGSA reminded the WG that if the key is generated in the catch section, access will be given to all related
eBCD (splits) from that catch. As such this issue is also linked to the point 16 and remains open.

This aspect the trade key functionality was referred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 7.

12. Document annexing

The possibility to annex information to the live fish trade and trade sections of the BCD as well as under
‘transportation description’ is provided for in Rec. [11-20].

This feature shall be incorporated into the eBCD and facilitate uploading and viewing of trade related documents
(invoice, bill of lading etc.). The format of these documents shall only be .pdf.

An annex field shall be included under the notes field in the catch description section and other sections as per
the paper BCD.

The possibility to view these documents will only be made available to validator user accounts.

It was not agreed whether an administrator user profile has read/write access and given the link with point 16,
this items remains pending.

13. JFO 'multi-flag/trade’ functionality

The system shall facilitate the entry of JFOs comprising vessels of more than one flag and or trade companies in
accordance with the relevant provisions of Rec. [11-20] and [13-07].

14. Multi-live trade

The possibility to enter further live trades prior to caging (farming) shall be developed.

15. System capacity

In general, WG members agreed that the system capacity (speed in particular) must be significantly improved
and additional servers made available in accordance with the system requirements and expected user traffic.

TRAGSA stated that this issue will be addressed but noted that only following an extensive use/testing of the
system by all users, will the adequacy of the current capacity be properly tested.

One CPC requested an offline functionality to reduce satellite communication time at sea. Although it was noted

that the original specification of the system required an online system, it was agreed that this would need to
further discussed and agreed if such functionality was to be developed.
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16. Data extraction tool and general security/confidentiality requirements

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 10.
17. Importer/Buyer field in Trade Section

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 6.

18. User functionality

As previously discussed and although largely addressed, further attention shall be given to improve user
functionality. In particular, the list of fishing gears in the pull-down menus in the catch section shall be amended
only to reflect what applies to a particular fishery, for example Mediterranean or trap as a gear choice shall not
appear as options if W-BFT is selected, and so on.

In particular, TRAGSA demonstrated that the BCD user listing [where ‘open’ and ‘pending’ BCDs are
displayed] will be improved to enhance usability.

TRAGSA informed the WG that further work will be undertaken in this regard.

Following the request of the one WG member, a profile of a view function for importing CPC was to be
developed to facilitate the reading and printing of eBCDs (i.e. a user without the digital security installed such as
those used for ‘validators’). However, TRAGSA explained that ‘administrator’ profile does not need to install
the digital security while ‘validator’ does. Upon this explanation by TRAGSA, the WG member has withdrawn
its request.

Another CPC member requested an additional administrator profile with only ‘read’ access (in addition to the
‘read/write” access profile).
19. Requirement for additional/corrections to ‘alert’ functions

Alerts have been developed in the system directed to users and validating authorities, they concern errors in data
entry as well as the entry of potentially non-compliant information.

A number of corrections and additions were noted by the WG, including:

- A new alert when the 5% limit of minimum size (8 to 30 kg) is exceeded (Rec. 12-03, Para.31) (in
addition to the alert for fish entered under 30kgs which is already reflected in the system).

- Currently an error alert is generated when catches beyond an individual quota (IQ) for vessels operating
in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean fishery is entered; however these quantities can still be
validated with the message “You are validating even with error alert. Do you continue a validation?”
This shall be removed with no possibility to validate quantities in excess of 1Qs.

- When validation date is later than the actual validating date, the ““Validation date cannot be earlier than
the date of this section” is displayed - this shall be corrected.

- Since the ‘send to validation’ label is only included at the end of Section 2, it was considered necessary
to include a reminder at the end of Section 3, stating ‘please remember to send to validation’.

20. Conversion factors and biological parameters

As previously agreed by the WG, biological parameters relating to BFT, including growth rates, length weight
relationships and conversion factors shall be integrated into the system and system alerts generated if and when
applicable.

At the time of the WG meeting, parameters including conversion factors were not available. The WG requested
the Secretariat to providle TRAGSA the current1 8conversion/growth factors adopted by
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SCRS/Commission for integration alongside new parameters when they become available.

In addition and as required in the original system requirements, an analytical data function (i.e. a series of
queries) shall be developed allowing data to be selected and exported for further analysis.

TRAGSA reminded the WG, that this function has not yet been developed.

21. Editing functionality

Previous WG discussions considered what actions a validator was entitled to do in the context of the BCD
programme.

It was decided and confirmed that validators only have user rights for validation and no administrative rights to
edit eBCD unless separately designated to do so by their CPC authorities (i.e. listed both as a validator and
administrator user).

Following a ‘rejected’ validation and the returning of the eBCD to the previous user, an additional functionality
(editing) is required to allow these users the possibility to amend/correct information.

22. Regional Observer Programme

In light of the decisions of the WG and the Commission in 2013 it was confirmed that the development of the
check box and date in the farming and harvesting sections indicate the presence of the regional observer as well
as whether they have signed or not in accordance with the provisions of para 87 and Annex 7 of Rec. [13-07].
Given that access to the eBCD system requires a user profile which is communicated by an e-mail, a list of
current [deployed] e-mail addresses of regional observers shall be maintained. It was noted again that no
provision to do so is currently provided for in Annex 7 of Rec. [13-07].

The level of access to the eBCD system was discussed and, specifically, which eBCDs each deployed regional
observers will have access to (e.g. all eBCDs relating to the farm on which they are deployed, or only those
related to the operations they are observing). It was agreed that the access to information for the regional

observer shall be discussed under the general confidentiality and security discussions under point 16.

On account of the last two points, deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 9.

23. Farm user view of trade section
One CPC member reported that farm users cannot view the trade section following validation.

TRAGSA recalled that this was due to the fact that the farm and the trader have different user profiles. Hence, if
the farm user is also listed/registered as a trader they will be able to view the trade section.

The issue of when the buyer information needs to be completed was discussed in relation to this point; however,
this is still pending the decision of the Commission (see point 17).
24, Format of eBCD printed version

It was previously agreed that where possible and without prejudice to any amendment/repealing of Rec. [11-20],
the printed version of the eBCD shall be the same format/structure as the current paper BCD programme.

The WG discussed a number of technical examples to ensure that this is maintained, in particular:

- The validation seal field in the printed version of the eBCD currently contains the message ‘this is an
electronic BCD’ regardless of whether it has been validated or not.
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It was agreed that a message should be included in the validation field seal indicating whether the BCD
has been validated or not (i.e. ‘validated’ or ‘not validated”). Furthermore if the consignment to which it
relates is exempt of validation due to tagging, it should be indicated (i.e. ‘Government validation is
exempted in the context of Rec. 11-20”).

An eBCD which has not yet been validated shall include in the validation seal field ‘pending
validation’.
25. Translation of eBCD system

In the technical specifications the system was requested to be developed in the three official ICCAT languages
and specific to each user.

In order to cater for all commercial activities undertaken under the eBCD programme, the WG noted that
additional flexibility was needed to allow each user to select languages while logged into the system and when
printing eBCDs (i.e. each eBCD can be printed in any of the 3 languages regardless of the language of the user).

It was noted that field entries will not be translated (i.e. a farm name will not be translated).

26. Registry of trade agents

Following the request of one WG member, the profile of trade agents has been created based on the same
read/write profile as importers/exporters.

Current functionality allows companies to be grouped for one or more trade agents. TRAGSA demonstrated this
feature and as well as the functionality for this profile to be modified if needed.

27. Role of CPC administrator

Importing CPC administrators shall be able to amend the ‘final’ importers information if there is a change
following the time of export/validation.

28. Other general improvement issues
The following issues were reported by one CPC and discussed/resolved:

- Ifan eBCD with error alert is edited and saved, sometimes the ‘send to validation’ box is not displayed
and an e-mail alert is not sent to the validator; however, the validator is still able to view the eBCD.
TRAGSA stated this potential error would be investigated and corrected.

- Sometimes an error alert is not displayed when a validation date is entered prior to the validation date of
the previous section (there is a case of prior to more than one month). TRAGSA explained this could be
a result of the flexibility built into the system to accommodate the ‘time zone issue’ discussed in July
2012; nonetheless, they would investigate and correct if needed.

- Despite previous decisions on the read/write access relating to those fields under the responsibility of
the regional observer, an administrator was reported to be able to sign and enter data information in the
farming and harvesting sections. It was agreed that this functionality should be removed from a CPC
administrator profile and only granted to the ICCAT Secretariat administrator profile.

29. Transshipments

One member of the WG suggested that the ‘transshipment’ option could be deleted given the prohibition by
ICCAT on at sea transshipment of bluefin tuna, while others stated that it should be retained since transshipment
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in port was allowed. To ensure there was no confusion by users of the system on what transshipment activities
were allowed, it was, therefore, suggested that the reference to transshipment be amended in the system to say
‘transshipment in port’.

It was noted that Rec. [11-20] only refers to transshipment information and does not specify where it occurs,
hence it was suggested that the position (Lat/Long) data field could be deleted. It was noted that the position
field was a requirement of Rec. [11-20] and, therefore, any deletion would need to be agreed by the Commission
or reflected in any amendment of Rec. [11-20].

The following additional issues related to transshipment in port were reported by one CPC and relayed to
TRAGSA:

A number of ‘ports’ relate to incorrect ‘port states’ (e.g. Cape Town — Japan).

The list of designated ports received under the provisions of Rec. [13-07] will be checked with the
support of the Secretariat to see if there are mistakes in CPCs submissions or within the system.
Alternatively, it may be that CPCs have designated ports in another CPC territory.

Following a discussion on the system’s ability to track product presentation during transshipments, it
was decided that the system shall not generate alerts in the case of changes in product types between
transshipments (i.e. fillets in the first transshipment and round in the second) but rather will include a
check on plausible situations, hence would disallow entry of changes in product type that are not
possible.

Alerts shall be generated if the quantities traded are above those transshipped.

30. General issues associated with traders and registrations

The following issues were reported by one CPC and discussed:

Similar to the last issue discussed in point 29, if different product types are selected between
transshipment and trade (i.e. frozen in the transshipment and fresh trade), no error alert shall be
generated upon validation. However, the system needs to differentiate between likely changes in
product types and those which are impossible (i.e. the system shall allow a trade of ‘frozen’ products
after they have been transshipped as ‘fresh’, but not a trade of ‘whole’ product if they have been
transshipped as ‘gutted and gilled’) as explained in paragraph 29, bullet 2 above.

It was demonstrated that several trades of one catch now have different branch numbers and reflect the
splitting numbering agreed under point 11.

The pull-down list of point of exportation in the Exporter/Seller file is composed of country names
only.

It was recalled that the current provisions of Rec. [11-20] only require this information on importation
and not exportation.

It was agreed to replace the drop down menu in the export field with a free text field to facilitate the
entry of town/city/province.

A number of cases of farm trades incorrectly saved on logout/login previously reported to TRAGSA
were corrected and demonstrated.

31. Re-export certificate

The following issues were raised by one CPC and discussed/agreed:

An annex field shall be included in the BFTRC as provided for under section 3 and 8 of the BCD.
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- Further development is needed to ensure that the list of BCDs relating to imported products are
correctly referenced and displayed in the BFTRC (currently catered under a ‘batch’ system).

In particular, an error alert shall be created if the quantities in the BFTRC exceed those of all
originating BCDs.

The WG noted that some further discussion was needed on the final development in particular on the
current ‘batch’ concept in order to facilitate the adequate recording and displaying of imported BCD
numbers in the e BFTRC.

- A free text field is required when ‘other’ product presentation is selected.

32. Issues specific to the W-BFT fishery/WG members
It was agreed that TRAGSA will develop the following:
By-catch/directed fisheries

As referred to in point 18 above, further refinement should be made when displaying information in the system
relevant only to the W-BFT fisheries:

- Type of catch (‘by-catch’ and ‘directed’ fishery) shall be deleted.

- A new profile "Western trader" shall be created. This new profile will be able to record new catches,
register new vessels, and input trade data.

- One CPC WG member considers that the registry of new vessels shall be done directly in the system
(user self-registration) while others prefer flexibility to send an annual list of vessels.

- The request of new user account must be approved by the CPC Authorities. TRAGSA and the ICCAT
Secretariat recalled that during the transitional phase, each CPC will be required to send the list of
traders, operators and vessels to TRAGSA for uploading into the system as required by para 2 of Rec.
[13-17]. TRAGSA will upload this user information, although it was recalled that, at a certain point,
any changes or new vessels, operators, and traders will need to be entered into the system by self-
registration.*

*[Chair’s comment: It should be noted that the deadline for the sending of this information as also requested in
ICCAT Circular No. 0189 of 15/01/2014 was recently extended to 28 February 2015 during the March 2014
PWG meeting, as reflected in the report of that meeting page 5.]

Catch description/gear choices

As referred to in point 18 above, further refinement should be made when displaying information in the system
relevant only to ether the W- or E-BFT fisheries. Those recalled as reported by W-BFT in previous meetings
include:

- The Catch Description for W-BFT in the eBCD system contains a field for the ICCAT Transfer
Authorization which shall be deleted.

- RR (Rod and Reel) shall be added and FARM deleted.
Error and alert messages
For W-BFT WG members, the current error alerts are considered to be too limited and do not provide sufficient
justification, which makes it impossible to determine where to make corrections (e.g. when saving eBCDs, the

system sometime only provides an alert indicating that ‘there was an error during saving’ with no reason why).

It was agreed that errors messages in the W-BFT fishery need to be clarified and improved without risk to the
information which has already been entered into the system.
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Re-export certificate for W-BFT, including validation and process for handling re-exports of tagged fish held
in cold storage after March 2015

Aspects of this issue were discussed under point 31, it was noted by W-BFT WG members that the ‘batch’
functionality, can be retained for W-BFT consignments; however, further information should be available for

users on what this field represents and how it shall be completed.

It was suggested that the requirement to validate re-export certificates for tagged fish whose product form has
not been altered should be reconsidered.

The WG also discussed how to handle the possible case of re-exports of tagged fish exported prior to the
implementation of the eBCD system and held in cold storage.

These last two issues were deferred to PWG —see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 8.

33. Non-traded BFT

Deferred to PWG — see Appendix 3, Addendum 2, item 13.

34. Trade before validation

TRAGSA/ICCAT Secretariat raised the case where, in one WG member’s trap fishery, the trade takes place
before validation of the catch and transshipment.

No system development was considered necessary in the system as the WG member concerned stated this will
not occur in the future.
35. Trades companies of other country

TRAGSA/ICCAT Secretariat raised the case where BCDs have been received from companies registered in non-
BFT catching CPCs.

This issue is linked to the security/confidentiality and access by non-ICCAT members referred to PWG (see
point 16 above).
36. Parallel transfers from a live trade

TRAGSA/ICCAT Secretariat raised the cases where BCDs have been received indicating two live trades (so
called ‘parallel transfer operations’).

The WG member, to whom this relates, explained this was due to insufficient category of the receiving towing
vessel/cage and when one catch was divided/transferred to two towing vessels at the time of the first transfer
operation.

It was agreed that functionality shall be developed to accommodate these operations, although without prejudice
to any future decision of the Commission, it was agreed that each towing vessel shall have its own ICCAT
Transfer Declaration (ITD) and, hence, be considered as two transfer operations in the system.

Addendum 1 of Appendix 3

SUMMARY REPORT OF THE eBCD WORKING GROUP MEETING
(Madrid, 21-24 January 2014)

1. Introduction

The eBCD Working Group (WG) was established in accordance with Rec. 10-11 to discuss and steer the
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development, testing and implementation of the eBCD system.

During the 2013 Annual Meeting, the Working Group was given a clear instruction to continue their work and
prioritize the resolution of the outstanding technical issues, collate those issues which need a decision of the
Commission and facilitate the continuation of the programme including through a contract extension with the
developing consortium (TRAGSA).

A meeting of the Working Group took place from 21-24 January 2014 inclusive, and the agenda and the meeting
documents were uploaded on the SharePoint of the meeting (IMM-017, PWG-407, PWG-408, PWG-419) as
well as the existing contract with TRAGSA, and further technical documents submitted by TRAGSA and Recs.
13-17, 12-03 and 13-07).

Participants included Canada, European Union, Japan, Morocco, Tunisia, United States and the ICCAT
Secretariat.

Following general discussion on implementation of Rec. 13-17, it was agreed that a paper BCD would be treated
as the original when a paper BCD and an eBCD version encoded by the Secretariat both exist.

2. Technical issues

Discussions on outstanding technical issues were based on those in Doc. IMM-017/2013 as well as additional
issues in light of recent testing reported by Algeria, Japan, Morocco, Tunisia, Turkey, and TRAGSA. Many of
the issues reported by CPCs were related to those already listed in IMM-017/2013 and hence were treated in
turn. A number of new issues were also raised by participating CPCs throughout the meeting.

In total, 42 issues were discussed and resolved with only one remaining outstanding. The full list together with a
description of each issue and the Working Group’s decision are enclosed in Appendix 3. Issues which required
significant discussions included those on tagging, bycatch, domestic trade and Joint Fishing Operations (JFOs) in
the eastern fishery. It must be noted, that a number of items were considered to have policy implications, hence
new technical issues may arise following any future decision of the Commission.

3. Policy issues

A number of policy issues have surfaced throughout the deliberations of the Working Group and ongoing
development of the eBCD system. Policy issues are considered by the Working Group to be issues which may
implicate an amendment or not to existing ICCAT conservation and management measures, and hence beyond
their mandate. Some issues are clerical in nature and often only relate to a paper based reporting obligation
which may not be technically compatible with the eBCD system, while others are considered more substantive in
nature implying changes to current management measures (e.g. inclusion of sport and recreational fisheries).

The full list of policy issues referred to the Commission are enclosed in Appendix 3, Addendum 2.

4. Financial/contractual aspects

The existing contract with TRAGSA, which has already been extended, is due to expire in April 2014. As agreed
by the Commission it was considered vital to maintain the services of TRASGA in the ongoing development of
the system, even if this goes beyond the timeframe and scope of their existing contract. Hence, the framework
for a potential contract extension was agreed by the Commission in their last annual session together with the
appropriate financial resources. In order to facilitate discussions on a contract extension, TRAGSA was
requested to provide a preliminary estimate of their costs for 2014-2015 based on outstanding and new tasks
(PWG-408/13).

The Working Group discussed this proposal and concluded some issues should have been completed under their
current contact while others were indeed new tasks beyond the scope of the original specifications. The
presentation of six month working schedules and the absence of number of resource units (e.g. person
hours/days/months, equipment costs), however, prevented a more detailed evaluation by the Working Group.
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It was therefore decided to request TRAGSA to re-submit a proposal for a one year period (1 May 2014- end
April 2015) structured by system development, maintenance and support costs. Tasks shall include resource
implications (both human and material) and number of units and their associated costs.

The following items were specifically requested by the WG to be removed from the extension proposal because
these items were included in the existing contract or, in the case of the last two items, they were not part of the
original contract specifications and did not need to be part of any extension:

= Delimitation of western and eastern bluefin tuna

= JFO multi-flag functionality

= Pacific bluefin tuna

= CPC Administrator for European Union

= Interface for electronic data exchange that includes at least catch and first trade information (the final
scope to be defined as reflected in PWG 407/2013 point 1, Annex 1)

= Development for inclusion of sport and recreational fisheries (W/E BFT)

= Data entry of paper BCDs (scope to be defined)

The following items were specifically requested by the Working Group to be included in the extension proposal:

= A clear reporting and implementation schedule including the requirement for a mid-term report and
deliverables, also mid-term progress meeting in Madrid (with e BCD Working Group)

= Data extraction tool to link BCD database and eBCD system (scope to be defined)

= Further elaboration of training manual for CPC end-users (i.e. developed in more detail for each fishing
sector) and including references to ICCAT Recommendation No’s

=  One training course (FR, ES and EN) for “’trainer of trainers’’ in early 2015

= Further training options (with itemized costs) for e-learning materials/courses

5. Next steps

It was agreed that the WG would meet in the margins of the inter-sessional meeting PA2, COC and PWG
foreseen for the week 3-7 March 2014 to analyse this proposal and clarify any issues, including those that may
arise from PWG discussions, prior to its formalization and implementation. In the meantime, TRAGSA
confirmed that it would continue with system development, including many of the technical issues addressed
both during the 2013 ICCAT annual meeting and the January 2014 Working Group meeting.

It was also agreed that an international role-play testing, if possible in the production environment, of the eBCD
system would be planned at the above Working Group meeting and arranged by TRAGSA.

Addendum 2 of Appendix 3

POLICY ISSUES! REFERRED TO THE COMMISSION FROM THE
eBCD TECHNICAL WORKING GROUP MEETING REPORT
(21-24 January 2014)

Further details on each item, including technical details and previous deliberations of the WG can be found in
Documents PWG-407/2013, IMM 017/2013 and eBCD WG meeting reports.

1. Sport and recreational fisheries

Previous discussions had not been conclusive on if and how the eBCD system should be developed to
accommodate sport and recreational catches. The inclusion of sport and of recreational vessels was not
considered appropriate by some WG members given existing conservation and management measures in place
both the eastern and western stocks as well as new administrative burdens. The WG noted that this issue was
discussed in the last Annual session in November 2013.

!Issues considered by the eBCD Working Group to be outside their mandate and which may imply a modification [or not] of ICCAT
conservation and management measures. 25
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Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= Based on discussions of the Commission in particular during PWG in the 2013 annual meeting, sport and
recreational fisheries both in the context of the eastern and western BFT fisheries will remain outside the
scope of the e BCD Programme and hence will not be considered in eBCD system development.

2. Dead fish in purse seine fisheries

The WG previously agreed that the eBCD system needed to clearly distinguish between live fish trade and dead
fish trade; furthermore quantities reported caught in the catch section must equal the quantities reported
transferred/traded/dead in the live trade and transfer sections.

The WG agreed that if further transfers take place prior to farming, new transfer sections shall be generated by
the system to facilitate the recording of dead fish at each transfer. It was noted that current conservation and
management measures in particular, documentary and procedural elements, did not cover these operations, e.g.,
what documents shall accompany dead fish (either on the purse seine vessel or an auxiliary vessel) and how shall
these operations be defined/considered.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= System functionality shall require the total quantities reported in Sections 3 and 4 to equal the quantities
reported in Section 2 — compliance alerts will be generated when this is not the case.

= The system shall facilitate the entry of dead fish at each transfer through the generation of new transfer
sections.

= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures for the reporting and recording of
dead fish in purse seine fisheries are required in Rec.12-03/13-07.

It was noted by the Secretariat, that some CPCs in the past have not reported dead fish in the transfer section in
the paper BCD, although less fish have been reported farmed than caught. Hence, it should be noted that any
decision to amend existing ICCAT conservation and management measures would not resolve the issue of
encoding paper BCDs issued throughout 2013.

3. Registering and treatment of Joint Fishing Operations

System functionality has been developed to reflect the current reporting requirements of Rec. 11-20 and 12-
03/13-07. The issue of decimal places in the allocation key submitted in accordance with Annex 6 of Rec. 12-
03/13-07 continues to cause issues due to incorrect and/or incomplete catch allocation. Also, in accordance with
the paper-based BCDs, some CPCs noted that only the weight is automatically allocated and not the number,
resulting in potentially different average weights between flags operating in the same JFO.

Furthermore, the 10 day advance reporting requirement under para 20 of Rec. 12-03/13-07 was considered
inconsistent with some CPC requests to later amend trade companies associated with participating catching
vessels.

The allocation of dead fish reported in catching and transfers was also considered an issue as some CPCs
expressed the preference to allocate to one vessel/CPC while others preferred an automatic allocation based on
the authorized key. One CPC proposed a secondary allocation key for the allocation of dead fish.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= The reporting obligations for JFOs shall be adapted to ensure full functionality of the eBCD system, in
particular the appropriate allocation of both number and weight in accordance with authorized allocation key.

= Modification of the 10 day notification rule in Rec. 12-03/13-07 to facilitate the later amendment of live trade
companies should be considered.
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= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures on how the system shall allocate
dead fish in the context of JFOs are required.

It should be noted that any decision to amend existing ICCAT conservation and management measures would
not resolve the issue of encoding paper BCDs issued throughout 2013 and throughout the remaining transitional
phase in which both paper and eBCDs are being used.

4. Bycatch
4.1 Eastern fishery

For the eastern stock it was agreed that the system would need to facilitate the entry of non-authorized vessels
into the eBCD system. The entry of bycatch information either by port authorities or central CPC administrators
was also considered necessary in order to cater for the preferences of CPCs when entering this information.

It was noted that the interpretation of BFT eastern vessel lists by some CPCs was also impacting the
development of the eBCD system, in particular the use of “BFT other” lists by one CPC. Despite these not being
categorized as catching vessels in Rec. 12-03/13-07 one CPC submits BCDs containing bycatch catches from
these vessels.

In general, it was agreed that in order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures were
needed for the treatment of bycatch in accordance with Rec. 12-03/13-08.

4.2 Western fishery

In recognition of the different needs and requests of western stock CPCs, TRAGSA will develop functionalities
for the entry of unlisted vessel information by dealers (through creation of a new user profile) and by vessels
(self-registration). TRAGSA has been requested to work on different possibilities for W-BFT CPCs concerning
approaches for registering unlisted vessels in the system and/or other data entry. It was noted that France (St.
Pierre and Miquelon), Mexico, and UK-OT were not represented in the WG and that their needs will need to be
accommodated in this aspect of the program functioning.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= For the eastern stock, the system shall allow entry of bycatch information by non-authorized vessels.

= Access to the system by non-authorized eastern vessels with no prior ICCAT history shall be by self-
registration.

= For the western stock, confirmation is needed on the preference for W-BFT CPCs for vessel registration
and/or agent/government data entry. Further, the system will not distinguish between target catch and
bycatch.

= For eastern harvesters, bycatch can be recorded in eBCDs by vessels authorized as non-catching vessels
(BFT “other” vessels).

= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures may be needed for the treatment of
bycatch in the eastern fishery.

It should be noted that any decision to amend existing ICCAT conservation and management measures would
not resolve the issue of encoding paper BCDs issued throughout 2013, in particular from the CPCs reporting
BCDs from “BFT other vessels”.

5. Trade of <3 fish/1 ton

The WG discussed how they should interpret and instruct TRAGSA to develop the system in light of Paragraph
13.d of Rec. 11-20.
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Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= In the context of the eBCD programme, the WG considered that this provision only requires validation of the
trade section prior to export, and hence no 7 day delay function shall be developed.

6. Importer/Buyer field in the trade section

It was discussed that in accordance with Rec.11-20, the trade shall be validated prior to the export and the re-
export; however there was no clear agreement by the WG on how long the system shall allow the entry of
importer/buyer information following validation.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= The trade section can be validated without the importer/buyer information being completed.

= The time limit post validation that importer/buyer information needs to be completed must be decided.
Control alerts shall be developed in the eBCD system on this basis.

= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures are needed for this provision.

7. Domestic trade and trade key

Previous discussions on this issue considered a number of options on how the system should facilitate the trade
of product when it is sold domestically prior to export and re-export as well as how the system shall track
domestic trade for those EBFT CPCs subject to the domestic trade provisions of Rec. 11-20. The generation of a
trade key in the printed version of the trade section was agreed although one CPC also requested to have the
trade key generated in each section.

The WG considered it important to log the intermediary movement of fish (multiple domestic trade prior to
export) for EBFT CPCs subject to the domestic trade provisions of Rec. 11-20 and underlined the importance of
traceability in the eBCD programme.

One WG member proposed the temporary use of paper BCDs for some sectors/operations which would be
transmitted to ICCAT following each validation in accordance with the procedures under Rec. 11-20. The
workload as well as the working hours of the Secretariat would, however, need to be taken into account.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= The trade key shall be generated following validation at the each applicable section of the eBCD [only
displayed when printed].

= For eastern harvesters subject to the domestic trade provisions of Rec. 11-20, the temporary use of paper
BCDs for some sectors/trades could be authorized provided they are submitted to the Secretariat in
accordance with the current provisions of Rec. 11-20 (notwithstanding working regime of Secretariat) and
provided a record is created in the eBCD system when the catch is made.

* In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures may be needed to facilitate
import/export/re-export of WBFT and for the treatment of domestic trade (as specified in Rec. 11-20) in the
eastern fishery.

It should be noted that this may not resolve the issue of tagged fish that are exported prior to the implementation
of the eBCD system (see below).

8. Tagging, validation and re-export of tagged BFT held in cold storage after March 2015

How the eBCD system caters for information related to tagged fish has been extensively discussed. Some
temporary decisions have been made, although given the different tagging approaches and purposes in both the
eastern and western fishery, it was considered necessary to clearly define the provisions for tagging before
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finalizing system development. Some CPCs in the eastern fishery also expressed concern on some tagging
requirements in the current eBCD system that they consider go beyond the current provisions of Rec. 11-20,
including the requirement to enter information on each individual tagged fish, rather than on the overall catch to
which the eBCD relates. Others disagreed.

During the discussions one CPC expressed its intention to validate e BCDs even when the consignment to which
it relates was tagged. Another CPC suggested that the requirement to validate re-export certificates for tagged
fish whose product form has not been altered should be reconsidered.

The WG also discussed how to handle the possible case of re-exports of tagged fish exported prior to the
implementation of the eBCD system and held in cold storage. In this situation, no eBCD record would have been
created. It was suggested that paper documents be used in such instances although it was recognized that this
could result in a derogation from the decision for full use of the system by March 2015.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

=  Current commercial tagging programmes provided for under Rec. 11-20 shall remain exempt of eBCD
validation; however, voluntary validation of such tagged fish will be accepted.

= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures and objectives of commercial
tagging programmes should be defined.

= Pending the above defining, weight/product presentation entry for individual tagged fish including uploading
of excel/csv files will be optional for the eastern and compulsory for the western fishery, and a free-text field
to enter ‘range of tag number’ will be added for the eastern fishery.

= Following a request of one CPC, the requirement to validate re-export certificates for tagged fish whose
product form has not been altered should be reviewed.

= For re-exports of tagged fish that were exported prior to the implementation of the eBCD system and held in
cold storage (and for which, therefore, no eBCD record was created), should paper re-export certificates be
continued after March 2015 as needed.

9. Regional Observer Programme

The requirements of Rec. 12-03/13-07 concerning the tasks of the observer to sign at farming and harvesting

were also discussed and confirmed. The main outstanding issue is access to the system by the observer and the

development of his/her user account in light of the absence of an email address required in annex 7 of 12-

03/13/07.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

=  The provision of email addresses are needed for defining the user profile and implementation of observer
tasks required under Rec.12-03/13-07.

10. Security and data confidentiality

How the information already maintained in the system as well as “annexed’’ to sections of eBCDs provided for

by Rec. 11-20 (sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8 as well as transportation description) would be viewed and accessed

by users continues to be discussed by the WG.

In general, it was agreed that respecting operator confidentiality was necessary but not at the expense of the

verification requirements required under Rec. 11-20. Furthermore, overall system integrity and data exchange
protocols must be fully consistent with the Commission general rules on data confidentiality.
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Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

» How shall information held and reported in the eBCD system be treated vis-a-vis the confidentiality rules
adopted by the Commission at its 2010 meeting®?

= Who shall have access to “annexed” information, which is voluntarily added to an eBCD record?

11. Access by non-member CPCs and Pacific BFT

Although not currently developed, the inclusion of Pacific bluefin has been discussed in light of the current
provisions of Rec. 11-20 and a request from one CPC. The WG recalled the discussions at the 2013 Commission
meeting on this matter, where it was agreed that Pacific bluefin tuna should be included in the eBCD system to
the extent it was covered by Rec. 11-20. The WG considered that Pacific bluefin tuna should, therefore, be
included and discussed the data elements that should be required. The related issue of access by non-CPCs was
also discussed both in the context of Pacific BFT and Atlantic BFT (e.g. bycatch or trade).

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= In light of the provisions of Rec.11-20, confirm that Pacific BFT is included in the eBCD system and decide
what data elements/fields should be required.

= Shall access be granted to the eBCD system to non-members and if so what would be the type of access and
how would it be managed.

12. Carry-over in farms

The WG has discussed in several meetings how the system should deal with the entry of paper BCDs relating to
fish carried over in farms, in particular after the full implementation of the eBCD system in March 2015. The
Secretariat reported that they are prioritizing the encoding of paper BCDs from 2013 and encouraged CPCs to
inform them if they intended to export BFT with eBCD relating to fish carried over from previous years.
Notwithstanding such requests, the WG noted the workload this would create and hence questioned its potential
benefits vs. costs. The WG discussed options to reduce such workload and costs, including the entry of only
selected fields in sections 1-4, or the development of tools to extract electronic information already maintained
by the Secretariat in other databases and related to the paper BCDs concerned.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission
= Shall eBCDs created by the Secretariat/TRAGSA from paper documents generated before the full
implementation of the eBCD system omit data for Sections 1-4 and still be accepted in trade (not

withstanding additional workload for Secretariat/ TRAGSA).

= In order to provide instructions for system functionality, clear procedures for these issues are required.

13. Non-traded BFT
The scope of the BCD Programme needs to be confirmed, since the Secretariat still receives BCDs relating to

fish which have only been caught and landed but not traded. In this regard, the WG noted paragraph 3 of Rec.
11-20.

Confirmation/clarification requested from the Commission

= s the scope limited to only BFT which is traded or to all BFT harvested for commercial purposes?

% Rules and procedures for the protection, access to, and dissemination of data compiled by ICCAT rules and procedures for
the protection, access to, and dissemination of data compiled by Igﬁ(giAT. ICCAT REPORT 2010-2011 (I), Annex 6.
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It should be noted that any decision to amend existing ICCAT conservation and management measures would
not resolve the issue of encoding paper BCDs issued throughout 2010-13.

Appendix 4
DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO CLARIFY AND AMEND ASPECTS
OF ICCAT’S BLUEFIN TUNA CATCH DOCUMENTATION PROGRAM
TO FACILITATE THE APPLICATION OF THE eBCD SYSTEM

(submitted by the United States)

RECALLING Recommendation by ICCAT Amending Recommendation 09-11 on an ICCAT Bluefin Tuna
Catch Documentation Program [Rec. 11-20];

ALSO RECALLING Recommendation by ICCAT on an Electronic Bluefin Tuna Catch Document (eBCD)
Programme [Rec. 10-11] and Recommendation by ICCAT Supplementing the Recommendation for an Electronic
Bluefin Tuna Catch Document (eBCD) System [Rec.13-17];

RECOGNIZING the need to clarify the scope of application and certain limited provisions of
Recommendation 11-20 to ensure appropriate development and implementation of the eBCD system;

CONSIDERING the discussions of the eBCD Technical Working Group, Working Group on Integrated
Monitoring Measures, and Permanent Working Group on these matters; and

DESIRING to enhance the effectiveness of the bluefin tuna catch documentation program overall, including
through electronic application;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS
RECOMMENDS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Catch data for commercially harvested Atlantic bluefin tuna must be recorded in the eBCD system. The
recording of information on internal sales of bluefin tuna in the eBCD (i.e. sales occurring within one
Contracting Party or Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity (CPC) or, in the case of
the European Union, within one of its Member States) is not required. Such transactions need not be
recorded in the eBCD system. However, the trade between EU Member States and of farmed products
within a CPC as specified in paragraph 2(a) of Recommendation 11-20 are subject to the requirements of
Rec 11-20, and must be recorded in the eBCD system.

2. Recreationally harvested bluefin tunas for which sale is prohibited are not subject to the requirements of
Recommendation 11-20 and need not be recorded in the eBCD system.

3. Pacific bluefin tuna traded by ICCAT CPCs must be recorded in the eBCD system consistent with
Recommendation 11-20; the following data elements are required:

Annex 1: ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Catch Document
Section 1: Bluefin Tuna Catch Document Number
Section 2: Catch information

— Name of catching vessel/trap

— Flag/CPC

— Area
—  Total weight (kg)

Section 8: Trade information

—  Product description
o (F/FR; RD/GG/DR/FL/OT)
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0 Total weight (NET*)
—  Exporter/seller information
0 Company name
0 Point of export/departure
0 State of destination
— Transportation description
—  Government validation
— Importer/buyer
0 Company name, license number
0 Point of import or destination

Annex 2: ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Re-Export Certificate
Section 1. Bluefin Tuna Re-Export Certificate Number
Section 2: Re-export section

e  Re-export country/entity/fishing entity
e Point of re-export

Section 3: Description of imported bluefin tuna

e Net weight (kg)
e BCD (or eBCD) number and date(s) of importation

Section 4: Description of bluefin tuna for re-export

e Net weight (kg)
e Corresponding BCD (or eBCD) number
e State of destination

Section 6: Government validation

4. The provisions in Recommendation 11-20 for waiving government validation of tagged fish only apply
when the following criteria for domestic commercial tagging programs are met by the flag CPC for the vessel
that harvested the bluefin tuna:

a. All bluefin tuna available for sale are individually tagged;
b. Minimum information relating to the tag includes:

— Identifying information on the catching vessel or trap

— Date of capture or landing

—  The area of harvest of the fish in the shipment

—  The gear utilized to catch the fish

— Date of harvest from the farm (if applicable)

— Identifying information on the farming facility (if applicable)

—  The type of product and weight of the individually tagged bluefin tuna
— Information on the exporter and importer (where applicable)

—  The point of export (where applicable)

c. Information on tagged fish is compiled by the responsible CPC.

5. Government validation requirements set forth in paragraph 13 of Recommendation 11-20 may be waived
when a tagged bluefin tuna imported by a CPC as fresh product is re-exported by that CPC in the same form
(i.e. both product type and weight) in which it was received.

6. [Taking into account paragraph 13(d) of Recommendation 11-20 and as a derogation to Recommendation 13-
17, validated paper BCDs may be used in the case of landings of quantities of fish less than 1 metric ton or 3
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fish in light of the specific characteristics and needs of artisanal fleets. Notwithstanding. such paper BCDs
shall be converted to eBCDs within a period of seven working days or prior to export, whichever is first.]

7. Where a paper BCD was issued prior to 1 March 2015 and as a derogation to Recommendation 13-17, CPCs
may continue to use paper BCD program documents for the export or re-export of bluefin tuna covered by
that BCD and held in cold storage or in a farm. Farm CPCs shall notify ICCAT by 1 March 2015 of the
number and total weight of the bluefin tuna remaining in their farm that will continue to be tracked by paper
BCD program documents. The Secretariat shall make this information available to all CPCs without delay.
The use of a paper BCD to support the trade of bluefin tuna carried over in farms shall not be used by
importing CPCs as a reason to delay or deny import of a bluefin tuna shipment.

8. Non-CPCs that use BCD program documents when trading bluefin tuna with ICCAT CPCs shall have access
to the eBCD system. At least initially, this shall be accomplished through completion by the non-CPC of
paper BCD program documents and submission to the ICCAT Secretariat for entry into system. Creation of
an eBCD record based on the paper BCD program document shall be completed without undue delay. If
access to the eBCD system is not possible for any reason, non-CPCs may continue to use paper BCDs until
such time as the eBCD system becomes accessible to them. In such cases, the Secretariat shall notify ICCAT
CPCs of any non-CPC that will need to use paper BCDs and the reason for this situation without delay. The
use of a paper BCD in such a case shall not be used by importing CPCs as a reason to delay or deny import
of a bluefin tuna shipment.

9. Once the eBCD system is fully implemented, the annual reporting requirement on the implementation of the
BCD program specified in paragraph 34 of Recommendation 11-20 shall be replaced by reports generated
from the eBCD system. The format and content of any additional reports will be determined by the
Commission taking into account appropriate confidentiality rules and considerations. At a minimum, reports
shall include catch and trade data by the CPCs that are appropriately aggregated for public distribution.
CPCs shall continue to report on their implementation of the eBCD program in their annual reports.

Appendix 5

Statement from the Observer PEW to the 9th Meeting of the Working Group on Integrated Monitoring
Measure (IMM)

After four years of development, the Commission is now on the verge of implementing a state-of-the- art
electronic documentation system. Without comprehensive implementation of the eBCD, however, illegal fishing
will continue to undermine catch limits set by ICCAT and compromise the recovery of Atlantic bluefin.

Pew appreciates the effort members have undertaken at this meeting to ensure a more comprehensive eBCD
system. We welcome the US proposal to electronically track the trade between EU Member States and of farmed
products within a CPC. Coupled with electronic tracking of catch and international trade, this will greatly
improve tracking of important subsets of bluefin trade.

However, the proposal to exempt internal sales of Atlantic bluefin from tracking would result in an unacceptably
large gap in traceability of bluefin products and would leave open opportunities for illegal fishing and fraud.
Additionally, this exemption could undermine enforcement, as the lack of accompanying documentation for
domestically-traded products would make distinguishing between legally and illegally-caught bluefin extremely
difficult.

To ensure adequate traceability, domestic transactions must be tracked and validated. To this end, in place of an
exemption of internal sales from all tracking, we encourage the inclusion of a threshold approach for electronic
tracking of internal sales, which would exempt small-scale domestic buyers and sellers from having to use the
electronic system, but where the threshold would be set to ensure that a significant majority of all bluefin catch
and trade is tracked through the eBCD.

This is not the time to water down the effectiveness of the eBCD, or delay implementation further. It is time to

finalize the development of robust electronic system that improves traceability and deters illegal activity, thus
assuring buyers that all bluefin tracked through the eBCD has been caught legally.
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Appendix 6
WORKING DOCUMENT

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
FOR A JOINT INTERNATIONAL INSPECTION SCHEME

(Proposed by Canada, the European Union and the United States)

RECALLING Recommendation 75-02 for a Scheme of Joint International Inspection and Annex 8 of
Recommendation 13-07 establishing a joint international inspection scheme for the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean Bluefin tuna fishery;

FURTHER RECALLING Resolution 94-09 on Compliance with the ICCAT Conservation and Management
Measures, Recommendation 97-11 on Transshipments and Vessel Sightings, and Recommendation 98-11
Concerning the Ban on Landings and Transhipments of Vessels from Non-Contracting Parties Identifies [sic] as
Having Committed a Serious Infringement;

RECALLING ALSO the General Outline of Integrated Monitoring Measures adopted at the 13th Special
Meeting of the Commission (Doc. 02-31);

DESIRING to collaborate in the adoption of a system of joint international enforcement as provided in
paragraph 3 of Article IX of the ICCAT Convention;

INTENDING to strengthen ICCAT’s monitoring, control, and surveillance regime to promote compliance
with the ICCAT Convention and the Recommendations of the Commission;
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE

CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS RECOMMENDS THAT:

A Scheme of Joint International Inspection be established as follows:

Section I: Definitions
For the purpose of the Scheme of Joint International Inspection:

1. “Fishing activity” means fishing and any other activity in preparation for, in support of, or related to fishing,
including storage, processing, transporting, transferring fish to or from cages, and transhipment of fish or
fish products;

2. “Fishing vessel” means any powered vessel used for, intended to be used for, or equipped for use for the
purpose of commercial exploitation of fishery resources covered by the ICCAT Convention, including
catching vessels, support vessels, fish processing vessels, towing vessels, vessels engaged in transhipment
and transport of fishery resources, vessels equipped for the transportation of fishery products and auxiliary
vessels, but does not include container vessels;

3. “Inspection vessel” means any vessel authorized by a Contracting Party and assigned to the ICCAT register
of inspection vessels under the Joint International Inspection Scheme;

4. “Inspector” means an official authorized by a Contracting Party and assigned to conduct boarding and
inspections in the ICCAT Convention area under the Joint International Inspection Scheme;

5. “Scheme” means the Joint International Inspection Scheme established by this Recommendation.

Section I1: Purpose and area of application

6. Boarding and inspection conducted pursuant to this Scheme is intended to monitor compliance with the
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ICCAT Convention and related Recommendations in force.
7. This Scheme applies in the ICCAT Convention area beyond areas under national jurisdiction.

8. The ICCAT Scheme of Joint International Inspection [1975-02] and Annex 8 of [13-07] are hereby revoked
and replaced by this Scheme.

Section I11: General provisions
Duties of the Contracting Parties

9. Each Contracting Party shall take such measures as may be necessary to ensure that fishing vessels entitled to
fly its flag, their Masters, its inspection vessels, and inspectors it has assigned to the Scheme, fulfil their
respective duties and requirements under the Scheme.

10. Within 30 days of entry into force of this Scheme, each Contracting Party shall advise the Executive
Secretary of a point of contact for the purposes of receiving notifications, inspection reports and immediate
notification of infringements pursuant to this Scheme. It shall notify any changes to this information to the
Executive Secretary as soon as possible, but no more than 14 days after the effective date of the change.

11. Boarding and inspections shall be carried out by inspectors and inspection vessels assigned to the Scheme by
a Contracting Party.

Notification requirements

12. A Contracting Party that intends to conduct boarding and inspection under the Scheme, including by
deploying inspectors on board the inspection vessel of another Contracting Party pursuant to an agreement
under paragraph 13, shall:

a) so notify the Executive Secretary, no later than 30 days in advance of the inspection vessel or inspector’s
deployment, providing the following particulars:

(i) its national authority responsible for at-sea inspection, as well as the name and contact details
(including telephone and fax numbers and e-mail address) for a point of contact within that
authority;

(i) the names of the individual inspectors designated by the national authority referred to in
subparagraph i, where required by a Recommendation;

(iii) an example of the credentials issued to inspectors by the national authority referred to in
subparagraph 1 except where a Recommendation requires the following ICCAT-approved
credential:

Dimensions: Width 10.4cm, Height 7cm

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE

AT
CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNA -‘ ICCAT
F ICCAT

The holder of this document is an ICCAT inspector duly appointed under

1N Spector Identlty C ard the terms of the Scheme of Joint International Inspection and Surveillance
. ) of the International Commission for the Conservation of the Atlantic Tuna
Contractlng Party- and has the authority to act under the provision of the ICCAT Control and

Enforcement measures.

Inspector Name:
Photograph
Card n°: ICCAT Executive Secretary Inspector

Issuing Authority
Issue Date: Valid five years

and

(iv) for each inspection vessel designated by a national authority referred to in subparagraph i, its
name, description, image, registration number, port of registry and, if different from the port of
registry, the name of the port as marked on the hull, international radio call sign and particulars of
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any other communication capabilities.

notify the Executive Secretary of any changes to the information it has provided pursuant to
subparagraph (a) as soon as possible and, in all cases, before a new inspection vessel, inspector or
national authority participates in the Scheme;

ensure that each inspection vessel it authorizes to participate in the Scheme is clearly marked and
identifiable as being on government service, and displays the ICCAT inspection flag or pennant depicted
in Annex [X];

ensure that the inspectors and crew of any inspection vessel authorized and assigned to participate in the
Scheme are competent to conduct inspection at-sea consistent with generally accepted international
standards and are conversant with and have access to the ICCAT Recommendations in force; and

ensure that any inspector it authorizes to participate in the Scheme remain under its operational control,
is fully familiar with the fishing activities being inspected and has been issued the credentials notified
pursuant to this paragraph.

Exchange of Inspectors®

13. Contracting Parties are encouraged to enter into standing or ad hoc arrangements to allow for an inspector,
authorized by a Contracting Party, to be deployed on inspection vessel of another Contracting Party to
facilitate communication and coordination for the purpose of implementing the Scheme.

a)

b)

Such arrangements should establish a process for the timely identification of the authorized inspection
vessels involved and include provisions for the cooperative deployment of personnel and the use of
vessels, aircraft or other items of equipment for fisheries surveillance and law enforcement purposes.

In addition to the notification requirements of paragraph 12, Contracting Parties shall notify the
Executive Secretary of any arrangement reached under this paragraph.

Contracting Parties deploying inspection vessels should, subject to having an agreement as outlined in
this paragraph, embark authorized inspectors from another Contracting Party if available. Foreign
inspectors may participate in all inspections conducted by the inspection vessel under this Scheme as
agreed upon by the two Contracting Parties prior to deployment.

Duties of the Executive Secretary

14. The Executive Secretary shall,

a)

b)

¢)

establish, maintain and post to the secure part of the ICCAT website accessible to all Contracting Parties,
Cooperating non Contracting Parties, Fishing Entities or Entities:

i) a register including the information notified by the Contracting Parties under subparagraph 12.a;
and

ii) information on the arrangements referred to in paragraph 13.

issue the ICCAT inspection flag or pennant depicted at Annex [X] to Contracting Parties deploying
inspection vessels pursuant to the Scheme;

maintain and post to the secure part of the ICCAT website a standardized multi-language questionnaire
developed by Contracting Parties for use in contacting fishing vessels and conducting boarding and
inspection activities pursuant to the Scheme.

3 This section is intended, in part, to address some of the concerns raised at the IMM in 2013 regarding reciprocity in
boarding and inspections. It is important to ensure that all Contracting Parties have an opportunity to participate in the
Scheme. We look forward to working with other Members on refining the language in this section so that this objective is
achieved.
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Section IV: Inspections

Transparency and equitable treatment

15. Inspection shall be conducted in a transparent, non-discriminatory manner taking into account, inter alia,
vessel fishing patterns and compliance records, the presence of observers, the frequency and results of prior
inspections, and the full range of measures available to monitor compliance with ICCAT Recommendations.

Priorities for inspections

16. The inspecting Contracting Party should give priority to inspecting a fishing vessel:

a) entitled to fly the flag of a Contracting Party that is eligible for inclusion in the ICCAT Record of Fishing
Vessels, but is not included;

b) where there are reasonable grounds to suspect the fishing vessel is, or has been, engaged in IUU fishing
or in any activity in contravention of the ICCAT Convention or Recommendations;

¢) included in the list of vessels that have engaged in IUU fishing adopted by a regional or sub-regional
fisheries management organization; or

d) pursuant to a request by a Contracting Party or a regional or sub-regional fisheries management
organization supported by evidence of IUU fishing by the vessel in question.

Optimal use of inspection resources

17. Contracting Parties shall direct their inspection vessels to seek to establish regular contact with other
inspection vessels operating in the same area for the purpose of sharing information on sightings, inspections
and other operational elements relevant to their activities under the Scheme.

[Non-Contracting Party Fishing Vessels and Vessels of Undetermined Flag*

18. An inspecting Contracting Party that sights a fishing vessel of a non-Contracting Party, or of indeterminate
flag, engaged in fishing activities in the Convention area shall report the sighting immediately to the
Executive Secretary.

19. A vessel reported pursuant to paragraph 18 is presumed to be undermining the effectiveness of the ICCAT
Convention. The inspection vessel shall, where practicable, so advise the Master of the sighted vessel
indicating that this information will be reported to the ICCAT Commission.

20. Where practicable, the inspection vessel shall request permission from the Master to board and inspect the
fishing vessel. A report of the encounter and of any ensuing inspection shall be transmitted to the Executive
Secretary.]

Duties of the Executive Secretary

21. The Executive Secretary shall,

a) upon receipt, immediately distribute to the Contracting Parties the reports received pursuant to
paragraphs 18 and 20; and

b) compile, maintain, and post to the secure part of the ICCAT website a list of vessels reported pursuant to
paragraph 18 and encounters and inspections reported pursuant to paragraph 20.

*1t is important to address the issue of non-Contracting Party vessels and vessels of indeterminate flag in this Scheme in a
manner that is consistent with what has already been agreed to by ICCAT (see Recommendation 97-11 and 98-11) as well as
within other RFMOs. This text is bracketed only to reflect that further refinement of the wording is necessary to achieve that
objective. We look forward to hearing the views of other Member3$.7



9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

Section V: Boarding and inspection procedures

Conduct of inspections

22. An inspection vessel that intends to undertake boarding and inspection of a fishing vessel entitled to fly the
flag of a Contracting Party pursuant to the Scheme shall:

a)

b)

¢)
d)

e)

seek to establish contact with the fishing vessel by radio, using the appropriate International Code of
Signals or other internationally accepted means of alerting the vessel,

identify itself as an inspection vessel by communicating its name, registration number, international
radio call sign and frequency;

advise the vessel of its intention to board and inspect the vessel pursuant to the Scheme;
initiate notice through its authorities to the point of contact of the fishing vessel; and

display the ICCAT inspection flag or pennant depicted in Annex [X] in a clearly visible fashion.

23. The inspection vessel and the inspectors shall make best efforts to communicate with the Master of the
fishing vessel in a language that the Master can understand using the standardized multi-language
questionnaire referred to in paragraph 14.c.

24. The number of inspectors assigned to an inspection party by the inspecting Contracting Party shall be
determined by the commanding officer of the inspection vessel taking into account relevant circumstances.
The inspection party should be as small as possible to conduct an effective inspection safely and securely.

25. Boarding and inspection shall be conducted:

a)
b)

in accordance with generally accepted international standards, regulations, procedures and practices
relating to the safety of the fishing vessel and its crew; and
to the extent possible, in a manner that avoids:

i) undue interference with the lawful activity of the fishing vessel;

ii) actions that would adversely affect the quality of the catch; and

iii) harassment of the fishing vessel, its officers or crew.

26. In conducting an inspection pursuant to this Scheme, the inspectors shall:

a)
b)

¢)

d)

2)

upon boarding, present their credentials to the Master;

avoid interfering with the Master’s ability to communicate with the flag Contracting Party of the fishing
vessel,;

inspect and record such images of the fishing vessel’s license, gear, equipment, facilities, fish and fish
products on board, and logbooks, records and documents as may be necessary to verify compliance with,
or establish any suspected infringements of, the ICCAT Convention or Recommendations;

collect, and clearly document in the inspection report, any evidence of an infringement of the ICCAT
Convention or Recommendations;

record the inspection and any suspected infringement in the fishing vessel’s logbook or, where the
vessel’s logbook is electronic, provide a written record of the inspection and any suspected infringement;

provide the Master with a copy of the inspection report;

complete the inspection within four [4] hours unless evidence of a serious infringement is found, or
where a longer time period is required to monitor ongoing fishing operations and obtain related
documentation issued by the Master; and
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h) except where they have reasonable grounds to believe that the fishing vessel has committed a serious
infringement and other action is authorized pursuant to paragraph 41, promptly leave the vessel
following completion of the inspection.

27. Where the inspectors have reasonable grounds to believe that the fishing vessel has committed an
infringement of the ICCAT Convention or Recommendations, they shall seek to so advise, without delay,
any inspection vessel of the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel that may be present in the vicinity.

Use of force

28. The use of force shall be avoided except when and to the degree necessary to ensure the safety of the
inspectors and where the inspectors are obstructed in the execution of their duties. The degree of force used
shall not exceed that reasonably required in the circumstances.

29. The inspectors shall promptly report any incident involving the use of force to their national authorities
responsible for at-sea inspection, who shall advise the contact point of the flag Contracting Party of the
fishing vessel, and to the Executive Secretary.

Duties of the Master of the fishing vessel

30. Each Contracting Party shall require that the Master of every fishing vessel entitled to fly its flag:

a) when signalled to do so by an inspection vessel displaying the ICCAT flag or pennant, using the
International Code of Signals, accepts and, to the extent compatible with good seamanship, facilitates
boarding by the inspectors, unless the vessel is directly engaged in fishing activities, in which case the

Master shall manoeuver to safely facilitate boarding as soon as possible;

b) provides a standardized boarding ladder that meets the requirements of IMO Resolution A.889(21) and
ensures safety measures are in place to prevent and respond as required to an accident during boarding;

¢) cooperates with and assists in the inspection;

d) facilitates the inspection of such equipment, catch, gear and documents as the inspectors may consider
necessary to verify compliance with the ICCAT Convention or Recommendations;

e) ensures that the crew avoids interfering with, or obstructing the inspectors in the performance of their
duties;

f) makes available the use of the vessel’s communication equipment and operator, to the extent required by
the inspectors;

g) facilitates communication by the inspectors with the crew and the flag Contracting Party of the
inspection vessel;

h) provides the inspectors with reasonable facilities, including, where appropriate, food and
accommodation;

i) takes such action as may be necessary to preserve the integrity of any seal affixed by an inspector and of
any evidence remaining on board;

j)  where the inspectors have made an entry in the logbooks, provides the inspectors with a copy of each
page where such entry appears and, at the request of the inspector, signs each page to confirm that it is a

true copy;,

k) refrains from resuming fishing activity until the inspectors have completed the inspection and, in the case
of a serious infringement, secured the evidence; and

1) facilitates the safe disembarkation of the inspectors.
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Refusal of boarding and inspection
31. Where the Master of a fishing vessel refuses to allow boarding and inspection pursuant to this Scheme, the
inspecting Contracting Party shall immediately so advise the point of contact of the flag Contracting Party of
the fishing vessel and the Executive Secretary.
32. Upon receiving notification under paragraph 31, the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel shall:
a) except where generally accepted international regulations, procedures or practices relating to safety at
sea make it necessary to delay the inspection, direct the Master to accept the inspection forthwith; and
b) where the Master does not comply with such direction:
i) order the Master to justify the refusal;
il) where appropriate, take action in accordance with subparagraphs 40.a. and b; and
iii) promptly notify the Executive Secretary and the inspecting Contracting Party of the action it has
taken.
Section VI: Inspection report and follow-up
Inspection reports
33. Each Contracting Party shall require that its inspectors:

a) upon completion of an inspection, complete an inspection report in the form set out in Annex [XX];

b) sign the inspection report in the presence of the Master, who shall be given the opportunity to add or
have added to the report any observations;

c) request the Master to sign the report only as an acknowledgement of receipt; and

d) before disembarking, provide a copy of the report to the Master, duly noting any refusal by the Master to
acknowledge receipt.

Transmission and dissemination of inspection reports

34. Upon completion of the inspection, the inspecting Contracting Party shall transmit the inspection report, if
possible within [30] days, to the point of contact of the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel and to the
Executive Secretary.

35. Notwithstanding paragraph 34, where inspectors have noted an infringement in the inspection report, the
inspecting Contracting Party shall transmit, within [10] days, a copy of the inspection report and all
supporting documents, images or audio recordings, to the point of contact of the flag Contracting Party of
the fishing vessel and to the Executive Secretary.

Duties of the Executive Secretary

36. The Executive Secretary shall, without delay, post the inspection report to the secure part of the ICCAT
website.

Section VII: Procedures relating to serious infringements

Serious infringements

37. Each of the following constitutes a serious infringement:

a) fishing without a valid license, permit or authorization;

40



b)

d)
e)

2
h)

i)

k)

s)

9TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP ON INTEGRATED MONITORING MEASURES — BARCELONA 2014

significant failure to maintain accurate records of catch or catch-related data in contravention of the
ICCAT Convention or Recommendations, or significant misreporting of catch or catch-related data;

fishing in a closed area;

fishing during a closed season;
intentional taking or retention of species in contravention of ICCAT Recommendations;

significantly exceeding applicable catch limits or quotas;
using prohibited fishing gear;

falsifying or intentionally concealing the markings, identity or registration of a fishing vessel or its gear,
or failing to mark fishing gear;

concealing, tampering with or disposing of evidence related to an inspection or investigation of an
infringement, including the breaking or tampering of marks or seals, or accessing sealed areas;

committing multiple infringements which, taken together, constitute a serious disregard of the ICCAT
Convention or Recommendations;

assaulting, resisting, intimidating, harassing, interfering with, obstructing or unduly delaying inspectors
or observers in the performance of their duties;

tampering with, disabling, or interfering with the vessel monitoring system (VMS) of the fishing vessel
where VMS is required by ICCAT Recommendations;

operating a fishing vessel without VMS in contravention of ICCAT Recommendations;

presenting falsified documents or providing false information to an inspector so as to prevent a serious
infringement from being detected;

fishing with the assistance of spotter planes in contravention of ICCAT Recommendations;

failure to submit to an inspection;

transhipping at sea in contravention of ICCAT Recommendations;

operating a fishing vessel without an observer in contravention of ICCAT Recommendations; and

such other violations identified as a serious infringement in future ICCAT Recommendations.

Duties of the Inspectors

38. Each Contracting Party shall require that, where its inspectors have noted a serious infringement in the
inspection report, they:

a)
b)

c)

immediately notify their national authority responsible for at-sea inspection of all relevant particulars;

take all such measures as may be required to ensure the security and continuity of the evidence,
including, as appropriate, marking or sealing the vessel's hold or gear for further investigation; and

where feasible, advise any inspection vessel of the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel they
know to be in the vicinity of the serious infringement and of the action they have taken.

Duties of the inspecting Contracting Party

39. Where notified by its inspectors of a serious infringement, the inspecting Contracting Party shall
immediately transmit written notification of the serious infringement and a description of the supporting
evidence to the point of contact of the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel and to the Executive
Secretary.
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Duties of the Flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel

40. Upon receiving notification pursuant to paragraph 39, the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel shall:
a) acknowledge receipt of the notification without delay;
b) require that the fishing vessel concerned:

i) ceases all fishing activity until it is satisfied that the infringement will not continue or be repeated and
has so notified the Master;

ii) where appropriate to the conduct of a full and thorough investigation, to proceed immediately to a port
or other location it designates for investigation under its authority; and

iii) report to the Executive Secretary the measures it has taken pursuant to its laws in relation to the
infringement.

41. The flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel may authorize the inspecting Contracting Party to take such
enforcement action as it may specify with respect to the vessel. It may also authorize an inspector from
another Contracting Party to board or remain on board the vessel as it proceeds to port and to participate in
the port inspection.

Failure of the flag Contracting Party to respond

42. Where the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel fails to take action as required pursuant to paragraph
40, the inspectors shall immediately so advise their national authority responsible for at-sea inspection and

record the failure in the inspection report.

43. The inspecting Contracting Party shall notify the Executive Secretary of the flag Contracting Party’s failure
to respond.

44. The flag Contracting Party shall, without delay, provide to the Executive Secretary a written explanation of
its failure to respond.

Duties of the Executive Secretary
45. The Executive Secretary shall,

a) upon receipt, post any notifications received pursuant to paragraphs 39 or 42, and any explanation
received pursuant to paragraph 44, to the secure part of the ICCAT website;

b) transmit, upon receipt, the justification received pursuant to paragraph 44 to the inspecting Contracting
Party; and

¢) maintain a record of actions reported by the flag Contracting Party pursuant to paragraph 40, post such
record to the secure part of the ICCAT website, and refer the information to the Commission for its
consideration.
Section VIII: Follow-up enforcement action

Cooperation

46. Contracting Parties shall cooperate to facilitate judicial or other proceedings initiated as follow-up to a report
submitted by an inspector pursuant to the Scheme.

National treatment

47. Each Contracting Party shall:
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a) without prejudice to their national legislation, treat interference by its fishing vessels, their Masters or
crew with an inspector or an inspection vessel of another Contracting Party in the same manner as
interference with its own inspectors within areas under its national jurisdiction; and

b) accord treatment to reports of inspections conducted by inspectors of another Contracting Party consistent
with that accorded to reports of their own inspectors.

Duties of the flag Contracting Party of the fishing vessel

48. A Contracting Party that has been notified of an infringement committed by a fishing vessel entitled to fly its
flag shall:

a) investigate immediately and fully, including as appropriate, by physically inspecting the fishing vessel
at the earliest opportunity or, authorize the inspecting Contracting Party to take enforcement action as

appropriate under the circumstances;

b) cooperate with the inspecting Contracting Party to preserve the evidence in a form that will facilitate
proceedings in accordance with its laws;

c) if the evidence so warrants, take judicial or administrative action, as appropriate; and
d) ensure that any sanctions applied are adequate in severity to be effective in securing compliance,
deterring further infringements and, to the extent possible, depriving the offenders of the benefits

accruing from the infringement, including, inter alia:

i) fines;
i) seizure of the fishing vessel, illegal fishing gear and/or catches;
iii) suspension or withdrawal of authorization to fish; and

iv) reduction or cancellation of any fishing allocations.

e) notify the Executive Secretary of the measures taken pursuant to this paragraph as soon as possible.

Section IX: Annual compliance report
Reports by the Contracting Parties

49. Each Contracting Party shall for the period ending on September 30 of that year, include in its annual report
to the Commission, a summary of:

a) the boarding and inspection activities it has conducted pursuant to the Scheme;

b) the action it has taken in response to reported infringements by its fishing vessels, including any
enforcement procedures and the sanctions it may have applied; and

¢) an explanation regarding every reported infringement concerning which it has taken no action.
Report of the Executive Secretary

50. The Executive Secretary shall submit to the ICCAT Commission before each annual meeting a report setting
out a description of:

a) the boarding and inspection activities and follow-up actions taken, as reported by each Contracting
Party, for the period ending September 30;

b) the instances where boarding and inspection was refused by a fishing vessel of a Contracting Party, and
any follow-up action taken by that Contracting Party in respect of such fishing vessel; and

c) the cases where force was used including the reported circumstances thereof.
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Appendix 7

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION AMENDING THE RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING
MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A VESSEL MONITORING SYSTEM (VMS)
FOR THE ICCAT CONVENTION AREA

(Proposed by Canada, the European Union, Ghana, Norway, Senegal, Turkey and the United States)

NOTING the SCRS, in its 2011 report, indicated that the six hour time interval between VMS reports does
not have enough resolution to be used for more useful scientific purposes and, therefore, recommended that
VMS signals should be reported at no more than two hour interval,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT)
RECOMMENDS THAT:

Paragraph 3 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards for the Establishment of a
Vessel Monitoring System for the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 03-14] shall be replaced with the following:

3. Each CPC shall ensure that the masters of fishing vessels flying its flag shall ensure that the satellite tracking
devices are permanently operational and that the information identified in paragraph 1b) is collected and
transmitted at least every four (4) hours. In the event of a technical failure or non-operation of the satellite
tracking device fitted on board a fishing vessel, the device shall be repaired or replaced within one month.
After this period, the master of a fishing vessel is not authorized to commence a fishing trip with a defective
satellite tracking device. Furthermore, when a device stops functioning or has a technical failure during a
fishing trip lasting more than one month, the repair or the replacement has to take place as soon as the vessel
enters a port; the fishing vessel shall not be authorized to commence a fishing trip without the satellite
tracking device having been repaired or replaced.

New paragraphs 7, 8, and 9 shall be added to the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards
for the Establishment of a Vessel Monitoring System for the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 03-14] as follows:

7. CPCs are encouraged to adopt other measures more stringent than those provided in this Recommendation.

8. The Commission shall review this Recommendation no later than 2017 and consider revisions to improve its
effectiveness, including by increasing the transmission frequency, taking into account SCRS advice, the
different nature of various fisheries, cost implications, and other relevant considerations.

9. To inform this review, the SCRS is requested to provide advice on the VMS data that would most assist the
SCRS in carrying out its work, including frequency of transmission for the different ICCAT fisheries.

Appendix 8
CLARIFICATION OF RULES FOR SUBMITTING VESSEL LISTS

ICCAT Secretariat

There are now several ICCAT Recommendations which require the submission of vessels lists for inclusion in
the ICCAT Record of Vessels. The rules pertaining to the submissions seem to differ, which complicates the
management of the data base. In addition, the Secretariat has received requests for clarification during the year,
and doubts have arisen as to the correct submission of each list. Below are a summary of the current
requirements with requests for clarification or guidance where applicable. Some of these issues were discussed
during the PA2/COC intersessional meeting in March 2014, and the findings of that group have been included in
this updated document.

1. Vessels of 20 metres or greater (general positive list, all species, 20m+), Rec. 11-12

Each CPC shall submit to the ICCAT Executive Secretary, the list of its fishing vessels 20 metres in length
overall or greater (referred as “LSFVs”) that are authorized to operate in the Convention area. The initial list and

any subsequent changes shall be submitted electronically in a format provided by the Secretariat [CPOI-
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VessLsts]. This list shall include the following information:

— Name of vessel, register number

— IMO number (if any)

— Previous name (if any)

— Previous flag (if any)

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

— International radio call sign (if any)

— Type of vessels, length, gross registered tonnage (GRT), or, where possible, Gross Tonnage (GT)

— Name and address of owner(s) and operator(s)

— Gear used

— Time period authorized for fishing and/or transshipping. However, in no case shall the authorization
period include dates more than 30 days prior to the date of submission of the list to the Secretariat.

Note: This list is not annual, and hence there is no deadline, other than the 30 day rule as noted in paragraphs 2
and 3 of Rec. 11-12.

Request for guidance:

1. What action should the Secretariat take when a CPC requests inclusion of vessels with authorization periods
prior to those stipulated, where the rule is known by the CPC but problems, e.g. with data systems or oversight
are alleged.

2. Some CPCs do not submit all the information required on the grounds that it is not available or is
confidential. Where this is ‘non-optional’ information, what action should the Secretariat take? Clarification on
which elements can be excluded on the grounds of confidentiality is requested. Is confidentiality limited to
information on vessel lists, or can this be extended to any submission requirement?

Request for clarification:

Rec. 11-12 refers to vessels which may “retain on board, tranship or land tuna and tuna like species” The
current understanding of the Secretariat is that Carrier vessels mentioned in Rec. 12-06 are not required to be
entered on the 20m+ list, nor does the 30 day retroactivity rule apply to carrier vessels.

2. Bigeyelyellowfin vessels (vessels which fish BET/YFT or are used in support of BET/YFT fishing
operations of 20 m or greater) — TROP, Rec. 11-01

CPCs shall by 1 July each year notify the list of authorized vessels to the Executive Secretary in an electronic
form and in accordance with the format set in the Guidelines for Submitting Data and Information Required by
ICCAT.

The same format as 1 [CPO1-VessLsts] should be used, but dates should be inserted in both the 20m+ and the
TROP columns on form B of CPOI.

Note: This list is annual and should be received by 1 July. The retroactive listing of vessels shall not be allowed
according to Rec. 11-01, but updates may be sent during the year in accordance with paragraph 6 of Rec. 11-01.
It is therefore inferred that start dates for authorization must be the same or later than the date of notification of
the vessel.

Clarification request: If deadline is 1 July, and the list is to be submitted annually, for what period should be
vessels be reported? If no retroactive submissions are permitted, should this period be 1 July — 30 June each
year? If changes are allowed at any time, what is the purpose of annual submission?

3 Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna fishing vessels (E-BFT catching vessels), Rec. 12-03 /
[13-07]

“Each flag CPC shall submit electronically each year to the ICCAT Executive Secretary, at the latest one month
before the beginning of the fishing seasons referred to in paragraphs 21 to 25, when applicable, and otherwise by
1 March, the list of its catching vessels authorized to fish actively for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean Sea referred to in paragraph 57.a)” [Rec. 12-03]/[13-07]

The form CP01-VessLsts should be used and the applicable columns under the E-BFT catching vessels section
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completed. Note if the vessel is 20m or greater, it should also be reported for inclusion in that Record, which can
be done by completing the dates in the 20m or greater column at the time of reporting for the E-BFT list, or in a
separate submission, as preferred.

Deadlines for receipt:

- Large-scale pelagic longline catching vessels fishing in the area West of 10cW and North of 42°N: 1
July.

- Large-scale pelagic longline catching vessels fishing in areas other than West of 10°W and North of
42°N: 1 December.

- Purse seine vessels: 24 April.

- Baitboats and trollers: 1 June.

- Trawlers and Recreational /sport fishing vessels: 16 May.

- All other gears: 1 March.

Any changes to the original list must be justified.

4, Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna other vessels (E-BFT- Other vessels), Rec. 12-03 /
[13-07]

The list of other vessels authorized to operate in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea referred to in
paragraph 57.b) shall be submitted one month before the start of their period of authorization (Rec. 12-03) / [13-
07].

The form CP01-VessLsts should be used and the applicable columns under the E-BFT Other vessels section
completed. Note if the vessel is 20m or greater, it should also be reported for inclusion in that Record, which can
be done by completing the dates in the 20m or greater column at the time of reporting for the E-BFT list, or in a
separate submission, as preferred.

Any changes to the original must be justified.

Requests for clarification:

1. Where vessels have been in BFT lists in previous years, can start date of authorisation remain as original, or
should be changed to current year?

Current understanding: The lists are annual and start date should change each year. Vessels which have
expired (i.e. previous year vessels) should be removed from the list.

From PA2/COC report 2014: The group agreed with the current understanding as expressed in the document
mentioned above that lists are annual, the start date should change each year, and vessels whose authorizations
have expired should be removed from the list.

2. For BFT_other lists Rec. 12-03/ [13-07] currently reads: The list of other fishing vessels authorized to
operate in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea referred to in paragraph 57.b) shall be submitted one
month before the start of their period of authorisation.

Not all BFT_other vessels of a given CPC, however, have the same authorisation periods and hence a “list”
cannot be submitted, but inclusions in the Record. Guidance is sought on the following:

a) Can multiple submissions be accepted?

b) Must these lists be annual?

c) When a vessel is already on the Record, but an extension to the authorisation period is reported, does
the one month in advance rule apply, or is notification before expiry sufficient?
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Current understanding: As the Secretariat is unsure how to deal with this issue, in 2013 multiple submissions
have been accepted, but on the general assumption that authorisations should be for yearly periods. For new
vessels, or vessels which have already expired, the one month in advance rule should apply, but for vessels
which are still authorised, extensions to authorisation periods are accepted any time before the expiry of the
current authorisation.

From PA2/COC report 2014: The group agreed with the current understanding noting that the extensions of
authorization periods should be accepted at any time before the expiration of the current authorization and for
new vessels, the one month advance rule should apply except for the replacements of authorized vessels.

3. Rec. 12-03 / [13-07] does not define “other” vessels beyond catching vessels being excluded. Catching
vessels are defined as b) "Catching vessel" means a vessel used for the purposes of the commercial capture of
bluefin tuna resources. Some CPCs have included vessels which may take bluefin tuna as by-catch in the BFT-
other vessel list, as these the primary use of these vessels is not the commercial capture of bluefin tuna. This
results in these vessels being assigned an ICCAT number, which is then used on the BCDs. Can BFT-other
vessels catch bluefin and report BCDs?

Current understanding: The Secretariat has included the lists of BFT-other vessels as reported by CPCs with
by-catch vessels included. While Rec. 12-03 / [13-07] stipulates that a vessel cannot be on both BFT catching
and BFT other lists, there is no provision to indicate that BFT-other vessels cannot take bluefin as by-catch.
Confirmation that by-catch vessels may/should be included on BFT-other vessel list is sought.

4. End of authorization Dates of Vessels BFT_Catching/BFT_other list:
When a vessel is reported as having finished its quota or finished operating in a given year, which of the
following actions should be taken:
a) No action, the vessel remains in the Record for remainder of the current year with the original dates
reported
b) The dates of the vessel authorization should be amended to reflect the end date, but the vessel
continues to appear on the web site for the remainder of the current year
c) The vessel should be removed from the Record of authorized vessels (on the assumption it is no longer
authorized)

Current understanding: The Secretariat is currently operating under the instructions of the CPCs and
modifying dates (option b) when requested. Confirmation that this is in accordance with para 58 of 12-03 is
sought.

From PA2/COC report 2014: The group agreed that it should be up to each CPC to request modification of
authorization dates and that they are allowed to do so.

5. Vessels involved in transhipment, Rec. 12-06
Two different lists are required since the entry into force of Rec. 12-06.
5.1 Carrier vessels

“In order for its carrier vessels to be included on the ICCAT Record List of Carrier Vessels, a flag CPC or flag
non-Contracting Party (NCP) shall submit each calendar year, electronically, and in the format specified by the
ICCAT Executive Secretary, a list of the carrier vessels that are authorized to receive transshipments from
LSPLVs in the Convention area. This list shall include the following information:

— Name of vessel, register number

— ICCAT Record Number (if any)

— IMO number (if any)

— Previous name (if any)

— Previous flag (if any)

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

— International radio call sign

— Type of vessels, length, gross registered tonnage (GRT) and carrying capacity
— Name and address of owner(s) and operator(s)

— Time period authorized for transshipping.”
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According to the Recommendation, the list should be sent once a year, but no deadline is stipulated. There is no
indication of whether or not retroactive reporting of vessels may be admitted.

Clarification request: Is retroactive reporting allowed, i.e. can start date be more than 30 days prior to
notification?

NOTE regarding carriers: At the PA2/COC meeting, it was agreed that those Non-Contracting Parties which
had reported vessels for inclusion in the ICCAT Record could also include those carriers on the E-BFT other list,
but that this would be limited to NCP carriers and not extended to other vessel types.

5.2 LSPLVs authorized to transship at sea

“Each flag CPC that authorizes its LSPLVs to transship at sea shall submit each calendar year electronically and
in the format specified by the Executive Secretary, the list of its LSPLVs that are authorized to transship at sea.

This list shall include the following information:

— Name of vessel, register number

— ICCAT Record Number

— Time period authorized for transshipping at sea

— Flag(s), name(s) and register number(s) of the carrier vessel(s) authorized for use by the LSPLVs.”

The form developed for reporting is CP46-VessTran. No deadline is specified for receipt of information. It is
understood that this should be reported before transshipment takes place.

Clarification request: Is retroactive reporting allowed, i.e. can start date be more than 30 days prior to
notification?

6. List of vessels authorised to catch Mediterranean swordfish, Rec. 11-03

1. At the latest on the 31 August 2012, and on the 15 January for the following years, CPCs shall provide to the
ICCAT Secretariat the lists of all fishing vessels authorized to catch swordfish for the current year in the
Mediterranean Sea. CPCs shall provide these lists according to the format set out in the Guidelines for
Submitting Data and Information Required by ICCAT.

2. Procedures referred in the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of an ICCAT Record of
Vessels over 20 Meters in Length Overall or Greater Authorized to Operate in the Convention Area [Rec. 11-
12] shall apply mutatis mutandis.

Clarification request: If procedures from Rec. 11-12 apply, the Secretariat understands that the earliest
authorization period for vessels reported by 15 January deadline is 16 December of previous year, but that
changes can be made, as they arise to the list during the year (within 30 days of authorization). If changes are
allowed at any time, what is the purpose of annual submission?

7. List of northern albacore vessels, Rec. 98-08

Rec. 98-08, paragraph 2 stipulates that “Contracting Parties, and non-contracting parties, entities or fishing
entities shall submit, by 1 June 1999, a list of the vessels, exclusive of recreational vessels, participating in a
directed fishery for northern albacore in the years referred to in paragraph 1 and, by 1 June and every year
thereafter, the list of vessels which will participate in a directed fishery for this stock.”

No specific information is required by the Recommendation, but for coherency the Secretariat has included this
in the ICCAT Record of Vessel format, although the information is not published. Despite a clear deadline being
set, the Secretariat often receives changes to this list in the intersessional period.

Request for clarification: Should changes to the list sent on 1 June be processed, or should CPCs send only one
list per year? If changes are allowed at any time, what is the purpose of annual submission?
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Addendum 1 of Appendix 8

CHANGES FROM TO BFT CATCHING TO BFT OTHER LISTS

Can vessels which were initially reported for BFT-Catching change their authorisation to BFT-Other Vessels
lists without applying the one month in advance of authorisation rule?

The following interpretation has been put forward:

1) The one month prior rule for BFT-Other vessels does not apply to vessels which were previously
reported for BFT-Catching list within the relevant deadlines, but;

2) The waiver of the one month prior rule would only apply if the BFT catching vessel has not actually
carried out or participated in any fishing operations for BFT. Vessels which caught BFT or participated
in any fishing operation for BFT wishing to change lists would be subject to the one month in advance
rule.

3) The waiver of the one month prior rule would apply only if the vessel was reported for BFT-Catching
list, but not to vessels previously reported for other lists (MED-SWO, carrier, 20m+, N. ALB; TROP).

4) The change from BFT-catching list to BFT-other list is not retroactive; i.e. the change must be
requested before the vessel commences any activity.

Appendix 9
REQUEST FROM THE SECRETARIAT FOR CLARIFICATIONS OF PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN
ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

At the intersessional meetings of Panel I / COC and PWG meetings held in Madrid, March 2014, it was agreed
that the issues below be referred to the IMM Working Group for consideration.

A. PORT INSPECTION: Recommendation by ICCAT for an ICCAT Scheme for Minimum Standards for
Inspection in Port [Rec. 12-07]

1. Rec. 12-07: It has been noted that few CPCs have sent their lists of authorised ports, but the Secretariat has
received information regarding vessels entering ports outside their CPC which are not on the list. The
Recommendation is silent on the obligations of flag CPCs of the vessels in relation to this measure. In
accordance with ICCAT Recommendations, can CPCs allow their vessels to enter ports which are not on the
ICCAT Record of Authorised Ports?

2. CPCs shall apply Recommendation [12-07] in respect of foreign fishing vessels carrying ICCAT-managed
species and/or fish products originating from such species that have not been previously landed or
transshipped at port, hereinafter referred to as "foreign fishing vessels".

Does this include carrier vessels and container vessels, or only catching vessels?

3. Para 20 of Rec. 12-07 states that "The port CPC shall transmit a copy of the inspection report to the ICCAT
Secretariat no later than 14 days following the date of completion of the inspection. If the inspection report
cannot be transmitted within 14 days, the port CPC should notify the ICCAT Secretariat within the 14 day
time period the reasons for the delay and when the report will be submitted.”

What should the Secretariat do with the reports received if no infringement is reported?

4. Para 26 ¢) of Rec. 12-07 provides that "Either directly or through the ICCAT Secretariat, assess the special
requirements of developing CPCs concerning the implementation of this Recommendation". To date, one
Cooperating Party has requested assistance with training, and has indicated that they could pay for such
training, but the Secretariat has no guidance to offer. What is the role of the Secretariat in the implementation
of this provision?
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Appendix 10

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO SUPPORT EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF
RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT FOR AN ICCAT SCHEME FOR MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR
INSPECTION IN PORT (Rec. 12-07)

(Proposal by the United States)

RECALLING the 2009 Agreement on Port State Measures to Combat Illegal, Unreported, and Unregulated
(IUV) fishing;

FURTHER RECALLING Recommendation by the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic
Tuna (ICCAT) for an ICCAT Scheme for Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port (12-07);

HIGHLIGHTING, in particular, that Recommendation 12-07 requires Contracting Parties and Cooperating
Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities (CPCs), either directly or through the ICCAT Secretariat,
to provide assistance to developing CPCs in order to, among other things, (1) develop their capacity to support
and strengthen the development and implementation of an effective system of port inspection; (2) facilitate their
participation in meetings and/or training programs of relevant organizations that promote the effective
development and implementation of such a system, and (3) assess the special requirements of developing CPCs
concerning the implementation of Recommendation 12-07;

RECOGNIZING that the Commission, through Resolution 03-21 and Recommendations 11-26 and 13-19,
has established several funds to facilitate attendance at meetings of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies,
enhance the scientific capacity of developing state scientists, and improve data collection and quality assurance;

ALSO RECOGNIZING that a fund has been established under Part VII of the Agreement for the
Implementation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention of the Law of the Seas of December 1982
relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks
(UNFSA) to provide assistance to developing States Parties to the Agreement for a number of purposes,
including to build capacity for activities in key areas such as monitoring, control and surveillance;

NOTING that several Contracting Parties, on their own initiative, have been carrying out capacity building
activities to assist developing coastal States in improving their management of ICCAT fisheries, including tools
and approaches for collecting and assessing data, conducting monitoring, control, and surveillance activities, and
enhancing domestic legal frameworks;

DESIRING to take further concrete steps in ICCAT to support the implementation of CPC capacity building
responsibilities with regard to Recommendation 12-07 to ensure the program is as effective as possible in
promoting compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNA [(ICCAT)]
RECOMMENDS THAT:

1. A special Monitoring, Control, and Surveillance Fund (MCSF) be established to support and strengthen the
development and implementation of effective systems of port inspection by developing CPCs that meet or
exceed the minimum standards set out in Recommendation by ICCAT for an ICCAT Scheme for Minimum
Standards for Inspection in Port (12-07).

2. Funds from the MCSF shall be used to provide technical assistance to port inspectors and other relevant
enforcement personnel from developing CPCs. Such technical assistance can include, among other things,
conducting or arranging for in country training activities and supporting the participation of relevant
developing CPC personnel in training programs offered by other CPCs or organizations that promote the
effective development and implementation of port inspection systems, including monitoring, control and
surveillance, enforcement and legal proceedings for infractions, and the resolution of disputes pursuant to
Recommendation 12-07.

3. Notwithstanding paragraph 2, for participation in meetings of the Commission or its subsidiary bodies where
port inspection issues may be discussed, developing CPCs should seek funding support through the Meeting
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Participation Fund established per ICCAT Recommendation 11-26. Further, all potential eligible applicants
for support through the MCSF should explore alternative avenues of funding available to developing CPCs,
such as the UNSFA Part VII fund, prior to applying to the MCSF.

4. The MCSF shall be financed, at least initially, by ICCAT’s Working Capital Fund. CPCs are encouraged to
supplement the MCSF through voluntary contributions. The fund may also be supplemented from other
sources as the Commission may identify. The Commission will identify a procedure for supplying funds to
the MCSF in the future as needed.

5. The initial allocation to the MCSF will be determined based on an assessment of developing CPC needs. In
that regard, developing CPCs interested in seeking assistance from the MCSF should provide a report to the
Commission on their progress in implementing Recommendation 12-07 and identify specific areas where
training or other assistance is needed.

6. The ICCAT Secretariat will administer the MCSF in accordance with the same financial controls as apply to
regular budget appropriations.

7. The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall:
a. establish a process for notifying CPCs annually of the level of available funds in the MCSF;

b. develop a timeline and describe the format for the submission of applications for assistance,
circulate this information to the Commission for intersessional review and approval, and, once
agreed, post it on the public portion of the ICCAT website;

c. develop and circulate to the Commission for intersessional review and approval, a process and
procedures for evaluating requests for assistance from the MCSF to determine the level and type of
assistance to provide taking into account available resources, Commission priorities, and the need
to ensure fair and balanced access to the fund;

d. notify the Commission and the requesting developing CPC of the details of the assistance to be
provided without delay; and

e. submit an annual report to the Commission on the status of the MCSF, including a financial
statement of contributions to and disbursements from the fund and a summary of all assistance
provided.

8. CPCs with the ability to provide relevant technical assistance to developing CPCs are strongly encouraged to
explore bilateral or other arrangements to provide such assistance. CPCs are also encouraged to consider
ways they may be able to support any ICCAT-sponsored initiatives, such as by providing relevant experts to
conduct trainings.

9. The Commission shall coordinate, where feasible and appropriate, its port inspection capacity building
activities with such activities of other RFMOs, the FAQO, and other relevant entities.

10. This recommendation will be evaluated and reviewed at the latest in 2017.

Appendix 11
DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON ACCESS AGREEMENTS

MINDFUL of the data reporting requirements for all CPCs and the importance of complete statistical
reporting to the work of SCRS and the Commission;

MINDFUL of the need to ensure transparency among CPCs in respect of conditions for accessing the waters
of coastal States, in particular to facilitate joint efforts to combat illegal, unreported, and unregulated fishing;

RECALLING the Recommendation by ICCAT on Vessel Chartering [Rec. 02-21] that establishes reporting
and other requirements for chartering arrangements;

RECALLING the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Duties of Contracting Parties and Cooperating
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non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities in Relation to their Vessels in the ICCAT Convention Area
[Rec. 03-12], which requires CPCs to ensure that their vessels do not conduct unauthorized fishing within areas
under the national jurisdiction of other States, through appropriate cooperation with coastal States concerned,
and other relevant means available to the flag CPC;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities (CPCs) that allow
foreign-flagged vessels to fish in waters under their jurisdiction for species managed by ICCAT, and CPCs
whose vessels fish in waters under the jurisdiction of another CPC or non-Contracting party (NCP) for
species managed by ICCAT pursuant to an agreement, shall, individually or jointly, notify the Commission
prior to beginning fishing activities of the existence of such agreements and provide to the Commission
information concerning these agreements, including:

—  The CPCs, NCPs, or other entities involved in the agreement;

—  The time period or periods covered by the agreement;

—  The number of vessels and gear types authorized;

—  The stock or species authorized for harvest, including any applicable catch limits;

—  The CPC’s quota or catch limit to which the catch will be applied;

- Monitoring, control, and surveillance measures required by the flag CPC and coastal State involved
with, for the coastal State, a particular specification of:

—

) the National authority (contact coordinates) responsible for issuing fishing licences or permits,
ii) the National authority (contact coordinates) responsible for MCS activities.

— Data reporting obligations stipulated in the agreement, including those between the parties involved, as
well as those regarding information that must be provided to the Commission;

— A copy of the written agreement.

2. For agreements in existence prior to the entry into force of this recommendation, the information specified in
paragraph 1 shall be provided in advance of the 2014 Commission meeting.

3. When an access agreement is modified in a manner that changes any of the information specified in
paragraph 1, these changes shall be promptly notified to the Commission.

4. Consistent with ICCAT data reporting requirements, flag CPCs involved in the agreements specified in
paragraph 1 shall ensure that all target and incidental catches made pursuant to these agreements are reported
to the SCRS.

5. Flag CPCs and coastal CPCs involved in the agreements specified in paragraph 1 shall provide a summary of
the activities carried out pursuant to each agreement, including all catches made pursuant to these
agreements, in their annual report to the Commission.

6. In cases where coastal CPCs allow foreign-flagged vessels to fish in waters under their jurisdiction for
species managed by ICCAT through a mechanism other than a CPC-to-CPC or CPC-to-NCP agreement, the
coastal CPC shall be solely responsible for providing the information required by this Recommendation. Flag
CPCs with vessels involved in such an agreement, however, shall endeavour to provide to the Commission
relevant information regarding that agreement as indicated in paragraph 1.

7. The Secretariat shall develop a form for reporting the information specified in this Recommendation and
annually compile CPC submissions into a report to be presented to the Commission for consideration at its
annual meeting.

8. This recommendation does not apply to chartering arrangements covered by the Recommendation by ICCAT
on Vessel Chartering [Rec. 02-21].
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9. All information provided pursuant to this Recommendation shall be consistent with domestic confidentiality
requirements.

10. The Recommendation by ICCAT on access agreements [Rec. 11-16] is replaced by this Recommendation.
Appendix 12

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON MONITORING AND AVOIDING
CETACEAN INTERACTIONS IN ICCAT FISHERIES

(Document submitted by the United States)

RECOGNIZING the potential for interactions between cetaceans and ICCAT fisheries;
CONCERNED about incidental mortality or serious injury to cetaceans that may occur in ICCAT fisheries;

RECALLING that under Recommendation 10-10, Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and
Fishing Entities (CPCs) with national observer programs shall require their observers to record and report on,
inter alia, the bycatch of marine mammals;

FURTHER RECALLING that Recommendation 11-10 requires CPCs with logbooks and observer programs
to collect bycatch data in their domestic scientific observer programs and logbook programs, and report these
data to the Secretariat in the format specified by SCRS;

NOTING measures adopted by other Regional Fisheries Management Organizations aimed at monitoring
and avoiding cetacean interactions, and committed to taking similar measures in ICCAT fisheries;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entity, or Fishing Entities (CPCs) shall
prohibit their flag vessels from using a purse seine net to intentionally encircle a cetacean in the Convention
area.

2. CPCs shall require that, in the event that a cetacean is unintentionally encircled in the purse seine net, the
master of the vessel shall take reasonable steps to ensure its safe release, while taking into consideration the
safety of the crew. This shall include stopping the net roll and not recommencing fishing operations until the
animal has been released and is no longer at risk of recapture.

3. CPCs, or the Secretariat in the case of regional observer programs, shall require observers to collect
information necessary to determine whether and what species of cetaceans were killed or seriously injured in
the sets or other gear deployments, and in the case of purse seine fisheries, whether a purse seine net was
intentionally used to encircle a cetacean in the Convention area.

4. Where appropriate, based on the information collected under paragraph 3, an authorized representative of the
CPC implementing the domestic observer program or an authorized representative of the regional observer
program may certify in a written statement whether and what species of cetaceans were killed or seriously
injured in the sets or other gear deployments in which ICCAT species were caught and, in the case of purse
seine fisheries, whether such cetaceans were intentionally encircled during the fishing trip. Such
certifications should be made available to the vessel owner or operator, if requested.

5. The Commission requests that the SCRS develop best practice guidelines for the safe release and handling
of cetaceans, taking into account the guidelines already developed in other Regional Fisheries Management
Organizations, and that these guidelines be submitted to the 2016 Commission meeting for endorsement.

6. CPCs shall report on the implementation of this Recommendation in their Annual Reports, including any

instances of non-compliance with paragraph 1 by their flag vessels and actions taken to address such non-
compliance.
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