Cover sheet to accompany new proposals

(submitted by the European Union)

Title of the Proposed Draft Recommendation/Resolution: Draft Recommendation by ICCAT amending Recommendation 25-04 establishing a multi-annual management plan for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean 
Title of currently in force recommendation(s) or resolution(s) addressing the same or related issues: Recommendation by ICCAT replacing Recommendation 24-05 establishing a multi-annual management plan for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 25-04)

1. Does it create new reporting obligation(s) for CPCs?     Yes ☐		No ☒
Brief description of new reporting obligation(s):

2. Does it require additional input or work by the SCRS?    Yes ☐	No ☒
Is this work already included in the current SCRS workplan     Yes ☐	No ☐
Brief description of new scientific work required (i.e. stock assessment, analysis, external consultant):

3. Does it involve the creation of a new working group or intersessional process?    Yes ☐       No ☒

4. Does it require a new programme or additional activities to be managed by the Secretariat?  
Yes ☐      No ☒
Brief description of new Secretariat work required:

5. What is the proposed timeframe for implementation, and are there different specific timeframes for certain CPCs, fisheries, regions, etc.: As soon as the measure enters into force.

6. Is there any other relevant information regarding the resource and workload implications of the proposal: 


Original: English

Explanatory note on the proposal for amendments to 
Recommendation 25-04 by the European Union
(submitted by the European Union)


Following the useful discussion at the 19th Meeting of the Working Group on Integrated Monitoring Measures (IMM), the European Union (EU) wishes to submit amendments to Recommendation 25-04.

This proposal introduces targeted clarifications and technical adjustments to ICCAT Recommendation 25‑04 in order to improve legal certainty, consistency and enforceability. The amendments aim to align definitions with operational practice, remove contradictions and ambiguities, and ensure that control and reporting rules can be applied effectively in real conditions at sea and on farms. 

For each amendment, an explanation is provided in the table below.
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Draft Recommendation by ICCAT amending Recommendation 25-04 establishing a multi-annual management plan for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean - Proposal for amendments to Rec. 25-04
(submitted by the European Union)
	Rec. 25-04
	Proposed modification
	Explanation

	Para 2.i) 
	“transfer operations” means: 
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna from the catching vessel's net to the transport cage; 
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna from the trap to the transport cage, independent of the presence of a towing vessel; 
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna from the transport cage to another transport cage; 
· any transfer of a cage containing live bluefin tuna from a towing vessel to another towing vessel; 
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna between different cages in the same farm (intra-farm transfer);
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna from a farm cage to a transport cage. 
· any transfer of live bluefin tuna returning back from the farm cage to the trap.
	In their clarifications requests for Panel 2 (intersessional meeting of March 2026), observers raised the fact that ‘transfer of live bluefin tuna from a farm cage to a trap’ happens but is not covered in the definitions. Unless it happens in the framework of a release operation (and then the definition is in Annex 10, paragraph 13), we need to cover it in the definitions of transfer operations.

	Para 2 .w)
	“transhipment” means the unloading of all or any of the fish on board a fishing vessel to another fishing vessel. However, unloading of dead bluefin tuna from the purse seine, purse seiner, the trap or the towing vessel to an auxiliary vessel shall not be considered as transhipment.
	For consistency with the definition of auxiliary vessel in para 2.d) that allows for the transport of BFT from purse seiners to auxiliary vessels. 

	Paras 33
and 36  
	33. The minimum size for bluefin tuna caught in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean shall be 30 kg or 115 cm fork length.
33 bis. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to prohibit catching, retaining on board, transhipping, transferring, landing, transporting, storing, selling, displaying or offering for sale bluefin tuna which do not meet at least one of the size or weight requirements listed in paragraph 33.
36. For catching vessels fishing actively for bluefin tuna and tuna traps, CPCs may authorize an incidental catch of no more than 5% by number of bluefin tuna, retained on board a vessel at any time after each fishing operation, that either:
a) weigh between 8 kg and 30 kg; or 
b) have a fork length between 75 and 115 cm. 
	There is a contradiction between the first sentence and the second sentence of paragraph 33 that needs to be corrected. 
It is our understanding that the current implementation of this paragraph is that meeting one of the two requirements (size or weight) is sufficient to consider a BFT of legal size. 
NB: This clarification also needs a modification of the eBCD, as currently the eBCD only takes weight into account. A fish that is under the minimum weight, but over the minimum size, should not be considered undersized, but the eBCD currently considers it as such. This is important in order to control the 5% allowance below minimum size. 

	Para 170 (title) 
	Analysis of the control cameras video footage by the farm CPC competent authority
	The number of bluefin tuna being caged can be determined by using either conventional or stereoscopic camera. In some cases, because of the distance from the port, the stereoscopic video cannot collect all the fish entering into the cage while the conventional video footage is able to do it. 

	Para 210a
	In the event of persistent turbidity conditions in the farm area, the farm CPC competent authority may authorise that the control of the carry-over takes place outside the farm, in an adjacent area where there is sufficient visibility. CPCs shall document the measurement of the turbidity according to standard methods.
	Turbidity should be also considered when there is an impediment to comply with other obligations than caging procedures (para 164), as for the determination of the carry-over pursuant para 203. Paragraph 203 sets out a clear deadline for reporting the carry over, therefore it is necessarily to provide for specific measures addressing this issue.

	Annex 2 - A - Para 2
	The logbook must be filled in every day (by midnight) or before port arrival. The figures related to the weight and number of fish may be amended after first transfer video footage assessment and prior arrival in port.
	PNC have been issued due to non-compliance with the timing to report information recorded in the logbook. To avoid this situation, it is relevant to note that the estimated figures sent before midnight may be amended after the assessment of the video footage.

	Annex 6 – ROP tasks – Para xxii
	as regards releases after caging, observe and report on the prior segregation of fish and the subsequent release operation, in accordance with the release protocol in Annex 10, including verifying that the quality of the video footage of the prior segregation satisfies the minimum standards of Annex 8 and estimating the number of fish segregated for release.
	We consider important to clarify that the estimation of fish is related to the amount that has been segregated previously to the release.

	Annex 8 – Para 1.a)
	At the beginning and/or the end of each video, where requested, the ICCAT transfer or caging authorization number or release order and the number of both the receptor and the donor cages (as indicated in the transfer declaration- ITD or caging declaration) shall be displayed; 
	It is unclear whether the number of the cages involved in a caging operation should be identifiable in the video footage. It is our understanding that the aim is to identify unequivocally the video recording with the related operation at any time. To ensure consistency with transfers, both cages (donor and recipient) must be identifiable in the video footage.

	Annex 10 – Para 9 and para 9a (new)
	9. Release operations from farms as referred to in paragraph 2 a) of this Annex, must be executed within 3 months of the last caging operation of the fish concerned.
9a. Release operations from farms as referred to in paragraph 2 of this Annex, must take place at a minimum distance of 10 miles from the farm. For releases of less than 5 tonnes of bluefin tuna, the farm CPC competent authority may set a shorter distance, of minimum 5 miles, for the release.
	It is our understanding that the timing for releasing set up in this paragraph only refers to those situations where the weight caged exceeds the reported caught by the operator. 
We also consider that there is a need to clarify that the compulsory minimal distance set out in paragraph 9 shall be applied to both release operations indicated in paragraph 2(a) and 2(b). Otherwise, it could be understood that such distance is to be applied to just releases after caging.



