Original: English, French and Spanish
Information received under 
Recommendation by ICCAT to establish a process for the review and 
reporting of compliance information (Rec. 08-09) and responses

The Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Process for the Review and Reporting of Compliance Information (Rec. 08-09) provides that CPCs, as well as non-governmental organizations, may submit reports on non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures to the Secretariat at least 120 days before the annual meeting. 

[bookmark: _Hlk211325928]Information within the deadline has been presented by the European Union, and jointly by Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust. The Chair of the Compliance Committee has agreed that these can be accommodated on the 2025 Agenda. 

This document comprises the following: 

Allegations received:
A. European Union – Possible non-compliance by ICCAT CPCs.
(i) Additional information as regards possible non-compliance by Cabo Verde with ICCAT conservation and management measures.
B. Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust - Queries related to potential non-compliance with ICCAT shark conservation measures
Responses to allegations received:
1. Response from Angola to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above).
1. Response from Belize to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above).
1. Response from Cabo Verde to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above) and two annexes to same.
1. Response from Chinese Taipei to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above).
1. Response from The Gambia to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above) and seven annexes to same.
1. Response from Senegal to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above) and one annex to same.
1. Response from South Africa to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above) and two annexes to same.
1. Response from Venezuela to European Union on possible non-compliance (document A above).
1. Response from Mexico to Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust on possible non-compliance (document B above).
1. Response from Trinidad and Tobago to Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust on possible non-compliance (document B above).

	


A. European Union – Possible non-compliance by ICCAT CPCs

	European Commission
Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries
International Ocean Governance and Sustainable Fisheries
Regional fisheries management organisations


Brussels 
MARE.B2/MB
Mr Camille Jean Pierre Manel
Executive Secretary to ICCAT
Corazón de María, 8
E - 28002 Madrid

Subject:	EU report on ICCAT requirement M : GEN 27- Data on non-compliance

Dear Mr Manel,

In accordance with ICCAT Recommendation 08-09 and with a view to facilitating the discussion of these issues during the next meetings of the Compliance Committee (COC) and the PWG, the European Union (EU) would like to request the comprehensive investigation of the following possible non-compliances with ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures. 

The EU underlines that some of the requests made hereinafter are repetitions of requests already made in previous years, and which have been left unanswered by the CPCs concerned. Considering that paragraph 3 of ICCAT Recommendation 08-09 is clear that “CPCs shall, consistent with domestic laws, provide the Executive Secretary with the findings of any investigation taken in relation to the allegations of non-compliance and any actions taken to address compliance concerns at least 30 days before the annual meeting” and that “if such investigation is ongoing, CPCs shall advise the Executive Secretary of the expected length of the investigation and provide periodic updates in their progress until completed”, the EU requests that in the event of a new failure to comply with this obligation the Compliance Committee takes appropriate action vis-a-vis the CPCs concerned.


1. Senegal

Follow-up of previous requests

Further to the statement done by Senegal (COC_325/2024), the EU would like to reinform the ICCAT Secretariat and CPCs that the catch certificates validated by the competent authorities of Senegal as well as the ICCAT statistical documents (SDs) associated with the 2011-2021 illegal exports from Senegal that the EU raised under Annex 1 of COC_312/2023 were transmitted to Senegal on 29 May 2024, pursuant to the commitment taken by the EU during the 2023 ICCAT Compliance Committee. 

In more details, the EU transmitted the catch certificates received from Senegal for the years 2013 to 2020 for albacore tuna, and the catch certificates and SDs for the years 2016 to 2020 for swordfish. The EU would like to highlight that the quantities included in these catch certificates and SDs confirm the general accuracy of the figures mentioned in Tables 1 and 2 of the Annex 1 to COC_312/2023, and therefore the seriousness of this case. Thus, the EU requested from Senegal a comprehensive investigation of this case. In 2024 ([footnoteRef:1]), Senegal provided preliminary information on the investigations that were still on-going and committed to provide regular updates to the COC. The EU would be grateful if Senegal could accordingly update the Compliance Committee on the results of these investigations and the sanctions imposed. [1: ()	ICCAT Document COC_312/2024_Addendum_1.] 



In addition, further to previous requests for investigation ([footnoteRef:2]), and taking into account the initial information provided in COC_312/2024 – Addendum 1, the EU reiterates its requests that Senegal provides the following information: [2: ()	ICCAT Documents COC_312A/2022, COC-312A_ADD_3/2022, COC_312/2023, and COC_312/2024. ] 


· While preliminary information on the number of landings and the total quantity landed by the vessels MAXIMUS and LISBOA has been provided by Senegal last year, a comprehensive report on the activities and catches landed by the fishing vessels MARIO 7, MARIO 11, MAXIMUS and LISBOA from 2019 to 2020 is still requested. This report should include activities at sea as well as the details of the species landed and their respective quantities.
· While first information on the number of landings and the total quantity landed by the vessels RICOS No 3, RICOS No 6, SAGE and MEGA No 2 has been provided by Senegal last year, the EU still requests for all these landings precise information on the actual species landed and their respective quantities. At this stage the information provided by Senegal still does not include the dates of these calls (arrival and departure) nor the breakdown per species of the quantities landed, whereas the latter information should also be part of the advance requests for port entry that Senegal received for each of these calls (ICCAT Recommendation 12-09, points 11 (e) and (f) and ICCAT Recommendation 18-09, points 13 (e) and (f));
· As regards vessels OCEAN STARI 1 et OCEAN STARI 2, the EU would appreciate that Senegal transmits a copy of the letter from the national maritime authority in charge (ANAM) that was mentioned last year. The EU would also appreciate that Senegal clarifies whether these vessels are the same as the IUU-listed vessel OCEAN STAR NO. 2 and its sister ship OCEAN STAR NO. 1 (IMO 8665193 and IMO 8665181), following the information provided by the EU last year (COC_312/2024). To that end, the EU requests that Senegal provides the details of the vessels (including previous registration certificates) as received in the framework of the registration request initiated in 2020 or collected from other Senegalese agencies.

Possible non-compliance with ICCAT Recommendations 19-02 and 21-01 (bigeye tuna quota allocated to Senegal)

Concerns over the consistency of the -67 % reduction in the purse seiners bigeye tuna catches reported to ICCAT, whereas the total catch from this fleet increased in parallel by 53 % ([footnoteRef:3]) prompted over the last year a verification of bigeye tuna exports to the EU from 2021 to 2024. It was noted that, as of 2023, Senegal almost stopped exporting bigeye tuna to the EU, and therefore the analysis focused on 2021 and 2022. This analysis was based on the information available in the associated catch certificates (including name of the fishing vessel and dates of the fishing trip) and certified by the Senegalese competent authorities. It led to the following results:  [3: ()	Average reported BET catch of 2206 tons per year in the period 2018-2020, compared to an average BET catch of 719 tons per year in the period 2021-2023. Total catch from 2018 to 2020: 108 517 tons. Total catch from 2021 to 2023: 166 797 tons. Which represents an average annual catch of 36 172 tons for the period 2018-2020, and an average annual catch of 55 599 tons for the period 2021-2023.] 


For 2021: 

· At least 802 tons of bigeye tuna caught by Senegalese-flagged vessels in 2021 have been imported into the EU, whereas the total quantity of bigeye tuna catches that Senegal reported to ICCAT for the implementation of over and under-harvest (COC_304/2022) was 702 tons.

· The figure reported by Senegal for the purpose of over and under-harvest is in contradiction with the one reported in the annual report ([footnoteRef:4]), which includes, in addition to the 702 tons of catches made by the industrial fleet, an additional 54 tons caught by the artisanal fleet (total of 756 tons). [4: ()	ICCAT Doc. No. COC-301/2022.] 








· The 802 tons imported into the EU were stemming from the following Senegalese-flagged vessels: 5 pole and line vessels, and 1 purse seiner (PONT SAINT LOUIS). The 2024 report of the Marine Stewardship Council certifying the sustainability of this fishery ([footnoteRef:5]) includes the 2021 logbook data of 5 other purse seiners, which reported a total bigeye tuna catch of 501 tons in 2021. Summing up these catches to the ones imported into the EU and the 54 made by the artisanal fleet leads to a minimum total 2021 catch of 1357 tons, which is beyond the quota allocated to Senegal in 2021 (1301 tons) and exceeds by 93% the catch that Senegal reported to ICCAT for the implementation of over and under-harvest (COC_304/2022). [5: ()	https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/capsen-grand-bleu-atlantic-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-and-yellowfin-tuna-fishery/@@assessments] 


· In addition, the 176 tons stemming from the 5 pole and line vessels that were imported in the EU were done during fishing trips which amount to a total of 657 days at sea, whereas in its annual report to ICCAT Senegal stated that this fleet had 1126 days at sea in 2021. This means that the bigeye tuna exported to the EU did not represent all bigeye tuna caught by this fleet in 2021.

· The EU also notes that while one single purse seiner exported 626 tons of bigeye tuna to the EU, the five other purse seiners would have caught only 501 tons over the entire year. The EU notes, in a similar way, that in 2022 the same five purse seiners exported 293 tons of bigeye tuna to the EU, caught in just 264 days at sea. In 2021 these 5 purse seiners had at least 1018 days at sea.

· Eventually, the EU underlines that the above-mentioned figure of 802 tons and the below figure of 471 tons exclude all catches made in fishing trips that started in 2021 and terminated in 2022. Catch certificates collected by the EU (all related, under this specific scenario, to fishing trips made by pole and line vessels) demonstrate that these catches represent at least an additional 105 tons. A distribution of these catches on the basis of the total number of days at sea in these fishing trips (103 in 2021, 70 in 2022) would add 62 tons to the pole and line 2021 catch and 43 tons to the 2022 pole and line catch.

· The EU also understands that the catches made by the seventh purse seiner that was active in 2021 are not included in the previous figure of 501 tons.

For 2022: 

· At least 471 tons of bigeye tuna caught by Senegalese-flagged vessels in 2022 have been exported to the EU. 

· Out of these 471 tons, 175 tons were stemming from Senegalese-flagged pole and line vessels, whereas Senegal reported a total catch of 92 tons for this fleet ([footnoteRef:6]). In addition, and similar to the comment made for 2021, these 175 tons originated from a total 500 days at sea (as verified with the fishing trip dates in the catch certificates) while Senegal reported a total of 870 days at sea for this fleet. This entails that for 2022 as well the bigeye tuna exported to the EU did not represent all bigeye tuna caught by this fleet during the year. [6: ()	ICCAT Doc. No. COC-301 /2023.] 


· Out of these 471 tons, 295 tons were stemming from Senegalese-flagged purse seiners. These 295 tons originated from just 297 days at sea. Senegal reported a total of 1738 days at sea for this fleet. This entails that the bigeye tuna exported to the EU represented only a small fraction of all bigeye tuna caught by this fleet in 2022. Just with the same proportion of bigeye tuna in the remaining 1738 – 297 = 1441 days, the total catch in these 1441 days would be 1431 tons (295 * 1441 / 297) – and the figure does not take into account that catches exported to the EU do not represent the total catch made during these 297 days, which means that the total level of the bigeye tuna catch in these 297 days was almost certainly higher than 295 tons.

Therefore, the EU highlights that the bigeye tuna catch that the Senegalese authorities reported to ICCAT is not consistent with the data they certified in exports to the EU (pole and line catch at least 90% higher than the one reported to ICCAT). The EU also underlines its significant doubts as to the consistency of the total bigeye tuna catch reported for purse seiners.
The EU invites Senegal to provide detailed clarifications on its actual catches of bigeye tuna for the years 2021 and 2022 and suggests a scientific assessment at ICCAT level of the consistency of bigeye tuna catches reported by Senegal from 2021 to 2024. The EU underlines the importance of these clarifications in view of Senegal’s plan to increase the number of its purse seiner by 43% in 2025 (from 7 to 10 vessels) ([footnoteRef:7]) and the need to ensure this will not result in adverse effects on the bigeye tuna stock. [7: ()	PA1_13/2025. Annual Fishing / Capacity Management / FAD Management Plans for Tropical Tunas submitted by Senegal.] 


Misreporting of bigeye tuna in export to the EU

In connection with the previous requests, the EU also highlights that the inspection of a consignment of catches originating from the pole and line vessel CAP ATLANTIQUE demonstrated in December 2024 that instead of the 152 tons of yellowfin tuna, 32 tons of bigeye tuna and 26 tons of skipjack certified in the two catch certificates from Senegal, the actual composition of the catch was 49 tons of yellowfin tuna 134 tons of bigeye tuna (+ 318%), and 18 tons of skipjack. The EU underlines that pursuant to the catch certificates, these 134 tons of bigeye tuna were caught in just 97 days at sea (July to October 2024). The EU also underlines that these catches are higher than the total catch reported for the entire pole and line fleet in 2022 (92 tons) in 870 days at sea, and almost equivalent to the total catch reported for the entire pole and line fleet in 2023 (161 tons) in 987 days at sea.

The EU reported this issue to Senegal in March 2025, with a request to receive clarifications on the procedures in place to verify the catch composition reported by the operators and to be informed of the sanctions implemented by Senegal. However, to date and in spite of two reminders, no reply has been received from Senegal on this issue. The EU notes that the vessel CAP ATLANTIQUE is owned by the same company that also owns four out of the seven Senegalese purse seiners registered in the ICCAT Record of authorised vessels.

Possible non-compliance with ICCAT Recommendation 24-01 (FAD closure)

On 25 March 2025 a potential non-compliance with the FAD closure period by the Senegalese-flagged vessel SEA BREEZE has been circulated by ICCAT ([footnoteRef:8]) following the substantial evidence submitted by the EU. [8: ()	ICCAT Circular #02372/2025.] 


Following the initial reply by Senegal ([footnoteRef:9]), the EU requests Senegal to provide the results of the investigation and the corresponding measures taken. The EU specifically requests that Senegal provides the details of the VMS track of the vessel since its departure from the port of Dakar and the logbook data of the vessel during that fishing trip.  [9: ()	ICCAT Circular #02686/2025.] 



2. The Gambia 

The EU reiterates the request already made under Document COC_312_REV/2024. It is now the fourth year in a row that the EU requests to receive from The Gambia comprehensive information on the origin of the fish that was allegedly fraudulently exported to the EU.  

The EU notes that The Gambia has recently sent information to the EU, following several reminders since the 2024 ICCAT annual meeting. However, this information sent on 8 July 2025 is not complete. The Gambia did not provide yet all the bills of lading associated with the import of this fish into The Gambia, and therefore the actual origin of a significant fraction of the fish subsequently exported to the EU remains undetermined. This failure to provide all the bills of lading consequently prevents proper investigation of potential IUU fishing activities in the Convention area.


3. Angola 

In the framework of 2023 ICCAT annual meeting, the EU provided information in relation to an overshoot of its Southern swordfish quota (S-SWO) by Angola. 

As mentioned in document COC_312/2023, a verification of the exports made by the vessel DEMERSAL 9 shows that it exported to the EU a total quantity of 134.6 tons of swordfish ([footnoteRef:10]) and that these catches were made from March 2022 to 5 January 2023. According to the EU catch certificates and ICCAT statistical documents validated by the competent authorities of Angola, the fishing area of the vessel was FAO 47, and therefore the catches were Southern SWO (S-SWO). In 2022 the annual quota of S-SWO allocated to Angola pursuant to Recommendation 21-03 was 100 tons. [10: ()	Live weight equivalent calculated on the basis of the dressed weight mentioned in the ICCAT Swordfish statistical documents validated by Angola (total dressed weight in SDs 102 356 kg, ICCAT conversion factor 1.3158; 102 356 * 1,3158 = 134 680 kg).] 


The EU already noted in 2024 that Angola’s Task 1 data still reported that Angola’s total swordfish catch in 2022 was 74.38 tons. Thus, the EU requested Angola to correct this data and to clarify why these corrections were not already performed (all evidence and information was shared with Angola in 2023).

However, the EU notes that Angola’s Task 1 data (as accessed on July 1, 2025) for Angola’s total swordfish catch in 2022 remains unchanged,  and that in addition the catch data reported for 2023 is also wrong: Angola reports a total 2023 catch of S-SWO of 8,69 tons, whereas the quantity that the vessel tried to export to the EU in 2023 (importation refused as the vessel was not on the ICCAT Record of Authorised vessels) was already 9.245 tons. And this was dressed weight as confirmed by the ICCAT SWO statistical document validated by Angola (which means a live weight equivalent of 9.245 * 1.3158 = 12,16 tons), coming from two fishing trips (5 May to 6 July 2023) whereas the AIS data of the vessel confirms that it made at least two other fishing trips in the year.

The EU therefore reiterates its 2024 request to Angola to provide correct catch data to ICCAT. The EU would also request that Angola provides the details of the catches made by the vessel from 1 January 2023 to 31 December 2023.

The EU also reiterates its request that Angola clarifies why an ICCAT swordfish statistical document was validated whereas the total annual catch of the vessel in 2022 exceeded the country national quota. In addition, the EU would appreciate that Angola inform ICCAT about the measures that Angola has taken to avoid the repetition of a similar issue. 


4. Chinese Taipei 

The EU invites Chinese Taipei to provide a comprehensive update in relation to the investigations carried out on the vessel MARIO 11 (Document COC COC_312_REV/2024). 

The EU would also appreciate receiving an update from Chinese Taipei on the state of play of the administrative litigation filed by the owner of FV SAGE and the level of collection of the fine imposed by Chinese Taipei Fisheries Agency (COC_312_REV/2024).


5. South Africa

[bookmark: _Hlk203150588]Since South Africa did not reply to the questions raised by the EU in 2024, the EU hereby reiterates them, and requests that the Compliance Committee receives a response on this case. 

Extract from document COC_312/2024_REV:

“The EU reiterates its questions in relation to importations by South Africa of tuna species caught by the (at the time) IUU listed vessel HALIFAX (flag Namibia, IMO 8529533).







Extract from document COC_312/2023:

As mentioned last year (ref. COC_306B/2022), 59 tons of tuna caught by this vessel have been exported from Namibia to South Africa. Pursuant to ICCAT Recommendation 21-13, “CPCs shall take all necessary measures, under their applicable legislation to […] prohibit the import […] of tuna and tuna-like species from vessels included in the IUU list”. The EU requests clarifications from South Africa on the reasons why these importations were accepted by South Africa, the corrective measures taken to ensure that this situation will not re-occur, and the sanctions taken by South Africa towards the company that made these imports”.  

The EU noted replies provided by South Africa under COC_309/2023, but would be grateful to receive information on:

(a) The mechanism which is in place in South Africa to avoid imports from vessels on the IUU list (the vessel and its IMO number were on the ICCAT IUU list, and yet the imports were accepted);

(b) The corrective measures that South Africa has adopted to avoid the repetition of this issue;

(c) The sanctions that have been imposed on the importer and the final destination of the fish (information provided by South Africa in COC_309/2023 refers to the fish being “isolated pending the outcomes of the investigation on this matter).”


6. Cabo Verde

The EU reiterates for the third year in a row the questions raised in the document COC_312/2023, as Cabo Verde never replied to these questions despite several bilateral reminders sent by the EU. 

[bookmark: _Hlk170815459]Extract from document COC_312/2023:

“Information collected by the EU demonstrates that Cabo Verde issued in December 2022 a licence to fish for tuna species to the longliner MUNCRECA (flag Cabo Verde, IMO 8706301) but that the vessel was not subsequently included in the ICCAT record of authorised vessels, in contravention with Recommendation 21-14 paragraph 2 (“Each CPC shall submit to the ICCAT Executive Secretary, the list of its LSFVs that are authorized to operate in the Convention area”). 

Cabo Verde only requested this inclusion in May 2023, after the EU detected this contravention of Recommendation 21-14.

The EU would like to receive clarifications from Cabo Verde on the reasons why a vessel that was not in the ICCAT Record of authorised vessels has been authorised to fish for tuna and tuna-like species from December 2022 to May 2023, and more generally on how Cabo Verde ensures that any vessel exceeding 20 m LOA and fishing for tuna is appropriately registered with ICCAT. The EU would like to recall that pursuant to paragraph 1 of Recommendation 21-14, “LSFVs not entered into the record are deemed not to be authorized to fish for, retain on board, tranship or land tuna and tuna-like species or species taken in association with those species”.

Cabo Verde’s lack of reply continues leaving the EU very unclear as to the mechanisms that have been developed by Cabo Verde to ensure that all vessels beyond 20 meters are properly registered with ICCAT, and therefore as to the possibility that other vessels might be in the same situation as the one identified for the longliner MUNCRECA (fishing for tuna species in the ICCAT Convention area with a licence from Cabo Verde, but without registration in ICCAT pursuant to Recommendation 21-14).


7. Belize 

Since Belize did not reply to the questions raised by the EU in 2024, the EU hereby reiterates them and requests that the Compliance Committee receives a response on this case. 



Extract from document COC_312_REV/2024:

“The EU notes with concerns the information provided by Belize under document COC_312/2023, and more specifically the decision to strike off the company from the Belize Companies Registry whereas an investigation on the company was ongoing,  especially if as indicated by Belize in the same document “the removal of this company from the Register effectively ends Belize’s jurisdiction over the company and its owners; therefore, restricting any further action against the company and its owners”. 

The EU additionally notes that the deregistration of the company was done on 22 November 2022, whereas Belize has just confirmed in the ICCAT annual meeting that investigations were still ongoing (COC_306A/2022, dated 16 November 2022).

The EU also notes that this deregistration was based on the resignation of the registered agent and the failure of the said company to appoint a new resident agent, which seems to suggest that a company which would be under investigation of Belizean authorities for possible IUU fishing activities can actually put an end to these investigations by instructing its resident agent to resign and failing to appoint a new one.

The EU is therefore significantly concerned that deregistering the company has had practical effects which are opposite to the requirements of Recommendations 22-14, and which are:

“i. to investigate and to verify any allegations and/or reports concerning the engagement of any natural or legal persons subject to their jurisdiction who engaged or is engaging in, the activities described, inter alia, in paragraph 1 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Amending Recommendation 18-08 on Establishing a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities (Rec. 21-13); 

ii. to investigate and to verify allegations and/or reports that natural or legal persons subject to their jurisdiction are responsible for, benefiting from or supporting the activities described in point i above (e.g. as operators, owners, including beneficial owners, logistics and service providers, including insurance providers and other financial services providers); 

iii. to take appropriate, effective and deterrent action in response to any verified activities referred to in subparagraphs 1 i. and ii”. 

Consistent with the line already expressed on the ineffectiveness of vessel deregistration as a way to deal with and sanction IUU fishing activities, the EU underlines that it does not view mere deregistration of a company as an effective sanction: if no fines are previously imposed and recovered, the deregistration means that the operator will keep all benefits stemming from previous illegal activities and is free to resume the same activities in another jurisdiction. 

The EU would be grateful to receive clarifications from Belize on the above-mentioned issue.”

8. Venezuela

Since Venezuela did not reply to the questions raised by the EU in 2024, the EU hereby reiterates them, and requests that the Compliance Committee receives a response on this case. 

Extract from document COC_312_REV/2024:

“Reference is made to the letter sent by Venezuela on 23 January 2023, which reports to the ICCAT Executive Secretariat that the vessel GONE FISHING has served the administrative penalties imposed by Venezuela and will therefore resume its fishing activities in the ICCAT area (available under COC 312/2023, Appendix 1).

However, the letter sent by Venezuela on 26 August 2022 (Appendix 2 of COC_312A/2022) states that the sanctions imposed by Venezuela “provided for a suspension of vessel’s fishing permit for one (1) year”. Considering that the illegal fishing activities that triggered this sanction took place until April 2022 (same letter from Venezuela), the EU is unclear as to how Venezuela could already confirm in January 2023 “due compliance by the vessel GONE FISHING with the administrative processes of penalty” (COC_312/2023, Appendix 1). To the EU’s understanding, the one-year suspension should have been ending at the earliest in May 2023.
The EU would thus be grateful that Venezuela clarifies the exact dates of this one-year suspension. A clarification on the amount of the fine that was also imposed on the vessel (letter sent on 26 August 2022) and a confirmation that this fine has been paid would also be appreciated.”

Yours sincerely,

Stijn BILLIET
Head of the EU Delegation to ICCAT
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A (i)	Additional information as regards possible non-compliance by Cabo Verde with ICCAT conservation and management measures

	
	European Commission
Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries
International Ocean Governance and Sustainable Fisheries
Regional Fisheries Management Organisations


Brussels 
MARE.B2/MB
Mr Camille Jean Pierre Manel
Executive Secretary to ICCAT
Corazón de María, 8
E - 28002 Madrid

Subject:	Addendum to EU report on ICCAT requirement M : GEN 27- Data on non-compliance

Dear Mr Manel,

Following our submission under ICCAT Recommendation 08-09 (18 July 2025)and with a view to facilitating the discussion of these issues during the next meetings of the Compliance Committee and the PWG, the European Union (EU) would like to submit additional information as regards possible non-compliance with ICCAT Conservation and management measures, in reply to the letter from the Chair of the Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee (COC) dated 8 October 2025([footnoteRef:11]).  [11:  ICCAT Circular # 10017/ 2025] 


Cabo Verde

In addition to the issues included in our submission of 18 July 2025, the EU identified evidence, based on information collected through its catch certification scheme, that the longliner MUNCRECA (IMO N° 8706301) has been fishing, retaining on board and landing swordfish (SWO) in at least five fishing trips (three in 2023 and two in 2025), for a total amount of at least 11,530 kg ([footnoteRef:12]). These catches were certified by the Cabo Verde authorities for the purpose of compliance with the EU catch certification scheme rules, and ICCAT Swordfish Statistical documents (SD) were also issued by the competent authorities of Cabo Verde. [12: Applying the conversion factor 1,14 for gilled and gutted swordfish, conversion factor adopted for southeast Atlantic and Mediterranean swordfish.] 


However, according to current ICCAT Recommendation 24-10 and previous Recommendation 22-03, Cabo Verde does not have an allocated SWO quota. Therefore, in the absence of a SWO quota, Cabo Verde cannot authorise vessels flagged to Cabo Verde to catch this species. Yet Cabo Verde has granted an authorisation to fish for North Atlantic SWO to all its vessels listed in the ICCAT Record of vessels (MUNCRECA, COSTA DE AGUIÑO, FLOR D'OLIVEIRA/CG, LUTA DE PESCADOR, NOROESTE, NUEVO LUZ ALBA and XAGUATE). 

Therefore, in addition to the cessation of fishing for that species by Cabo Verde flagged vessels, the EU has been flagging bilaterally to Cabo Verde the need to remove all authorisations granted to fish for North Atlantic SWO. 

To date, however, and according to the ICCAT Record of authorised vessels, Cabo Verde did not remove any of these authorisations. 

Therefore, the EU reiterates in this submission the request that Cabo Verde removes all authorisations to fish for Northern SWO granted to its vessels listed in the ICCAT Record of vessels. The EU would also like to receive clarifications on how Cabo Verde ensures compliance with ICCAT Recommendation 24-10 and, more generally, ensures that authorisations issued to its fleet are in line with ICCAT rules. 

Yours sincerely,
Stijn BILLIET
Head of the EU Delegation to ICCAT


B. Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust 

Queries related to potential non-compliance with ICCAT shark conservation measures
Submitted 18 July 2025 in accordance with ICCAT Recommendation 08-09 by
Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust

Our organizations appreciate this opportunity to contribute to the work of ICCAT’s Compliance Committee and offer information related to Parties’ possible non-compliance with ICCAT binding Recommendations. Specifically, our queries involve the implementation of ICCAT’s shark conservation measures by Mexico as well as Trinidad and Tobago. We cite various recent reports that raise questions about potential violations of ICCAT prohibitions aimed at protecting particularly vulnerable oceanic whitetip, hammerhead, and silky sharks. We request more information on associated national regulations and enforcement activities. 

Background on shark species in question

It has been 15 years since ICCAT acted to protect the oceanic whitetip shark (Carcharhinus longimanus), a species classified as Critically Endangered on the IUCN Red List. ICCAT Rec. 10-07 prohibits CPCs from “retaining onboard, transshipping, landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of oceanic whitetip sharks in any fishery.”

Also in 2010, ICCAT adopted Rec. 10-08, inter alia, which prohibits “retention on board, transhipping, landing, storing, selling or offering for sale any part or whole carcass of hammerhead sharks of the family Sphyrnidae, (except Sphyrna tiburo), caught in the Convention area in association with ICCAT fisheries.”

In 2011, ICCAT adopted Rec. 11-08, inter alia, which requires CPCs’ ICCAT fishing vessels “prohibit retaining on board, transshipping, or landing any part or whole carcass of silky shark.”

Exemptions to ICCAT’s hammerhead and silky shark prohibitions are allowed only for developing coastal CPCs’ local consumption, provided that they report and endeavor not to increase catches, while taking necessary steps to ensure that these species do not enter international trade.

The great hammerhead (Sphyrna mokarran) and the scalloped hammerhead (Sphyrna lewini) are classified by IUCN as Critically Endangered. The silky shark (Carcharhinus falciformis) is also considered threatened as it is categorized as Vulnerable. 

Mexico with respect to oceanic whitetip sharks

Given the clarity of ICCAT Rec. 10-07 and the time that has elapsed since its consensus adoption, we are deeply concerned that last year, in response to questions from other CPCs presented in document COC_306/2024, Mexico reported continued oceanic whitetip shark landings. We request an update on the status of a national regulation to implement the ICCAT prohibitions for oceanic whitetip sharks and ask whether or not there are any Mexican regulations currently in place to restrict the catch/landings of this exceptionally depleted species. 

Mexico with respect to hammerhead and silky sharks

Last month, Mexican authorities announced[footnoteRef:13] the “historic seizure” of 135 sacks containing more than two metric tons of dried shark and ray fins bound for Shanghai, China. The fins were intercepted in the port of Ensenada by the Federal Attorney for Environmental Protection in collaboration with the Naval Ministry; more than half reportedly belonged to species listed under the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES), including hammerhead and silky sharks, but necessary documentation was lacking.  [13:  www.gob.mx/profepa/prensa/profepa-asegura-2-433-kilos-de-aletas-de-tiburon-que-pretendian-llevar-a-shanghai] 

SAI/EAC/ST to ICCAT COC
18 July 2025
Mexico, in their shark check sheet (COC_314/2024), reports compliance with the hammerhead and silky shark prohibitions but also continued landings of these species for local consumption, allowed through coastal developing state exemptions to these measures (Recs. 10-08 and 11-08). 
Beyond the apparent CITES violations, this fin seizure raises pressing questions about potential non-compliance with ICCAT measures, such as:
1. Is Mexico able to determine and breakdown the source of the seized fins (Atlantic or Pacific fisheries)?
1. What is Mexico doing to ensure that Atlantic hammerhead and silky sharks do not enter international trade, as required under ICCAT’s developing coastal state exemption?
1. How is Mexico managing Atlantic hammerhead and silky shark landings to ensure they do not increase and are used only for local consumption, as required under the developing coastal state exemption?
In COC_306/2024, Mexico reports that it “envisages the possibility of developing a binding document” to implement ICCAT’s hammerhead prohibitions and suggests that such a document may be under “review by the competent fisheries authority.” More broadly, Mexico states that “appropriate legislation will be strengthened to facilitate the timely release of oceanic whitetip, hammerhead and silky sharks.” 
In response to these statements, and in light of the recent historic shark fin seizure, we are eager for an update on any Mexican regulations in place to restrict the catch and/or landing of these species. 
Trinidad and Tobago with respect to hammerhead and silky sharks

In May 2025, according to The Bangkok Post[footnoteRef:14], Thai customs officers, working in cooperation with Chinese authorities, seized more than 400 shark fins that originated from Trinidad and Tobago. The fins were found in cargo at Suvarnabhumi airport after a tip-off that goods potentially violating CITES were passing through Thailand. The photos reveal that fins from hammerhead and silky sharks were among those confiscated.  [14: www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/3016951/400-shark-fins-seized-in-thailand-china-smuggling-operation-at-suvarnabhumi-airport] 


Trinidad and Tobago’s reports to ICCAT substantial hammerhead landings. The Shark Check Sheet responses (COC_314/2024) indicate a national prohibition on export (but not landings) of these species. Assuming exploitation is occurring under the developing coastal states’ exemption, we have the following clarifying questions for Trinidad and Tobago: 

1. Have the sources of the fins confiscated in the seizure been identified and associated penalties issued?
1. What steps are being taken to strengthen adherence to the national hammerhead and silky shark international export ban and to ensure landings of these species do not increase, as required?
Conclusion

Our organizations appreciate the opportunity to pose these questions through the Compliance Committee. We are hopeful that the answers will be forthcoming and helpful toward our shared shark conservation goals.



1. Response from Angola to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)

On 18 July 2025, the Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources of Angola, through its Directorate of Marine Resources, received a letter from ICCAT, reflecting some concerns of the European Union (EU) regarding the non-compliance with certain ICCAT conservation and management measure by Angola. Based on that, we would like to point out the following: 

· The Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, through its legal and institutional framework, and through its operational fisheries management procedures, takes into consideration sustainable management for all fishing resources including tuna and tuna-like species. 

· The National Directorate, which oversees the sustainable management measures of large and small tuna fisheries, has followed ICCAT Recommendations to ensure that catches occur in a sustainable manner.

· During meetings between the Angolan Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources and ICCAT, the Angolan government committed to recovering some missing historical statistical data for the ICCAT database.

· According to the data we obtained, the vessel DEMERSAL 9 began its activity in 2016 and carried out fishing activities until 2018. It did not carry out fishing activities during the years 2019 and 2020 during the Covid period. Due to the lack of some data, we continue to compile data for the years 2016 to 2018, if there was no non-compliance issues registered during that period, we will definitely inform ICCAT Secretariat.

· Regarding the EU's concern, related to the capture of the swordfish species, of which catches are around 134 tons, from the months of March 2022 to 5 January 2023, and in the year 2023 only 9,245 tons were reported. We are pleased to inform you that the data has been reviewed and updated and sent to ICCAT, according to the submission confirmation numbers attached in the email. In addition to updating the data for the swordfish species, we also sent the 2021 and 2022 data that needed to be reported, as per the attached table.

· During our meeting with ICCAT Secretariat back in September 2023, we informed the Secretariat (document submitted) the following: In the year 2022 due to government administrative reforms, the Ministry of Fisheries was separated from the Ministry of Agriculture. That process unfortunately contributed negatively to a loss of track of data. As from February 2023, the newly formed Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources had to put extra effort to have the data and management at large in place. This effort has been recently recognized by some CPCs during our latest participations in ICCAT meetings. Considering that it was a period of adjustments between the directorates in terms of documentation and management procedures, this failure occurred in the authorization of this export of swordfish to Spain. It is important to emphasize that this issue was discussed during the ICCAT plenary in 2023 held in Cairo, Egypt, where some CPCs encouraged Angola to continue improve in terms of reporting.  

· Currently, the Marine Resources Directorate oversees the fishing activity of vessels and export authorizations, with great emphasis on Catch Certification based logbooks, observer datasheet and landing reports. Measures have been implemented to increase control over export authorizations and prevent similar errors. For example, we have the Authorizations Department, which handles export authorizations. One of the requirements for exporting merchandise from vessels engaged in fishing activities is the mandatory submission of fishing logbooks and landing reports from the Fisheries Monitoring, Control and Surveillance Office.

· The quantities requested for export are verified against the reported catch quantities and the quantities reported by the inspection agent monitoring the unloading of the product.


· After these requirements have been assessed and the request is found to be complying, the export authorization process can proceed. Finally, the Fisheries Monitoring, Control and Surveillance Office monitors the fish during export to verify the correct export quantities before loading for export. 

· We once again would like to stress that the Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources is committed to ensuring the sustainable harvest of large and small tuna within the Angolan Exclusive Economic Zone. Therefore, we are closely following and complying with the commissions’ recommendations for sustainable harvesting of these resources.

· Compared to previous years, Angola has made significant progress in managing and reporting to the Commission. For example, Angola has increased the number of technicians and participations in relevant meetings and training workshops particularly those under the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS).  However, we will continue to do our best to ensure we meet the Commissions’ expectations as recommended. 
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2. Response from Belize to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)

Re: HSFU/RFMO/09/2025(117) Vol. 3

2 October 2025
Mr. Camille Jean Pierre Manel 
Executive Secretary
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
Madrid Spain

Subject:	Submission from the EU regarding possible non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures - Belize

Dear Mr. Manel,

In reference to your letter dated 18 July 2025, Belize hereby advises that, following consultations with the relevant national regulatory bodies, we have resolved to re-open the investigation into the subject matter.
We have engaged in a bilateral consultation with the European Union to obtain further clarifications as we proceed with this inquiry. Furthermore, we are liaising closely with the appropriate entities vested with authority to assist with the investigation and enforce relevant legislation in this regard.
We shall keep the Secretariat and the EU delegation appraised of the investigation’s final findings and any remedial or enforcement measures adopted to address the issues identified.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valarie Lanza Director
Belize High Seas Fisheries Unit


3. Response from Cabo Verde to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)

Ministry of the Sea
National directorate of fisheries and aquaculture
Edifício do Campus do Mar-Cova de Inglesa, Mindelo 
Tel. No. (238) 2300068

To: ICCAT Secretariat – Madrid, Spain                             

Mr Miguel Neves dos Santos 
Assistant Executive Secretary
p.p. Compliance Committee Chair

Mindelo, S. Vicente, 3/8/2025
                                                                                                             
Subject: Cabo Verde’s response to the European Union's communication regarding a possible breach of ICCAT conservation and management measures – Cabo Verde [ICCAT Circular No. 07191/25]

The National Directorate of Fisheries and Aquaculture would like to express its gratitude for your letter with reference ICCAT-Salida 2025-07-18 S25-07191 regarding a possible breach of ICCAT conservation and management measures – Cabo Verde.

On this matter, Cabo Verde regrets its late response and requests the Secretariat's understanding. We would like to inform you that as soon as the notification of the possible non-compliance in relation to the vessel Muncreca was received, Cabo Verde took all the measures to resolve the situation together with the Secretariat (as shown by the email response (attached) sent by the ICCAT Secretariat to Cabo Verde on 12 May 2023 at 09:20.

It is also important to note that in 2024 and 2025, Cabo Verde requested that the ICCAT Secretariat update the list of its vessels greater than 20 m in the ICCAT Record of vessels database, in accordance with Recommendation 21-14 on this subject.

Therefore, according to the latest information on the ICCAT website, as of today, 3 August 2025, Cabo Verde currently has a total of seven fishing vessels greater than 20 m (list attached to this email, extracted from the ICCAT website).

With this clarification from Cabo Verde, which can be checked and verified in the history of the ICCAT website, Cabo Verde hopes to have clarified this point with the European Union. Furthermore, Cabo Verde reiterates to the ICCAT Secretariat its full willingness to continue working with the Statistics and Research Department (SCRS) to make all necessary updates and corrections to this and other information and data, as an ICCAT CPC.

In this regard, Cabo Verde considers that this point questioned by the European Union has already been clarified and resolved and, therefore, it makes no sense to bring it up at the next meeting of the Compliance Committee in November 2025.

Nonetheless, Cabo Verde remains at the disposal of the ICCAT Secretariat for any clarification it may deem necessary in this regard.

Finally, please accept the assurances of my highest consideration.

Regards,
                                           
(signed and stamped)
Carlos Alberto Mendes Monteiro
National Director of Fisheries and Aquaculture
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4. 
Response from Chinese Taipei to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)
October 15, 2025
No.25/43

Mr. Camille Jean Pierre Manel Executive Secretary
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
C/ Corazón de María, 8-6th Floor,
28002 Madrid, Spain

Subject: Responses from Chinese Taipei Regarding the Possible Non-Compliance Raised by the EU and the ROP Consortium in 2025
Dear Mr. Manel,
In response to the letter dated 18 July 2025 regarding Submission from the EU regarding possible non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures – Chinese Taipei, our report is as enclosure.

In addition, following the letter dated 26 September 2025 regarding the four PNC reported by the ROP Consortium in 2025, we already provided our responses to the ROP Consortium when we received the notifications. Our responses are compiled into the list as enclosed.

Your acknowledgement of the receipt of this letter will be appreciated. Best regards,
[image: A close up of a sign
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Ding-Rong Lin
Head of Chinese Taipei Delegation to ICCAT Enclosure: as the Attachment.


Attachment to response 4

Responses to the possible non-compliance raised by the EU

1. Comprehensive update on the investigations carried out on F/V MARIO 11 (Document COC_312_REV/2024)

Background

For years, Chinese Taipei has taken numerous measures to reinforce its management systems. It has made great strides on all fronts, including enacting legislation to control its nationals. The Act to Govern Investment in the Operation of Foreign Flag Fishing Vessels (IA) requires Chinese Taipei’s nationals to obtain prior permission before investing in[footnoteRef:15] and operating any foreign flagged fishing vessel. The IA also stipulates that foreign flagged fishing vessels that are listed on RFMOs’ IUU fishing vessel lists shall not be invested and operated by Chinese Taipei’s nationals. Moreover, the Act for Distant Water Fisheries (DWFA) provides that nationals shall not engage in or support IUU fishing.  [15:  The definition of investment is using a certain amount of money or shareholding to invest in a foreign fishing vessel. The threshold percentage of shareholding is more than 50%, and amount of money invested is 5 million NTD for any fishing vessel under 24 meters.  ] 


During the 2022 ICCAT annual meeting, Document PWG_405_2022_ADD_1 revealed that the payment towards the acquisition of F/V MARIO 11 was made to banks in Chinese Taipei, albeit not disclosing bank account details. Against such background, Chinese Taipei initiated an investigation, focusing particularly on whether any its national was involved.  

Investigation results

With Namibia’s assistance, Chinese Taipei obtained the details of the concerned bank account (hereinafter referred to as “concerned account”). After close examination, it was found out that:

a) The holder was OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC., and SOUTHERN WOLF HOLDINGS LIMITED remitted USD 30,000 into the concerned account in June 2022. In addition, some Chinese Taipei’s fishery companies, owned by Mr. Lin, also had transactions with the concerned account.
b) According to the information retained by the bank of the concerned account, the representative of OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. was Mr. Ming Hui YANG, a national of China (People’s Rep.). However, the opening of the concerned account in Chinese Taipei had been processed by Ms Wu, an employee of Mr. Lin’s company. Ms Wu also served as an authorized agent for OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. in utilizing the money in the concerned account, loan application, and account closing.
c) OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. had taken out a loan from the bank. Nonetheless, money from some of Mr. Lin’s companies had been remitted into the concerned bank account, and ultimately used to pay such loan. It was also found out that such loan had been paid directly by Mr. Lin’s companies.    

Based on the abovementioned findings, especially with respect to those indicating Mr. Lin’s authority to access and use the money in the concerned account, Chinese Taipei determined that Mr. Lin had been the actual operator, or at least one of the actual operators[footnoteRef:16], of OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. Nonetheless, neither information regarding Mr. Lin’s shareholding percentage in OCEAN EMPRIRE TRADING INC., nor information on the amount of money invested in F/V MARIO 11 by Mr. Lin could be found, thus not meeting the constitutive requirements of the IA to determine that Mr. Lin had invested in and operated F/V MARIO 11.    [16:  The possibilities that others, not limited to Chinese Taipei’s nationals, might also be involved in the operation of OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. could not be excluded, although the current findings pointed to Mr. Lin. ] 


Chinese Taipei therefore turned its attention to other findings and sought the application of alternative legal provisions in order to hold the offender accountable. Given the linkage among F/V MARIO 11 (a confirmed IUU fishing vessel), OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC. (a company that operated the IUU F/V MARIO 11), and Mr. Lin (the actual operator of OCEAN EMPIRE TRADING INC.), all these factors combined constitute a violation of the DWFA that nationals shall not engage in or support IUU fishing. Chinese Taipei has proceeded with the required procedures to impose punishment on Mr. Lin. Once the procedures are completed, ICCAT will be updated on the final penalty.
2. Update on F/V SAGE: the administrative litigation and the level of collection of the fine (COC_312_REV/2024)

The person subject to the penalty under the IA is YU CHEN OCEANIC CO. LTD., a legal person established by a Singaporean within Chinese Taipei. YU CHEN OCEANIC CO. LTD. lost the administrative litigation that it filed. A fine of 28,247 NTD has been collected through the compulsory enforcement, and the company has suspended its operation. At present, there is no other property under the name of YU CHEN OCEANIC CO. LTD. Chinese Taipei will periodically check whether any other property under the name of the legal person at issue could be found for compulsory enforcement.       
5. 

5.  Response from The Gambia to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)


Reference is hereby invited to the submission made by the European Union, to ICCAT Secretariat concerning the EU requests to receive from The Gambia comprehensive information on the origin of the fish that was allegedly fraudulently exported to the EU.

This Ministry on behalf of The Gambia, through further administrative and technical engagements with A-Plus and International Pelican Seafood Co. Ltd. found out that the following companies were part of the process at one stage during the period under review. 

1. TUNA FOOD COMPANY Ltd. - Bakau, The Gambia.
2. SOTER GLOBAL DMCC - Dubai, UAE.
3. PESCA TRADING - Kololi, The Gambia.
4. OCEANSEACRET - Madrid, Spain.
5. JAGUSA ENTERPRISE - Bakoteh, The Gambia.
6. A-PLUS FISHING ENTERPRISE - Banjul, The Gambia.
7. INTERNATIONAL PELICAN SEAFOOD Co. Ltd - Banjul, The Gambia.

These offices were officially contacted requesting for the relevant information as requested by EU see attachments, but aside A-Plus, none of them responded. As a result, this ministry forwarded the matter to the office of the Inspector General of Police for further investigation and possible prosecution.

Please find attached the relevant documents for your information and any further necessary action.

We are soliciting support from both EU and ICCAT in bringing to book those companies outside the jurisdiction of the Gambia.

Both EU and ICCAT will be updated on the process on the matter as we receive information from the police.

Looking forward and reassuring our continuous collaboration with EU and ICCAT in fighting against IUU.

Buba Sanyang

Permanent Secretary
Ministry of Fisheries, Water Resources and National Assembly Matters
7 Marina Parade
Banjul, The Gambia




6. Response from Senegal to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)
Republic of Senegal
Ministry of fisheries and maritime economy 
Maritime fisheries directorate

Director

Executive Secretary,

I acknowledge receipt of your Circular transmitting information from the European Union indicating a possible non-compliance by Senegal to implement ICCAT conservation and management measures under the Recommendation by ICCAT to establish a process for the review and reporting of implementation information (Rec. 08-09).

In response, I transmit herewith the response to the European Union and the accompanying documents, and I would ask you to distribute them widely to the CPCs.

Please accept, Executive Secretary, the assurances of my highest consideration.
Ismaïla NDIAYE



Subject: 	Response to the information transmitted by the EU regarding a potential non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures -  Senegal
                              
Reference: ICCAT-Salida 2025-07-18/S25-07192 

Follow-up on previous requests:

1. 	False catch certificates

As part of the follow-up on the situation involving fraudulent certificates issued outside the official certification circuit for exports from Senegal to the European market, the information gathered during the investigations carried out enables us to present the following elements.

The EU, as the importer of these products from Senegal, only provided the information (copies of the certificates) on 27 May 2023, even though the products were fraudulently certified between 2011 and 2021. Furthermore, this information is incomplete because the names and addresses of the importers have been redacted from the certificates.

Senegal sent a request to the EU (on 2 May 2025) asking the EU to provide a list of importers of fraudulently certified products from Senegal. The EU did not respond to this request because it considered that it was not obliged to do so.

This interpretation is not consistent with the Recommendation by ICCAT on trade measures (Rec. 06-13), which, in Article 1(1), requires CPCs importing tuna and tuna-like species and/or fish products, and/or ports where such products are landed, to collect the relevant information and transmit it in a timely manner to the Secretariat and CPCs so that action can be taken to identify the vessels.

Under these circumstances, Senegal could also have avoided the obligation to provide information on foreign vessels that had to dock at its port.

For this reason, Senegal is bringing to the Commission's attention that the list of importers constitutes relevant information insofar as it can shed light on the potential links between importers of IUU products and flag vessels suspected of having made or having made the catches of the certified products in question.

Considering the ten-year period (from 2011 to 2021) during which fraudulent certificates enabled illegal products to be imported into the European market, it would have been necessary, within the framework of bilateral cooperation between Senegal and the EU, to alert the Senegalese authorities so that they could take precautionary measures, without liability for the EU and potential non-compliances.

The certified quantities, by species, requested for Maximus and Lisboa are shown in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Certified quantities for Maximus and Lisboa by species (2019-2020).

	Vessel
	Species
	2019
	2020
	General total

	LISBOA
	 
	752 740
	240 049
	992 789

	 
	Albacore
	9 608
	
	9 608

	 
	Escolar
	3 962
	3 468
	7 430

	 
	Swordfish
	701 435
	207 674
	909 109

	 
	Albacore
	11 298
	18 289
	29 587

	 
	White marlin
	12 845
	
	12 845

	 
	Mako shark
	1155
	
	1 155

	 
	Bigeye tuna
	12 437
	10 618
	21 072

	
	
	
	
	






	Vessel
	Species
	2019
	2020
	General total

	
	
	
	
	

	MAXIMUS
	 
	1 052 590
	655  020
	1707 610

	 
	Escolar
	
	6 516
	6 516

	 
	Swordfish
	1 017 476
	625 778
	1 643 254

	 
	Albacore
	17 754
	7 824
	25 578

	 
	White marlin
	
	7 954
	7 954

	 
	Blue shark
	7 262
	
	7 262

	 
	Bigeye tuna
	10 098
	6 948
	1 7046



The main certified species are: swordfish, albacore, blue shark, white marlin, bigeye tuna and escolar.


2.	Activities and catches landed by the fishing vessels Mario 7, Mario 11, Maximus and Lisboa from 2019 to 2020 
The vessels Maximus and Lisboa began fishing activities in 2018.
Table 2 below shows the situation regarding port entries and landings by Maximus and Lisboa.
Table 2. Landing from 2019-2020 of Maximus and Lisboa.

	Year
	Vessels
	No. Entries
	No. Landings
	Quantity landed (kg)

	2019
	MAXIMUS
	9
	8*
	1 499 069

	 
	LISBOA
	11
	11
	2 161 934

	Sub-total
	
	20
	19
	3 660 003

	2020
	MAXIMUS
	6
	6
	1 101 997

	
	LISBOA
	8
	8
	1 756 289

	 Sub-total
	
	14
	14
	2 868 286

	Total
	
	34
	33
	6 528 289


*There was one entry without landings.

The species landed comprise "tuna", swordfish and escolar.


3. Landing of the vessels Ricos Nº3, Ricos Nº6, Sage and Mega Nº2

Information on the species landed and the respective quantities, as well as the dates of these calls (arrival and departure) of these vessels, are set out in Annex 1.

Table 3. Landing and species landed (kg) by vessel 2017-2019.
	Year
	Vessel
	No. Landings
	Quantities (kg)
	Total

	 
	 
	
	Tuna
	Swordfish+ escolar
	

	2017
	MEGA N° 2
	2
	266 705
	31 628
	268 333

	
	SAGE
	2
	116 500
	3 150
	119 650

	
	RICOS N°6
	1
	27 491
	1 800
	29 291

	
	RICOS N°3
	1
	16 367
	1 900
	18 267

	2018
	SAGE
	1
	204 409
	0
	204 409

	
	RICOS N°6
	1
	19 021
	0
	19 021

	
	RICOS N°3
	1
	0
	0
	0

	2019
	MEGA N°2
	2
	363 545
	3 500
	367 045

	
	SAGE
	9
	1 411 414
	37 700
	1 419 114






4. 	Registration procedure of Ocean Star 1 and Ocean Star 2

A request for the purchase and commission by Senegal of the vessels Océan Star N°1 and Ocean Star N°2 was submitted by SAP MITO SARL in 2020 and forwarded to the competent national maritime authority (ANAM) for review and advice. The Maritime Authority requested additional documents that the vessel owner did not provide, which terminated the procedure.

Copies of the Maritime Authority's responses and the previous registration certificates for the two vessels are included in Annex 2.


5. 	New elements 

It appears from the documents collected at the port, the certificates received from the EU and various internal and external sources that the fraudulently certified products passed through Belgium and Portugal. This information was confirmed by the EU in its response to our request for the list of product importers transmitted by ICCAT Circular No. 00476/2025 of 5 May 2025, which is included in Annex 3.  

Analysis of certain data has enabled us to establish that MAGURO SA, based in Switzerland, imported products fraudulently certified in Senegal and exported to Antwerp (Belgium) from Senegal.

Research on this company led us to TUNAMAR MAGURO, website: maguro.ch (still active as at 13/10/2025), whose manager is believed to be Mr Jurgen Jozef P. Smet. According to the website, MAGURO SA owned or operated longliners in the Atlantic and the main species it handles are albacore, swordfish and escolar, which are also the main species listed in the certificates received from the EU. MAGURO SA claims to have cold storage facilities in Belgium (Antwerp) from which its products were redistributed to other European countries.

MAGURO SA states that it has fourteen (14) longliners operating in the North Atlantic Ocean and a logistics base in Senegal, enabling rapid delivery to its European target market of products caught by vessels offloading in Senegal.

Furthermore, the above-mentioned company SAP MITO SARL, incorporated under Senegalese law and partly owned by Mr Yang CHU CHIEH, a company director residing and with registered address in Chinese Taipei, and BETTER SHARP HOLDINGS LIMITED, an offshore company incorporated in the British Virgin Islands, drew our attention. 

It was noted that in 2017, SAP MITO SARL had applied for licences for longline vessels that it intended to acquire and register under the Senegalese flag, including Dae Young 112 and Dae Young 111.

Furthermore, in a letter dated 29 August 2018, SAP MITO SA submitted an application for the Commission by Senegal and registration of the vessels Ocean Star No. 2 and Ocean Star No. 1, which were at that time under the control of the company Ming Shun Fishery, which was owned by Mr Jurgen Jozef P. Smet of Belgium, according to information provided by Chinese Taipei in ICCAT Circular 7910 of 14 October 2021 (Annex 4).

In addition, according to information available to ICCAT (ICCAT Circular No. 294/2021), Dae Young 111, Dae Young 112 and Dae Sung 226 were the subject of charter contracts signed by MAGURO SA in 2020.

Furthermore, Dae Sung 226, flying the flag of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, was reported by the United States in a letter dated 24 June 2020 as suspected of having carried out potential transhipments to Maximus (see ICCAT Circular S20-07716 of 11 November 2020).

An examination of the products landed by Maximus, Lisboa, Mega No. 2, Ricos, No. 3 Ricos No. 6, and Sage reveals three species names: tuna, swordfish and escolar (Lepidecybium flavobrunneum). According to the certificates received from the European Union, it is mainly albacore tuna, swordfish and escolar that were exported to the European Union. Furthermore, escolar is said to be one of TUNAMAR MAGURO's flagship products.

There are therefore serious suspicions about links between MAGURO SA, the importer of products caught by Maximus, and HSINFEI NATIC SARL, the operator of the vessels Maximus, Lisboa, Mario 7 and Mario 11, through SAP MITO SARL, for which it is also responsible.

An examination of the catch certificates provided by the EU for the vessels Lio 1 and Lio 2 from 2011 to 2017, owned by TUNASEN SA, a company incorporated under Senegalese law (with a Spanish co-partner), reveals significant quantities of swordfish that are unlikely to have been caught by baitboat vessels targeting tropical tunas and fishing with live bait.

Table 4. Quantities of certified products for Lio 1 and Lio 2 (en kg).
	
	2013
	2014
	2015
	2016
	2017
	Total
	Average
/entry

	
LIO 1
	1 286 671
	648 705
	1 028 835
	919 307
	6 108 972
	12 217 944
	150 839

	
LIO 2
	13 373 00
	1 124 521
	856 891
	961799
	905765
	7 306 721
	102 912



Consequently, all of the above elements point to MAGURO SA (TUNAMAR MAGURO) as the main importer of the products in question certified between 2013 and 2021. MAGURO SA is also believed to be involved in the activities of Senegalese-flagged vessels (Mario 7, Mario 11, Maximus and Lisboa) and in the landing of products from foreign vessels that offloaded at the Port of Dakar (Mega No. 2, Ricos, No. 3 Ricos No. 6, and Sage, Ocean Star No. 2 and Ocean Star No. 1), and suspected of IUU fishing activities and whose products were imported into the European market.

Senegal has asked the European Union to provide clarification on the identity of the importer(s) of these products and on the involvement of MAGURO SA.

In view of the above, an EU national is allegedly involved in the large-scale importation of tens of thousands of t of albacore, swordfish, escolar and bigeye tuna onto the European market between 2011 and 2021, fraudulently certified in Senegal and presumed to originate from IUU fishing.

The importation of such quantities of products could not have been possible without complicity on European territory, in which case Regulation 1005/2008 may apply.

Therefore, given the seriousness and scale of this case, its possible ramifications and the apparent complicity involved, Senegal calls on the European Union to assume its responsibilities towards its nationals suspected of IUU fishing activities or of supporting such activities, in accordance with Regulation 1005/2008.

The CoC is also invited to examine this issue under Rec. 06-13 in order to determine the liability of EU nationals in this case, as has been done for the flag States of the vessels.

As regards sanctions against Maximus, in October 2024 Senegal imposed a fine of 808,000,000 CFA francs (more than €1,231,788), which was notified on 4 November 2024 to HSINFEI CO. LTD, the vessel's operator. 

This sanction is in addition to those already levied as precautionary measures against the agents of the Administration, the vessel owner and the vessels involved.



II. Potential non-compliance with ICCAT Recommendations 19-02 and 21-01 (bigeye tuna quota allocated to Senegal)

As regards concerns about bigeye tuna declarations:

For 2021, Senegal had a catch limit of 1,322.23 t of bigeye tuna under ICCAT Recommendation 19-02. Senegal reported 702 t to ICCAT for industrial fishing vessels, while the 54 t for artisanal fishing were omitted. Senegal had no interest in underreporting its 2021 catches since these were below its catch limit for bigeye tuna. The issue of exceeding the 2020 bigeye tuna limit was reported in 2021, and payback was only raised and discussed in 2022.

For 2022, the limit for bigeye tuna was 1,322.23 t, with reported catches of 764.63 t and an underharvest of 557.6 t. As in 2021, Senegal had no interest in underreporting bigeye tuna.

As regards the alleged misreporting of bigeye tuna, the European Union's argument is based on the inspection of a batch of containers, on the basis of which extrapolations were made in order to cast doubt on Senegal's declarations of bigeye tuna.

Senegal draws the COC's attention to the fact that this inspection was conducted without the presence of the representative of the vessel owner concerned and refutes the European Union's conclusion.

Senegal finds no basis for the request for clarification on its bigeye tuna catches, which are well below its catch limits for 2021 and 2022, and rejects the European Union's suggestion of a scientific assessment, which is not relevant.

Senegal's plan to increase the number of its purse seiners (ICCAT Rec. 19-02, Rec. 24-01) cannot have the alleged adverse effects on the stock, given that it has a catch limit that has never been exceeded since 2020.

Senegal would like to point out that, at the time when the bigeye tuna stock was in a critical situation, the European Union should have paid the same attention to its 2017 bigeye tuna quota overrun and its payback.

With regard to the alleged non-compliant fishing activities of the Senegalese-flagged vessel Sea Breeze (AT000SEN00036, IMO number 7817323), the photograph and statement signed by the captain of the vessel Monteraiola and the Sea Eye observer, submitted as evidence by the European Union, are not sufficient to establish that the vessel was fishing using FADs, as alleged (see Senegal's response in Annex 5).


List of Annexes*
Annex 1: Dates of calls (arrival and departure) of foreign vessels 
Annex 2: ANAM letter and registration certificates for Ocean Star 1 and Ocean Star 2
Annex 3: Senegal's request (ICCAT Circular no. 00476/2025) and EU response
Annex 4: ICCAT Circular 7910 of 14 October 2021
Annex 5: Senegal's response concerning Sea Breeze
* Senegal submitted all the annexes referenced above, compiled in a single document. 

7. Response from South Africa to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)

Mr. Miguel Neves dos Santos Assistant Executive Secretary
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) Corazón de María, 8
28002 Madrid Spain

Subject:	Submission from the EU regarding possible non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures – South Africa

Mr. Miguel Neves dos Santos,

South Africa acknowledges receipt of the communication dated 18 July 2025, transmitted by the Secretariat on behalf of the European Union (EU), reiterating questions regarding importations of albacore tuna linked to the vessel Halifax (Namibia, IMO 8529533).

We wish to place on record the following:

1. Prior Responses Already Submitted

South Africa provided a comprehensive written response in 2023 (document COC_309/2023), addressing the EU’s questions concerning the Halifax matter in full, including the regulatory framework, corrective measures, and resolution.

On 9 October 2024, South Africa submitted a further response [ICCAT SALIDA #09312-24], which explicitly covered the same issue raised by the EU. For ease of reference, this submission is attached hereto.

Both submissions are formally on record. If either the EU or the Secretariat did not duly note, circulate, or retain them, such an administrative oversight cannot be imputed to South Africa.


2. Practice of the Compliance Committee and Procedural Finality

The ICCAT Compliance Committee operates on a CPC-by-CPC review basis. In both 2023 and 2024, when South Africa’s compliance was reviewed, no CPC raised oral questions or sought further clarification on the Halifax matter.

By established practice of the Compliance Committee, written responses that are not challenged in- session are deemed concluded unless new material facts emerge.

The vessel Halifax has since been delisted from the ICCAT IUU List, confirming resolution of the underlying concern.


3. Disproportionate Burden and Risk of Precedent

Requiring South Africa to answer identical questions across successive years, despite comprehensive prior responses by South Africa and unchallenged reviews in sessions of the Compliance Committee, imposes a disproportionate administrative burden on South Africa’s small delegation.

Such duplication risks creating a precedent whereby the same resolved matters are re-litigated year after year, undermining the efficiency and credibility of the compliance process. It diverts limited capacity away from genuine compliance risks toward repetitive procedural exchanges.


South Africa respectfully underscores that compliance procedures must be applied fairly, consistently, and without unnecessary duplication.


4. Conclusion

South Africa reaffirms its full commitment to the implementation of ICCAT’s conservation and
management measures.

However, given that (i) two detailed responses are already on record, (ii) no follow-up was pursued in 2023 or 2024 when the opportunity was presented during the CPC-by-CPC review at the Compliance Committee, and (iii) the vessel Halifax has been delisted, this matter should be treated as closed.

Accordingly, South Africa respectfully requests that the Compliance Committee discontinue repeated requests on this identical issue and formally record the case as resolved.

South Africa remains fully committed to compliance, transparency, and constructive engagement. At the same time, we must safeguard the integrity of the compliance process by ensuring that it remains efficient, proportionate, and directed at substantive matters rather than duplicative inquiries already addressed and resolved.

[image: ]Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration. 

Yours sincerely,






Mr Qayiso Mketsu 
Director
Date: 9 October 2025








8. Response from Venezuela to European Union on possible non-compliance (Document A above)
Bolivarian Government of Venezuela
Caracas, 21 July 2025
VPPPA-25-No: 0050

Camille Jean Pierre Manel
Executive Secretary
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)


It is an honour to address you and, on behalf of this Ministry, I would like to extend warm greetings to your entire team.

I would like to hereby refer to ICCAT communication S25-07190 of 18 July 2025, sent by email, regarding the considerations expressed by the European Union about the situation of the Venezuelan‑flagged fishing vessel Gone Fishing.

In this regard, I would like to inform you of the actions taken by this Fisheries Administration, indicating the following:

a) On 26 August 2022, through official communication DGDE-22-No. 0278 aimed at the Executive Secretary of the Commission, we reported the penalties levied by the National Fisheries Authority in accordance with our national regulation titled the Decree with Rank, Value and Force of Law on Fisheries and Aquaculture, by virtue of which the vessel's fishing permit was suspended and a fine was imposed.

b) Subsequently, in accordance with the principles of the penalty procedures set out in the Decree with Rank and Force of Law on Fisheries and Aquaculture, during the defense hearing and evidentiary period, the vessel owner demonstrated that it held a current fishing permit, but did not have an International Maritime Organization (IMO) registration number. Consequently, as a conciliation measure, the vessel owner accepted to pay the fines imposed and to obtain the missing documentation. Once this basis, once the vessel owner had paid the fine on 2 December 2022, the Fisheries Administration lifted the penalty. Therefore, communication DGDE- 23-N°0014 of 23 January 2023 was sent to ICCAT, requesting that the vessel Gone Fishing be included in the Commission’s Record so that it could commence its fishing activities.

c) Once representatives of the vessel Gone Fishing had complied with the penalties and fines levied, on 10 February 2023, this Fisheries Administration submitted the CP01 form by email, in accordance with the provisions established by ICCAT, and it was updated on 12 September 2023.

d) During the Special Meeting of the Commission held in Cyprus in 2024, the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela responded to the questions posed by the European Union in 2024 and contained in Document COC_308A_SPA_REV/2024. The Secretariat, through an email of 14 November 2024 from the Compliance Department, indicated that these responses would be included in the next version of COC_308/2024.

Based on the above, we indicate that this Fisheries Administration informed of the administrative penalty procedures to which the vessel Gone Fishing was subject and compliance therewith. It should also be noted that the vessel has been assigned an IMO number, and furthermore, at the 24th Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) held in Limassol, Cyprus, from 11 to 18 November 2024, the Delegation of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela responded to the questions posed by the European Union in 2024 that were contained in Document COC_308A_SPA_REV/2024.




Finally, we respectfully request that the above response be forwarded to the Commission's Compliance Committee and to the Delegation of the European Union.

I thank you in advance for your attention in this matter.

Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration.


(Signed and stamped)

Pedro Emilo Guerra Castellano
Deputy Minister of Primary Fisheries and Aquaculture Production
Ministry of People’s Power for Fisheries and Aquaculture
Decree No. 5,109 dated 7 March 2025, published in the Official Gazette of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, No. 43,082 of 7 March 2025




9. Response from Mexico to Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), 
Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust on possible non-compliance (Document B above)


General Directorate of Planning,
Programming and Evaluation

Official communication No. DGPPE -19450/240925

Mazatlán, Sinaloa, 16 October 2025

Camille Jean Pierre Manel
Executive Secretary of the International Commission 
for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas

I have the honour to address you in reference to your kind communication S25-07347 regarding the letter from Shark Advocates International, Ecology Action Centre and Shark Trust, which indicates a potential non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures by Mexico, particularly in relation to the following points:

· Request for an update on the status of a national regulation to implement ICCAT prohibitions on oceanic sharks, and enquiry as to whether or not Mexican regulations are in force to restrict the capture/landing of this exceptionally depleted species.

· Interest in knowing whether appropriate legislation will be strengthened to facilitate the timely release of oceanic whitetip sharks, hammerhead sharks and shortfin mako sharks, based on a binding document.

In this regard, I would like to indicate that, in full compliance with the commitments undertaken by Mexico at the 24th Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) held in Limassol, Cyprus, from 11 to 18 November 2024, the following has been established:

· The “AGREEMENT establishing various provisions on bycatch of sharks in tuna fishing by large longline vessels in the Gulf of Mexico, the Caribbean Sea and the Convention area of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)” was published on 2 October 2025 in the Official Gazette of the Federation (DOF).

· This binding regulatory instrument strengthens the national implementation of Recommendations 09-07, 10-07 and 10-08, ensuring their full compliance. Among its main provisions, the Agreement prohibits retaining on board, storing, transhipping and landing, whether whole or in parts, specimens of the following species taken as bycatch in the ICCAT Convention area:

•  	Bigeye thresher shark (Alopias superciliosus).
•   	Oceanic whitetip shark (Carcharhinus longimanus), sharks of the genus Sphyrna (hammerhead sharks or horn sharks), except for the species Sphyrna tiburo.
•    	Silky shark (Carcharhinus falciformis), known in Mexico as “tiburón sedoso” or “tiburon puntas negras”.

· The Agreement establishes that specimens of sharks listed in the Agreement, as well as other non‑target species subject to special protection measures that are caught, must be released in the best possible conditions for survival, thereby reinforcing conservation and sustainable fishing measures.

· The provisions are mandatory for holders of fishing concessions and permits, as well as for fishing captains or skippers, motorists or operators, fishers and crew members of such vessels, and other persons engaged in tuna fishing activities in waters of federal jurisdiction of the United Mexican States in the Gulf of Mexico, the Caribbean Sea and the Convention area  of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT).
· Similarly, it is anticipated that persons who do not comply with these provisions will be subject to the penalties established in the General Law on Sustainable Fisheries and Aquaculture and other applicable legal provisions.

· Compliance with this Agreement shall be monitored by the Secretariat of Agriculture and Rural Development (Agriculture) through CONAPESCA, as well as by the Secretariat of the Navy, within the scope of their respective competences.

· In addition to the above, and as has been stated on several occasions, Mexico has, among others, the following regulatory instruments for the management and protection of sharks:

a)	Official Mexican Standard NOM-029-PESC-2006, Responsible fishing for sharks and rays. Specifications for their utilization.
b)	Closed seasons for sharks and rays in the Gulf of Mexico.
c)	Fisheries management plan for sharks and rays in the Gulf of Mexico and Caribbean Sea
d)	National action plan for management and conservation of sharks, rays and related species in Mexico (PANMCT, second edition)

· Regarding the seizure in 2025 of more than two metric tonnes of dried shark and ray fins from species included in CITES, including hammerhead and silky sharks, destined for Shanghai, China, intercepted in the port of Ensenada by the Federal Office for Environmental Protection in collaboration with the Secretariat of the Navy, please be informed that the relevant consultations are being carried out with the bodies referred to above. Once official information is available, it will be reported in a timely manner.

It should be reiterated that with these actions, Mexico confirms its commitment to strict compliance with international obligations on the conservation and responsible management of highly migratory species, particularly those of ICCAT, and continues to strengthen national mechanisms to ensure the traceability, legal origin and sustainability of its fisheries.

Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration.

General Director of Planning and Evaluation
(signed)

Bernardino Jesús Muñoz Reséndez



10. Response from Trinidad and Tobago to Shark Advocates International (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark Trust on possible non-compliance (Document B above)
10 October 2025

Mr Camille Jean Pierre Manel
Executive Secretary
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas
Corazon de Maria 8
28002 Madrid
Spain

Subject: 	Submission from the shark advocates international (a project of The Ocean Foundation), Ecology Action Centre, and Shark trust on regarding possible non-compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures – Trinidad & Tobago
Dear Mr Manel,
I refer to your correspondence dated 23 July 2025 in respect of the above subject.  Trinidad and Tobago remains committed to the conservation and management of shark resources as advocated by the ICCAT.
Trinidad and Tobago has not been officially informed of the incident by the Thai Customs Authority or the NGOs: Shark Advocates International; Ecology Action Centre; or Shark Trust. As such, we are without the details concerning the shipment to facilitate a thorough investigation of the matter. 
Enactment of new fisheries management legislation and re-establishment of the fisheries monitoring, control, surveillance and enforcement (MCS&E) capability are required to strengthen adherence to the national hammerhead and silky shark export ban and to ensure that landings of these species do not increase in accordance with Rec 10-08 and Rec 11-08.
In respect of Trinidad and Tobago’s continuing efforts to promulgate new fisheries management legislation (which includes strengthened MCS&E of the import, landing, export, transhipment and movement of fish), the Fisheries Division completed its review of stakeholder comments on the October 2023 version of the Fisheries Management Bill in July 2025. Proposed changes based on the review of stakeholder comments are being made by the Legislative Drafting Department of the Ministry with responsibility for legal affairs.  Resubmission of the amended Bill to the Cabinet is required before it can be laid in Parliament. It is intended to have the Bill laid in Parliament by the end of the first quarter of 2026.
In respect of efforts to re-establish the fisheries monitoring control, surveillance and enforcement capability at the Fisheries Division, a Note was submitted to the Cabinet in late May 2025 for the employment on contract of the requisite staff. The Note is currently under consideration of the Finance and General Purpose Committee of the Cabinet. This interim arrangement is until the National Fisheries Inspectorate and the Tobago Fisheries Inspectorate can be established under the proposed new fisheries management legislation.

The Action Plan submitted to the Compliance Committee in response to the letter on compliance issues, dated 11 September 2025, also addresses the above shortcomings. 
Trinidad and Tobago reiterates our commitment to improving our conservation and management regime and implementation measures.
Yours sincerely

Elizabeth Mohammed
Director of Fisheries (Ag)

cc.	Mr Campbell, Compliance Committee Chair
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