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Review of implementation of Shark Recommendations
(Friends of COC Chair (Japan))


As one of the friends of COC chair, Japan reports CPCs’ implementation status of shark related ICCAT Recommendations. The review was conducted based on the submitted Shark Check Sheets.


1. Recommendations for this review

The following recommendations were reviewed in this document. Because of the time constraint, the Recommendations regarding blue shark and shortfin mako are not included in this review.  

-	Recommendation by ICCAT concerning the conservation of sharks caught in association with fisheries managed by ICCAT (Rec. 04-10),
-	Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT concerning sharks (Rec. 07-06)
-	Recommendation by ICCAT on the conservation of thresher sharks caught in association with fisheries in the ICCAT Convention area (Rec. 09-07),
-	Recommendation by ICCAT on the conservation of oceanic whitetip shark caught in association with fisheries in the ICCAT Convention area (Rec. 10-07),
-	Recommendation by ICCAT on hammerhead sharks (family sphyrnidae) caught in association with fisheries managed by ICCAT (Rec. 10-08),
-	Recommendation by ICCAT on the conservation of silky sharks caught in association with ICCAT fisheries (Rec. 11-08),
-	Recommendation by ICCAT on porbeagle caught in association with ICCAT fisheries (Rec. 15-06),
-	Recommendation by ICCAT to replace Recommendation 16-13 on improvement of compliance review of conservation and management measures regarding sharks caught in association with ICCAT fisheries (Rec. 18-06), and
-	Recommendation by ICCAT for the conservation of whale sharks (Rhincodon typus) caught in association with ICCAT fisheries (Rec. 23-12).


2. Specific obligations reviewed by this document.

This document summarizes general observation of the implementation status of the Recommendations and observations of some specific obligations:

(1) [bookmark: _Hlk211433524]Data submission 

(Rec. 04-10 para 1), (Rec. 07-06 para 1), (Rec. 11-15 para 1), and (Rec. 15-06 para 2)

(2) Full utilization 

(Rec. 04-10 para 2, para 3, and para 5) 

(3) Exemption from Check Sheet

(Rec. 18-06 para 3)

(4) Prohibition of “retaining onboard, transshipping, landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale” 

(Rec. 09-07 para 1), (Rec. 10-07 para 1), (Rec. 10-08 para 1), (Rec. 11-08 para 1), and (Rec. 23-12 para 1)




3. Results

3.1 General observation

(1) No submission

In 2025, five CPCs have not submitted Shark Check Sheet. According to the Secretariat, these CPCs have never submitted any Shark Check Sheet.

(2) Exemption

Currently, only one CPC is exempted from the submission. Some CPCs mentioned that there are no such species in their water and chose N/A. However, to receive the exemption, they shall obtain confirmation from the Shark Species Group. Noting that the SCRS proposes exemption procedures, the Commission is expected to clarify the exemption process based on the proposal. 

(3) Explanation in “Note”

Some CPCs use only the column of “Note,” while some other CPCs use only “Relevant domestic laws and regulations.” To review the implementation status precisely, both columns should be filled. 

(4)	No change from previous year

According to paragraph 2 of Rec. 18-06, a CPC does not need to submit the Shark Check Sheet if there are no changes. However, if additional reporting fields are included, the CPCs must submit new reporting fields, and if COC is scheduled to prioritize review of shark check sheets, CPCs shall submit a fully updated check sheet. 

In 2025, although all CPCs are required to submit an updated full check sheet, six CPCs did not submit it for 2024. 

(5) Yes, No or N/A

The Shark Implementation Check Sheet format says, ““non-applicable” or “N/A” may only be used as a response where this is provided as an option in the Status of Implementation column.” However, some CPCs chose “non-applicable” or “N/A” for the column which shall be filled with only “Yes” or “No.”

COC may need to discuss what “Yes”, “No” and “N/A” mean.

3.2 Observations on the specific obligations

(1) Data submission (Rec. 04-10 para 1), (Rec. 07-06 para 1), (Rec. 11-15 para 1), (Rec. 15-06 para 2)

In general, CPCs submitted data although it is impossible to judge whether all required data is submitted though the Shark Check Sheet.

Some CPCs mentioned that there is no such shark in their waters or no shark fisheries. Even if there are no shark fisheries, by-caught data shall be submitted. If sharks are not migrating in their waters, the CPCs must request exemption from the submission of Shark Check Sheet. 

(2) Full utilization (Rec. 04-10 para 2, para 3 and para 5)

Some CPCs implement fins naturally attached policy, and observers/inspectors monitor the implementation. However, there are cases which do not provide any information about legal basis. 





(3) Exemption from Check Sheet (Rec. 18-06 para 3)

As already mentioned, currently only one CPC is exempted from the submission. Noting that the SCRS proposes exemption procedures, the Commission is expected to clarify the exemption process based on the proposal. 

Throughout the review, it was not clear if the exemption should be given in order to use “N/A” in each column of the Shark Chek Sheet. If that is the case, the procedures may cause additional burden to the SCRS although it is not clear about to what extent the procedures increase the SCRS workload. 

COC may need to discuss whether CPCs need to request exemption when they apply “N/A” in each column of the Shark Check Sheet. 

(4) Prohibition of “retaining onboard, transshipping, landing, storing, selling, or offering for sale” (Rec. 09-07 para 1), (Rec. 10-07 para 1), (Rec. 10-08 para 1), (Rec. 11-08 para 1) and (Rec. 23-12 para 1) 

As IMM_06/2025 explains, it is not clear whether all CPCs are fully implementing this obligation, especially prohibition of “storing, selling, or offering for sell.” Some CPCs prohibit only their fishing vessels from storing, selling, or offering for sale. Some other CPCs neither implement such measures nor provide sufficient information to review the implementation. 

Each CPC’s legal system is complex and difficult to understand. It is almost impossible to fully describe the detail of how the legal system comply with the obligation in the Shark Check Sheet. However, to facilitate the review, CPCs are requested to provide at least the name of law or regulations and explanation how the laws and regulations work.
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