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 FOREWORD 
 
 
The Chairman of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas presents his compliments to 
the Contracting Parties of the International Convention for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (signed in Rio de 
Janeiro, May 14, 1966), as well as to the Delegates and Advisers that represent said Contracting Parties, and has the 
honor to transmit to them the "Report for the Biennial Period, 2006-2007, Part I (2006)", which describes the 
activities of the Commission during the first half of said biennial period. 
 
This issue of the Biennial Report contains the Report of the 15th Special Meeting of the Commission (Dubrovnik, 
Croatia, November 17-26, 2006) and the reports of all the meetings of the Panels, Standing Committees and Sub-
Committees, as well as some of the Working Groups. It also includes a summary of the activities of the Secretariat 
and a series of Annual Reports of the Contracting Parties of the Commission and Observers, relative to their 
activities in tuna and tuna-like fisheries in the Convention area. 
 
The Report for 2006 has been published in three volumes. Volume 1 includes the Secretariat’s Administrative and 
Financial Reports, the Proceedings of the Commission Meetings and the reports of all the associated meetings (with 
the exception of the Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics-SCRS). Volume 2 contains the 
Secretariat’s Report on Statistics and Coordination of Research and the Report of the Standing Committee on 
Research and Statistics (SCRS) and its appendices. Volume 3 contains the Annual Reports of the Contracting Parties 
of the Commission and Observers. 
 
This Report has been prepared, approved and distributed in accordance with Article III, paragraph 9, and Article IV, 
paragraph 2-d, of the Convention, and Rule 15 of the Rules of Procedure of the Commission. The Report is available 
in the three official languages of the Commission: English, French and Spanish. 
 
 
 
 
 WILLIAM T. HOGARTH 
 Commission Chairman 
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REPORT FOR THE BIENNIAL PERIOD, 2006-2007, PART I (2006) 
 
 

SECRETARIAT REPORTS 
 

 
2006 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT1  
 
1. Introduction 
 
This Administrative Report is presented in accordance with Article VII of the Convention. 
 
 
2. Contracting Parties to the Convention 
 
After the adherence of the Syrian Arab Republic to the International Commission for the Conservation of 
Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) in September 2005, which was notified to the Secretariat in February 2006, the  
adherence of St. Vincent and the Grenadines in November 2006, the Commission is comprised of the following 
43 Contracting Parties (as of December 31, 2006): Algeria, Angola, Barbados, Belize, Brazil, Canada, Cape 
Verde, China (People’s Republic), Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Equatorial Guinea, European Community, France (St. 
Pierre & Miquelon), Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea (Rep.), Honduras, Iceland, Japan, Korea (Rep.), Libya, 
Mexico, Morocco, Namibia, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Philippines, Russia, Senegal, South Africa, St. Tome 
and Principe, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, 
United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), United States, Uruguay, Vanuatu and Venezuela. 
 
 
3. Approval, ratification or acceptance of Madrid Protocol amending the ICCAT Convention 
 
In March the Secretariat received a notification that the Governments of the Republics of Angola and Cape 
Verde, respectively, had deposited their Instrument of Acceptance of the Madrid Protocol on March 7 and 27, 
2006, before the Director General of FAO, which entered into force on March 10, 2005. Therefore, the 2006 
Budget and that of future years will be based on the data according to the Madrid Protocol. 
 
 
4. ICCAT Regulations and Resolutions 
 
– Adoption and entry into force of the Recommendations and Resolutions 
 
On December 14, 2005, the Secretariat officially transmitted the texts of the Recommendations and Resolutions 
adopted at the 19th Regular Meeting of the Commission (Seville, Spain, November 14-20, 2005) to the 
Contracting Parties and to non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities that have Atlantic coastlines or 
that fish tunas in the Convention area, and to intergovernmental fishery organizations, requesting their 
cooperation in this regard. 
 
The texts of the Recommendations and Resolutions adopted by the Commission in 2005 were published in the 
Report for Biennial Period, 2004-05, Part II (2005), Vol. 1. 
  
Upon completion of the six months’ grace period following the transmission of the Recommendations adopted 
by the Commission, during which time no official objection was presented, and in accordance with Article VIII 
of the ICCAT Convention, the aforementioned Recommendations entered into force on June 13, 2006. On that 
date, the Contracting Parties were notified of the entry into force of these Recommendations. As regards the 
Resolutions adopted at the 19th Regular Meeting, these reflect decisions of a general nature that were adopted by 
the Commission during its 2005 meeting and which are not governed by the notification and review process 
outlined in Article VIII of the Convention.  
 

                                                 
1Information as December 31, 2006. 
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5. ICCAT inter-sessional meetings and working groups 
 
In accordance with Commission decisions on this subject, the following meetings were held in 2006: 
 

– Workshops on Stock Structure of Swordfish (Heraklion, Crete, Greece, March 13 to 15, 2006). 
– 4th Meeting of the Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic Bluefin Tuna 

Management Strategies (Palma de Mallorca, Spain, April 19 to 21, 2006). 
– 2nd Meeting of the Working Group to review the Statistical Monitoring Programs (Palma de Mallorca, 

Spain, April 24 to 26, 2006). 
– Inter-Sessional Meeting of the Tropical Species Group (Sete, France, April 24 to 28, 2006). 
– 2006 Marlin Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, Spain, May 15 to 19, 2006). 
– 2006 ICCAT Bluefin tuna Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, Spain, June 12 to 18, 2006). 
– 2006 Data Preparatory Meeting for Atlantic Albacore (Madrid, Spain, July 3 to 6, 2006). 
– 2006 ICCAT Atlantic Swordfish Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, Spain, September 4 to 8, 2006). 
– Meetings of Species Groups (Madrid, Spain, September 25 to 29, 2006). 

 – Meeting of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (Madrid, Spain, October 2 to 6, 2006). 
  
In 2006, the Commission Chairman announced various Regional Workshops for the ICCAT members. In 
ICCAT Circular # 451/06, the Chairman explained that the objective of these Workshops was for Contracting 
Parties to share their opinions and points of view concerning any important matter related to ICCAT, as well as 
the Commission’s priorities for 2006-2007 and later years. The Chairman sent €65,122 to cover the expenses for 
the organization of the Workshops and travel expenses of representatives of developing Contracting Parties, as 
well as the travel costs of the Secretariat. 
 
 – Workshop 1: North Africa/Northern Mediterranean (Agadir, Morocco, April 13 & 14, 2006). Participants: 

Morocco, Tunisia and Turkey. 
 – Workshop 2, Caribbean and Latin America (San Pedro, Belize, July 11 & 12, 2006). Participants: Belize, 

Brazil, Mexico, Trinidad & Tobago, Uruguay and CARICOM. 
 – Workshop 3, West and Southern Africa (Accra, Ghana, September 13 & 14, 2006). Participants: Angola, 

Côte d’Ivoire, Ghana, Republic of Guinea, Namibia, Senegal and St. Tome and Principe. 
 – Workshop 4. Distant Water Interests (Tokyo, Japan, September 19 & 20, 2006). Participants: Japan, 

Korean and Chinese Taipei. 
 – Workshop 5. North Atlantic (Brussels, Belgium, October 25, 2006). Participants: Canada, EC, France (St. 

Pierre & Miquelon), Norway, and the United States. 
 
 
6.  Meetings at which ICCAT was represented 
 
In the framework of ICCAT’s mission, which consists of assessing the measures adopted by the Commission, 
within international organizations, the Secretariat participated in several meetings and technical consultative 
processes, which include regional fishery bodies (see Appendix 1, which summarizes the main topics that were 
discussed at these meetings).  

– Meeting of the EUROSTAT Working Group on Fishery Statistics (Luxemburg, December 2, 2005). 
– FIRMS Technical Working Group (Rome, Italy, December 5 to 8, 2005). 
– 30th Session of the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM) (Istambul, Turkey, 

January 24 to 27, 2006). 
– 3rd Meeting of the FIRMS Steering Committee (Madrid, Spain, February 13 to 15, 2006). 
– Meeting of the Informal Working Group in charge of studying issues relative to the conservation and use 

of marine biological diversity outside the areas of national jurisdiction (New York, United States, 
February 13 to 17, 2006). 

– Inter-Sessional Meeting of the Working Group on Coordination of Fishing Statistics of CWP (Madrid, 
Spain, February 14 & 15, 2006). 

– Preparatory Meeting of the Conference to Review the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement (New York, 
United States, March 20 to 24, 2006). 

– Conference to Review the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement (New York, United States, May 22 to 
26, 2006). 

– Methodological Workshop on the Management of Tuna Fishing Capacity (La Jolla, California, May 8 to 
12, 2006). 

– 10th Session of the Sub-Committee on Fish Trade of the FAO Committee on Fisheries (Santiago de 
Compostela, Spain, May 29 to June 2, 2006). 
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– 30th Virginia Law of the Sea Conference: Law, Science and Ocean Management (Dublin, Ireland, July 12 
to 14, 2006). 

– Sixth Committee Meeting of the Officers Ministerial Conference on the Cooperation in Fisheries Among 
African States Bordering the Atlantic Ocean (COMHAFAT) (Abidjan, Côte d’Ivoire, July 18 to 21, 
2006). 

– Ninth Session of the Scientific Advisory Committee of the General Fisheries Commission for the 
Mediterranean (GFCM) (Rome, Italy, October 24 to 27, 2006.) 

– Presentation of the FADIO project (Monaco, October 26, 2006). 
– Working Group on FADs (Saintes, Guadeloupe, December 5 to 8, 2006). 
 

In addition to the above, Mr. Javier Ariz (IEO, Spain) represented the Commission at the 7th Meeting of the 
IATTC Working Group on Assessment (La Jolla, California, May 15 to 19, 2006).  
 
Also, the Executive Secretary maintained a series of meetings with the Commission Chairman in which matters 
related to the functioning of ICCAT have been discussed (Appendix 1). 
 
 
7. Tagging lottery  
 
In order to encourage the recovery of tags placed by various ICCAT Contracting Party, a drawing is held each 
year for the three species groups (tropical tunas, temperate tunas, and billfishes), with a US$500 for each one.  
 
This year’s drawing was held on October 5, 2006 in the Gran Hotel Velázquez (Madrid) during the plenary 
sessions of the SCRS and the winning tags are as follows: 
 

 − Tropical tunas: Tag # HM-065177, recovered by the United States. The United States tagged this  
yellowfin tuna on January 9, 2005. 

 − Temperate tunas: Tag # HM-063836, recovered by the United States. The United States tagged this 
swordfish on March 22, 2003.  

 − Billfishes: Tag # HM-063507, recovered by Venezuela. This blue marlin was tagged on April 20, 2003. 
 
 
8. Commission Chairman’s letters to various Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities  
 
8.1 Letters concerning compliance with conservation measures 
 
In accordance with the Commission’s decision, on December 16, 2005, the Commission Chairman, Dr. William 
T. Hogarth, sent the following special letters (see Appendix 4 to Annex 9, and Appendix 8 to Annex 10 of the 
ICCAT Report for Biennial Period, 2004-05, Part II.  
 
Contracting Parties: 
 – Honduras: Requesting information on the monitoring, control and surveillance measures taken by 

Honduras. 
 
Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities: 
 – Bolivia: Regarding continuation of bigeye tuna trade restrictive measures  
 – Cambodia: Seeking information on vessel registry and MCS measures in force. 
 – Chinese Taipei: Transmitting the Recommendation to reduce bigeye catch limits and improve fleet 

control and renewing Cooperating Status.  
 – Colombia: Seeking information on a flag vessel on ICCAT´s IUU list 
 – Costa Rica: Regarding continuation of identification in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT 

Concerning Trade Measures.   
 – Cuba: Regarding continuation of identification in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning 

Trade Measures. 
 – Ecuador: Requesting information regarding its catch of Atlantic bigeye tuna and on monitoring, control 

and surveillance measures (MCS). 
 – Egypt: Informing that Cooperating Status could not be granted as terms of Recommendation 03-20 were 

not fully met. 
 – Georgia:  Regarding continuation of bigeye tuna trade restrictive measures. 
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 – Maldives: Requesting information on fishing activities and on monitoring, control and surveillance 
measures (MCS). 

 – Netherlands Antilles: Renewing Cooperating Status and expressing concern about bigeye tuna harvests. 
 – Sierra Leone: Requesting information on monitoring, control and surveillance measures (MCS), including 

the process and rules for vessel registration. 
 – Singapore: Regarding continuation of identification in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT 

Concerning Trade Measures. 
 – Sri Lanka: Requesting information on fishing activities in the ICCAT Convention area.  
 – St. Vincent and the Grenadines: Regarding identification in accordance with the Trade Measures 

Resolution. 
 – Togo: Requesting information on the fleet and on monitoring, control and surveillance measures (MCS). 
 
In 2005, the Commission also instructed the Executive Secretary to liaise with Costa Rica, Cuba, Sierra Leone 
and Sri Lanka through diplomatic channels to ensure that Commission letter has been received and attempt to 
elicit a response. Accordingly, the Secretariat sent letters to the aforementioned countries on September 4, 2006 
in an attempt to verify that the Chairman’s letters had been received. A response was received only from Sri 
Lanka. In October 2006 the Secretariat sent a Verbal Notes to the Embassy of Sierra Leone in Paris, and to the 
Embassies of Costa Rica and Cuba in Madrid. None of these countries responded to the notes prior to the 
Commission meeting. 
 
8.2 Letters concerning fulfillment of budgetary obligations 
 
In early 2006 the Executive Secretary notified all the Contracting Parties of their contributions to the 2006 
budget. In May, 2006, the Commission Chairman sent a first reminder concerning the payment of contributions 
in arrears. 
 
In September, the Executive Secretary sent a second reminder to the Contracting Parties that had not made their 
corresponding payments. As of December 31, 2006, the following Contracting Parties had not paid their total 
contributions are: Cape Verde), Equatorial Guinea, Guinea (Rep.), Gabon, Ghana, Honduras, Nicaragua, 
Panama, St. Tomé & Principe, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Tunisia), United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), 
Uruguay, and Vanuatu.  
 
8.3 Letters concerning the establishment of a payment plan of contributions in arrears 
 
In accordance with the Commission’s decision at its meeting in Seville in November 2005, aimed at remedying 
the situation concerning the delays concerning budgetary obligations, the Commission Chairman sent letters in 
November to Cape Verde, Gabon and Honduras in which he notified these Parties that they should present a 
payment plan in 2006, in view of the decision adopted by the Commission to apply Article X.8, i.e., the loss of 
voting rights, if such a plan was not presented. In May and September 2006, the Executive Secretary sent 
reminders of the previous letters. 
 
In May and September 2006, the Executive Secretary sent letters to Nicaragua, Panama, Uruguay and Vanuatu 
informing them that as of 2006 they are included among those Contracting Parties whose past due debt exceeds 
two years and that if this situation is not remedied, discussions would take place at the next Commission to apply 
Article X.8 of the ICCAT Convention. 
 
Also in May and September, the Chairman and the Executive Secretary sent reminders to Ghana and the 
Republic of Guinea concerning their compliance with the payment plans presented at the Commission meeting in 
Seville. They also reminded St. Tomé and Principe that it should present its payment plan in 2006.  
 
On December 31, 2006, the Contracting Parties whose debt exceeds two fiscal years were:  Cape Verde, Gabon, 
Ghana, Guinea (Rep.), Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, and St. Tome & Principe.  
 
 
9.  Secretariat publications in 2006 
 
The following publications were issued in 2006: 
 
 – Report for Biennial Period, 2004-05, Part II (2005) (Vols. 1, 2 and 3): English. 
 – Report for Biennial Period, 2004-05, Part II (2005) (Vols. 1, 2 and 3): French. 
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 – Report for Biennial Period, 2004-05, Part II (2005) (Vols. 1, 2 and 3): Spanish. 
 – Statistical Bulletin, Vol. 35. 
 – Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. LIX, Nos. 1, 2 and 3 (printed copies and on CD ROM). 
 − ICCAT Newsletter (February and September, 2006). 
 
10. Organization and management of Secretariat staff 
 
10.1 Organization 
 
For information purposes, since 2005 the Secretariat is organized as follows: 
 
Executive Secretary 
Driss Meski 
 
Assistant Executive Secretary 
Victor Restrepo 
 
Statistics Department 
The Statistics Department processes and compiles data on statistics, biology and compliance requested by the 
Commission and the Scientific Committee (SCRS). It also provides support to the Secretariat, such as the 
management of computer material and computer software, local network and the electronic distribution of the 
statistical data, as well as the maintenance of the ICCAT Web site. The department is comprised of five people:  
Papa Kebe:  Department Head, Coordinates and manages all the tasks relative to the department. 
Carlos Palma: Biostatistician.  
 
In addition, the Department includes Juan Luis Gallego, Juan Carlos Muñoz and Jesús Fiz. 
 
Department of Translation and Publications 

The Department of Translation and Publications is in charge of tasks related with the compilation, adoption, 
translation and publications of circulars, reports and scientific documents in the three official languages of the 
Commission. The Department is comprised of seven staff: 
Pilar Pallarés: Publications Coordinator. 
Philomena Seidita: Technical Officer and translator. 
The Department also includes Rebecca Campoy, Christine Peyre, Christel Navarret, María Isabel de Andrés and 
María José García-Orad.  
 
Compliance Department  
The Compliance Department carries out, among others tasks, the monitoring and compliance of the ICCAT 
regulatory measures, validation of ICCAT Statistical Document programs and the preparation of compliance 
tables. The Department is comprised of one staff member. 
Jenny Cheatle: Technical Officer who carries out the tasks assigned to the Department, under the supervision of 
the Assistant Executive Secretary. 
 
Department of Coordination of Scientific Activities 
The scientists of the Contracting Parties carry out a wide range of scientific research and a monitoring of 
activities aimed at the conservation of the tuna resources. The Secretariat is directly involved in the coordination 
of some of these activities, which are carried out by the Assistant Executive Secretary as the Scientific 
Coordinator and in which other Department of the Secretariat also participate. 
 
Department of Finance and Administration 
This Department carries out all the administrative, financial and human resources tasks of the Secretariat. The 
Department is comprised of six staff members. 
Juan Antonio Moreno: Department Head. Coordinates all the tasks related to the Department.  
The Department includes Africa Martín, Esther Peña, Felicidad García, Juan Angel Moreno and Cristóbal 
García.   
 
At the 19th Regular Meeting of the Commission, it was proposed that a study be conducted on the functioning of 
the Secretariat to define and review the tasks it carries out, as well as the resources available to it. In 2006, the 
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Secretariat prepared a document on the functioning of the Secretariat (Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8) which 
provides an extensive description of its structure and organization. 
 
10.2 Pension plan for Secretariat staff 
 
In accordance with the Commission’s decision at its 14th Special Meeting (New Orleans, November 2004), as 
regards consulting the ICCAT staff about their possible joining the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund 
(UNJSPF), the Executive Secretary informed all the staff of the decision adopted by the Commission and 
provided the necessary information so that all the staff members could be duly informed.  
 
In September 2005, a representative of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund visited the Secretariat and 
informed all the staff of the conditions for joining the Pension Fund. Later, the Executive Secretary asked the 
staff to indicate their intentions about joining the Fund and gave them a period of time in which to decide. 
 
At the 19th Regular Meeting (Seville, November 2005), the Commission approved the proposal to amend 
Articles 6.1 and 6.2 of the Staff Regulations and Rules, to adapt them to the possible incorporation in the Pension 
Fund. 
 
In December 2005, the Executive Secretary requested the staff to give their definitive decision. Once all the 
information provided by each staff member was complied, the Executive Secretary, on March 30, 2006, sent the 
official request to join the U.N. Joint Staff Pension Fund, including all the documentation requested as well as al 
list of the staff that had decided to join the Fund. 
 
On August 21, 2006, the Pension Fund informed ICCAT that its candidature to join the Fund had been reviewed 
during its regular meeting (Nairobi, Kenya, July 13-21, 2006), and that the request for membership had been 
rejected since it did not comply with Article 3 of the Statutes of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension fund, 
indicating, however, that in the future and once the ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules aligned with those of the 
United Nations Pension Fund, ICCAT could again request joining the Fund. 
 
The UNJSPF has indicated three conditions that are not compatible with its regulations: 
 

a) Participation in UNJSPF would be compulsory for all serving staff that qualify, while ICCAT has given 
free choice to its staff currently participating in Van Breda; 

b) the Commission's contribution to the pension plans of staff hired before 2000 under Articles 6.1.c and 
6.2.c of the ICCAT Staff Rules and Regulations departs from the UN Common System of salaries and 
allowances; 

c) ICCAT's privileges and immunities as an international organization are only recognized by Spain through 
the Seat Agreement, which could impact adversely the Pension Fund's own privileges and immunities, 
particularly as regards investments. 

 
Through correspondence with UNJSPF administration, the Executive Secretary explained that (a) and (b) above 
had been accepted by ICCAT, being mindful of acquired employee rights. In addition, conditions (a) and (b) are 
transitional because they would eventually disappear through the retirement of staff who are under this system. 
  
However, condition (c) remains a major obstacle to joining the UNJSPF. Therefore, the Secretariat recommends 
that the Commission consider the feasibility of extending recognition of ICCAT's privileges and immunities to 
all Contracting Parties. The potential benefits would probably not be limited to facilitating the change to the 
UNJSPF. The recent increase in Commission meetings outside Spain and the likely future increase in workload 
outside Spain (e.g. due to observer programs) warrant a careful consideration of this matter. 
 
Thus, it is recommended that the Commission take a decision on this matter as soon as possible. 
 
11. Other matters 
 
11.1 New headquarters of the ICCAT Secretariat 
 
Contacts continued in 2006 with the Spanish Authorities concerning the work needed to be carried out on the 
headquarters to meets the needs of the Secretariat. Based on the progress made, it is expected that by 2007 or the 
first quarter of 2008 the new Secretariat offices will be ready. 
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11.2 Management of other programs 
 
Since 2004, Japan has provided funds to finance a five-year project for the improvement of data on the tuna 
fisheries. A Project Coordinator and an administrative assistant were hired to monitor the project activities and 
the accounts.  
 
Since 2005, the United States of America has contributed to the Special Data Fund established in accordance 
with [Rec. 03-01], to assistant scientists from developing countries to participate in the meetings of the Scientific 
Committee. 
 
In February 2006, the United States provided €25,020, as a contribution towards compliance with the 
Recommendation by ICCAT Relating to Mediterranean Swordfish [Rec. 03-04]. 
 
In March 2006, the United States also sent funds (€65,122), to finance the trip expenses for representatives from 
developing ICCAT Contracting Parties and the Secretariat to participate in the Workshops convened by the 
Chairman. 
 
In June 2006, a joint contract was signed between ICCAT and the Spanish Institute of Oceanography (IEO) 
regarding issues of common interest in research. The three-year contract is aimed at furthering the study on the 
biology, fishing and sustainable exploitation of species under ICCAT mandate by means of electronic tagging. In 
this regard, €70,000 are available to the Secretariat for the purchase of tags for the scientists.    
 
During the 2005 SCRS Meeting, the Informal Group on the Coordination of Funds proposed the possibility of 
using the balance from the BETYP to support the scientific and statistical work of ICCAT. After the meeting of 
the SCRS the Executive Secretary received the approval and confirmation from the donors for this purpose. Thus 
a fund with a balance of €20,000 was created, financed by the European Community, to be used to finalize the 
ICCAT Manual, and a tag fund with a balance of €20,457.20, financed by Japan. 
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Appendix 1 

 
MEETINGS AT WHICH ICCAT WAS REPRESENTED 
BETWEEN NOVEMBER 2005 AND NOVEMBER 2006 

 
SUMMARY 

 
This document presents basic information about scientific and administrative meetings where 
ICCAT was represented either by a member of the Secretariat staff or by other persons on 
behalf of the Secretariat. Basic information presented for each meeting includes substantive 
agenda items and the main implications for ICCAT. 

 
 

Fishery Statistics Working Group, Committee of Agricultural Statistics (EUROSTAT) 

Location: Luxemburg, December 2, 2005   

Representative: P. Kebe (ICCAT Secretariat) 

Substantive Agenda Items: Reorganization of EUROSTAT services; Review of the draft regulation on the 
submission of statistical data on aquaculture and status of the adoption of the draft regulation on fish landing 
statistics. 

Comments: A summary presentation of the new structure of EUROSTAT was presented with a detailed 
description of the Department of Fishing Statistics. The rest of the discussions focused on the draft regulation on 
the collection and submission of statistics on aquaculture by EC Member States. The definition of terms in use, 
as well as the format for submitting information, raised a lot of discussions. The idea was maintained proceeding 
to an improvement of the text from here in the first quarter of 2006, in consultation with the General Directorate 
of Fisheries of Brussels, to better take into consideration the current legislation. 

The procedure used, aimed at carrying out precise regulatory provisions on data formats, terminology and 
concept, contributes substantially to the submission and processing of statistical information. 

Actions: None. 

Report availabilty: The report will be available on the EUROSTAT web site. 

 

FIRMS Technical Working Group 

Location: FAO Headquarters, Rome, Italy, December 5-8, 2005 

Representative: P. Pallarés (ICCAT) 

Substantive Agenda Items:  

− Revision of the structure and contents of the FIRMS web page. 

−   Presentation and revision of the process of elaboration and validation of entries to the FIRMS web 
page. 

− Presentation of the FIRMS module on fisheries. 

Comments: The Meeting resulted in an important advance concerning the collaboration of criteria and decision 
making regarding the structure of the web page on marine resources. 

In general, the freedom of partners to define the terms of their own Fact Sheets was confirmed. This includes the 
definition of titles, search designs, etc. 

Regarding ICCAT, the points of major interest which were discussed were as follows: 

− Differentiation stock-resource. At the beginning the Fact Sheets were conceived as stocks. In the case of 
ICCAT, the species with more than a differentiated stock could be considered as: 

-- In different Fact Sheets, one per stock. 
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-- As a resource. In that case the title of the sheet would be modified, including resource status, 
instead of stock status and, in all cases, “considered as a single stock” would appear in the 
summary. 

− The same flexible criteria is applied for the designation of the type of “assessment method” (direct, 
indirect or none). 

− Partners can define a search hierarchy to organize the list of species. 

Actions: From the discussions maintained, several matters came up that the Secretariat should verify and others 
for which it should make decisions. Such as: 

− Review the statistical parts that appear on the ICCAT web site, in some cases, these do not correspond 
with the stock structure. 

− Participation of ICCAT in the fisheries inventory. Currently ICCAT does not participate in this 
inventory, only in the inventory resources. 

− Supply an ICCAT list of users of the system. 

− Review that the criteria for data validation are followed. 

− Discuss the proposal of terms presented during the meeting. 

 Report availability: FAO-FIDI (and http://firms.fao.org) 

 

Report of the 30th Session of the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM) 

Location:  Istanbul, Turkey, January 24-27, 2006. 

Representative:  D. Meski (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: Inter-sessional activities of the Committees; Management of Mediterranean 
Fisheries, Issues connected with the functioning of the Commission. 

Comments: Following review of the various inter-sessional activities of the various GFCM committees, and in 
particular the Scientific Advisory Committee, the following Recommendations were adopted:   

− Recommendation GFCM/2006/1 on the management of certain fisheries exploiting demersal and small 
pelagic. 

− Recommendation GFCM/2006/2 on the establishment of a closed season for the dolphinfish fisheries 
based on fishing aggregation devices (FADs). 

− Recommendation GFCM/2006/3 on the establishment of fisheries restrictive areas in order to protect 
the deep sea sensitive habitats. 

The GFCM also adopted the following measures, aimed primarily at combating IUU activities in the 
Mediterranean Sea:  

 − Recommendation GFCM/2006/4 on the establishment of a list of vessels presumed to have carried out 
illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing activities in the GFCM area. 

 − Recommendation GFCM/2006/5 on the criteria for obtaining the status of cooperating non-contracting  
GFCM area. 

 − Recommendation GFCM/2006/6 on the terms of reference for the GFCM Compliance Committee. 

 − Recommendation GFCM/2006/7 on data confidentiality policy and procedures. 

GFCM/2006/4 and GFCM/2006/5 are similar in nature to the ICCAT measures taken in relation to these topics.  

Such coherence between the measures taken by the various RFMOs will not doubt assist in their implementation 
by those which are Contracting Parties to both Commissions.  

Further collaboration was evidenced by the adoption of three Recommendations which had been adopted by 
ICCAT at its 19th Regular Meeting:  

− Recommendation [05-04] to amend the Recommendation [04-06] on Bluefin Tuna Farming 
GFCM/2006/8 (A)). 
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− Recommendation [05-05] to amend the Recommendation [04-10] concerning the conservation of 
Sharks caught in association with fisheries managed by ICCAT (GFCM/2006/8 (B)). 

− Recommendation [05-06] establishing a program for transshipment by large-scale longline fishing 
vessels (GFCM/2006/8 (C)). 

In relation to the mandate of the joint GFCM/ICCAT Working Group on Large Pelagic Species, the Commission 
acknowledged once more the positive achievements of the Joint GFCM/ICCAT Working Group on Large 
Pelagic Species since its establishment in 1989. In view of the wish expressed by ICCAT to consider the 
proposed updated mandate for the Joint Working Group at its next plenary session, the Commission decided to 
review progress made on this issue at its Thirty-first session which will take place in January 2007. At its 19th 
Regular meeting, it was agreed that ICCAT would consider this issue in light of the decision of the GFCM.  

There was some considerable discussion in relation to administrative and financial matters of the Commission, 
including status of ratification, headquarters of the Commission, implementation of the autonomous budget, 
adjustments to the rules of procedure and the preparation of a compendium of recommendations and resolutions 
and the meeting schedule for 2006, which includes nine meetings of the Scientific Advisory Committee, and 
eight meetings relating to the work of the Committee on Aquaculture.  

Actions:  None. 

Report availability: ftp://ftp.fao.org/FI/DOCUMENT/gfcm/gfcm_30/GFCM30e.pdf 

 

Third Meeting of the FIRMS Steering Committee  

Location: Madrid, Spain, February 13-15, 2006. 

Representative: V. Restrepo, P. Pallares, P. Kebe, and C. Palma (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: Progress on the development of FIRMS Partnership; Review of new perspective 
Partners; Review of Technical Working Group Meeting; FIRMS Information Management Policy; Review of the 
Progress Status of the FIRMS Database and Module Development. 

Comments: The Fishery Resources Monitoring System (FIRMS) is a partnership drawing together international 
organizations, regional fishery bodies and national scientific institutes, collaborating within a formal agreement, 
who are willing to report and share information on status and trends of fishery resources, using a harmonized 
internet-based structure. ICCAT’s principal contribution is the species executive summaries produced by the 
SCRS. The meeting was hosted by ICCAT.   

Much of the meeting was devoted to make improvements on standard terminology to be used in the reports from 
the various bodies. Considerable attention was paid to the possible use of common descriptors for stock status.  
Up to now, FIRMS has adopted the seven standard descriptors that FAO has used for many years 
(“overexploited”, “fully-exploited”, etc.). ICCAT noted several concerns with this system that could lead to 
inaccuracies in reporting for ICCAT stocks. The meeting agreed on a proposal to study the possibility of 
adopting two different sets of descriptors instead: one for stock abundance, and another for exploitation rate.   

The SCRS will be consulted about the appropriateness of such a system. 

The meeting also made considerable progress on the information management policy, including terminology. 

At this time, the FIRMS system is sufficiently developed so that example stock status reports should be made 
available in the short-term. The meeting agreed that the United Nations Conference meeting held in May 2006 
on the UNFSA provided a good opportunity to “kick-off” FIRMS and publicize it.   

ICCAT plans to complete the uploading of its executive summary reports into FIRMS by May 2006. 

Actions: SCRS: The Committee should decide on the usefulness of adopting a common set of qualitative 
descriptors of stock status as recommended by the meeting. The Committee should also monitor the 
development of FIRMS, as this can become an effective mechanism for making the species summaries available 
to a much wider audience worldwide than is currently possible with the Biennial Reports and the ICCAT Web. 

Report availability: From FAO-FIGIS (and http://firms.fao.org) 
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Meeting of the Informal Working Group in charge of studying issues relative to the conservation and use 
of the marine biological diversity outside the areas of national jurisdiction 

Location: New York, February 13-17, 2006 

Representatives: Driss Meski (ICCAT) 

Comments: This meeting, in which Mr. Meski participated, was held in compliance with Resolution 59-24 of the 
United Nations, in order to discuss improved knowledge on scientific, socioeconomic and environmental aspects 
of marine biodiversity. This, with the aim of analyzing to what extent the United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea could be applied to assume sustainable conservation and exploitation of marine biodiversity in areas 
located outside national jurisdiction. 

During the discussion, emphasis was placed on the contribution of the overall group of players comprised of 
international, intergovernmental, regional and non-governmental organizations for the compliance of the 
provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. 

All these should be carried out based on precautionary and echo-system approaches that have resulted from 
scientific studies and impact studies carried out in this regard. 

All the competent authorities, United Nations, FAO and regional fishery organizations should get involved in 
this matter so as to prevent all practices of destructive fishing. 

It was agreed to continue with discussion under the responsibility of the United Nations to arrive at establishing 
targeted programs. 

 

Inter-Sessional Meeting of the Working Group on Coordination of Fishing Statistics of CWP 

Location: Madrid, Spain (ICCAT headquarters), February 14-15, 2006 

Representatives: P. Kebe, C. Palma, P. Pallarés, V. Restrepo (ICCAT Secretariat) 

Substantive agenda items: 

− Progress on the FishCode – STF Project 

− Statistics on aquaculture 

− Format of the file of vessels and fishing ports 

− Quality indicators of fishery data 

− CWP visabilty 

Comments: 

1. Status of Progress on the FAO FishCode - STF Project. In the framework of this project which is aimed at 
improving information on the fishing status and trends, several working groups have been organized by FAO 
in collaboration with regional fishery bodies (SEAFDEAC, OSPESCA, SPC et IATTC). 

 Thus ICCAT has reported on the progress of these two projects regarding the improvement of data. FAO and 
ICCAT should collaborate in the future to better harmonize their actions on this matter. 

2.  Statistics on Aquaculture. EUROSTAT has some problems as regards the concepts and definitions used in 
aquaculture, and the CWP should monitor this matter. Furthermore, the idea of creating a working group 
outside CWP was maintained including NACA (Network of Aquaculture Centers in Asia and Pacific) which 
has the most experience in this domain. At the next CWP meeting, EUROSTAT and ICCAT will present a 
document that will serve as a basis for discussions. 

 3. Format of the file of vessels and fishing ports. The new revision of vessel codes (ISSCFV) and the coding of 
fishing ports based on the UN-LOCODE was presented by the CWP Secretariat. This system is still 
provisional and a re-evaluation of its usefulness will be carried out later. 

4. Quality indicators of fishery data. A document was prepared by FAO. Its publication is expected for 2006. 
Members of the CWP were recommended to review this document and send their comments to FAO as soon 
as possible. 

5. CWP visibility. Regional Fishery Bodies should incorporate links that are more visible in their web page in 
the CWP web site. At the next CWP meeting NAFO should present specific proposals regarding this matter. 
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The 22nd CWP meeting will be held in Rome in 2007 a week before the COFI meeting. 

Report availability: CWP site:  

http://www.fao.org/fi/NEMS/events/home_search_events.asp?order=DESC&search=1&lang=es&body=CWP&
month=13&syear=ALL 

 

Conference to Review the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement  

Location: United Nations, New York, March 20-24, 2006 (Preparatory Meeting) and March 22-26, 2006 (Work 
of the Conference) 

Representatives: Mr. D. Meski (Preparatory Meeting and Work of the Conference) and Dr. W. T. Hogarth 
(Work of the Conference) 

Comments:  

Preparatory Meeting, March 20-24, 2006:  

In the framework of consultations among States regarding the implementation of the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea, regional fishery management bodies (RFMOs) were invited to participate in the meeting 
held at the United Nations headquarters regarding the preparation of the Conference to Review the United 
Nations Fish Stocks Agreement which will take place from May 22-26, 2006. This Conference is held under the 
provisions of the 1995 Agreement, ten years after its entry into force. ICCAT was represented by the Executive 
Secretary, Mr. Driss Meski.  

The meeting centered on a discussion of a general nature regarding the way in which the Conference would be 
conducted. Thus, several interventions concentrated on the objectives of this conference, in particular, regarding 
matters related to the implementation of provisions of the United Nations Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks 
and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. 

During the first session, the ICCAT Executive Secretary made an intervention in which he presented how 
ICCAT has agreed with the provisions of Article 10 of the Agreement. 

There was a discussion on the organization of the work of the Review Conference, the draft Agenda, procedures 
and the constitution of the Conference Officers. 

The meeting concentrated on the participation of Parties that have not yet ratified the Agreement. Particular 
attention was given to the place the evaluation performance of regional fishery management bodies (RFMOs) 
should have in the work of the Conference to Review the Agreement.   

The regional fishery bodies have been requested to provide all information which is considered necessary to 
contribute to the work of the Conference. 

At the end of the meeting a work framework was adopted, whereby the agenda of the Conference was adopted. 
However, no compromise was reached regarding the procedures and the constitution of the Bureau. It was 
agreed to return to this matter, right from the start of the inauguration conference in May 2006. 

The RFMOs have been requested to provide all the necessary documentation regarding the implementation of 
Agreement provisions. 

Work of the Conference, May 22-26, 2006:  

The Conference to review the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement, held following several informal 
consultations, had a considerable participation, not only of State Parties, but also intergovernmental and non-
governmental organizations. ICCAT was represented by the Chairman, Dr. William T. Hogarth and the 
Executive Secretary, Mr. Driss Meski. 

From the start of this work, the Conference should reach consensus on the development procedures and selection 
of the Officers. The main problem was to come to an agreement regarding the participation of the Parties that 
have not yet ratified the Agreement, both at the officers level, as well as decision making and elaboration of the 
report. After a long discussion, the Conference reached a compromise allowing States that are not party to the 
Agreement, to be involved in all phases of the work. That is how the Officers and the Editor Committee have 
thus been established with the participation of States that are not party to the Agreement. Due to the lack of 
concensus, the procedures, were adopted provisionally to be reviewed again if necessary, for final adoption. 

In the participants’ interventions several issues were raised, in particular, the role that the RFMOs should play 
and the adoption of a precautionary echo-system approach. Likewise, several delegations insisted on scientific 
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research directed at a better understanding of the state of the resources. In this regard, the ICCAT Chairman 
explained the actions carried out by ICCAT for the application of the provisions of Article 10 of the 1995 
Agreement supporting the documents distributed by the Executive Secretary on the overall measures and 
procedures undertaken by our organization. 
(see http://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/review_conf_InputsIGOs.htm). 
 
Assistance to developing countries was also stressed by various delegations that pointed out that this could 
contribute to a strong adherence to the Agreement. Supplementary information regarding financial assistance is 
found at the following site: 
http://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/fishstocktrustfund/fishstocktrustfund.htm 
 
The strengthening of RFMOs and the evaluation of their performance were also at the core of the work of the 
Conference. 
 
At the end of this work, the Conference was adjourned at the proposal of the Chairman. The participants could 
not reach a consensus on the monitoring of the application of the Agreement, in particular, the periodicity of 
holding the Review Conference and/or informal consultations.  

It was agreed that the final report of the Conference would be distributed to all the organizations under the 
auspices of the United Nations and the Secretariats of RFMOs and to continue the informal consultations with 
Parties to monitor the application of the Agreement with the idea of holding the Review Conference no later than 
2011. 

 

Methodological Workshop on the Management of Tuna Fishing Capacity: Stock Status, Data 
Envelopment Analysis, Industry Surveys and Management Options  

Location: La Jolla, California, United States, May 8-12, 2006. 

Representative: V. Restrepo (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: (A) To develop quantitative methods to determine the desired magnitude of or 
desired change to fishing capacity on the basis of the status of stocks, taking into account the multi-species and 
multi-gear nature of tuna fisheries; (B) To determine the feasibility of (i) routinely collecting input data for the 
Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) and (ii) performing industry surveys of tuna fishing capacity utilization; (C) 
To relate DEA estimates of fishing capacity utilization to traditional estimates of fishing capacity; (D) To review 
the factors affecting fishing capacity (number of vessels, their physical characteristics, etc.) that could be 
regulated by fisheries authorities; (E) To review the existing measures for managing tuna fishing capacity and 
possibly, to identify additional options for such measures in the context of the outcome of addressing Objectives 
A to D. 

Comments: The Workshop was convened by an FAO project funded by the government of Japan, with the 
collaboration of several tuna agencies and programs. Participants included staff from various Secretariats, 
universities and government agencies, all of whom were asked to participate in an expert capacity.  Most 
methods available to estimate capacity use data on catch rates and vessel characteristics, independently of stock 
status information.  One of the methods introduced at the workshop was based on stock assessment results. The 
Workshop agreed that such methods were promising and recommended further work to be undertaken.  A series 
of other methodological recommendations were made.  The Workshop also recommended that detailed data sets 
that relate catch/effort to the physical characteristics of vessels be made available to further develop quantitative 
methods. 

On the issue of managing capacity, the Workshop concluded that there was mounting evidence that the current 
fishing capacity worldwide exceeds the long-term potential for most stocks. The Workshop produced a statement 
listing interim measures that could be taken in order to stabilize the situation, including a moratorium on new 
large-scale tuna vessels. The statement also included recommendations for the long-term management of 
capacity. 

Report availability: Proceedings of the Workshop will be published by FAO. 

 

Seventh Meeting of the Working Group on Assessment of Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission 
Stocks (IATTC) 
 
Location: La Jolla, California, United States, May 15-19, 2006. 
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Representative: J. Aríz (IEO, Spain). 

In response to an invitation from the Inter-American Tropical Tunas Commission (IATTC), ICCAT participated 
as an observer in the work of the Seventh Meeting of the Working Group on Assessment of IATTC Stocks. 

Substantive Agenda Items: This Working Group responds to an initiative of the IATTC Director. At this type of 
working group no parallel analyses are carried out to those carried out by IATTC scientists, which are those that 
present assessments of the various tuna stocks, and the participants analyze and discuss the documents prepared 
by IATTC staff.  

This year,  in addition to the discussion on the analysis of the distinct species assessed, the Group also discussed 
various issues proposed by the Commission: 1) the proportion of the weight of the fins to the body weight of 
sharks; 2) the impact of the incidental catch of sea birds and the identification of the geographic areas where 
there could be interactions; 3) the assessment of key shark species and the preparation of a plan for a complete 
assessment of sharks, in cooperation with scientists of the Parties and those of the Western Central Pacific 
Fisheries Commission (WCPFC). 

As regards the species under IATTC mandate, the stock assessments carried out by IATTC on yellowfin, bigeye, 
swordfish and silky shark, were reviewed. The yellowfin and bigeye stock assessments were carried out with A-
SCALA. 

Documents were also reviewed concerning sensitivity analysis of Japanese longline catches of bigeye, an 
assessment of this species for the entire Pacific Ocean, analysis of skipjack CPUE, presentation of the results of 
experiments using circular hooks (in the eastern Pacific and Indian Oceans), estimates of the rates of shark fin 
weight in relation to body weight, interactions of sea birds in longline fishing, research plan for a complete 
assessment of the shark stocks, analysis of the results of the management measures adopted for the 2004-2006 
period, and review of the recommendations developed by IATTC. 

The participants made various recommendations, among which the following are noteworthy: 1) that the Group 
continue carrying out its activities; 2) that the assessment model run be carried out various times during the 
meeting, for yellowfin and bigeye; 3) that the Commission coordinates together with WCPFC and other 
Regional Fishery Management Organizations (RFMOs,) the implementation of resolutions on sea birds and the 
preparation of information and scientific papers that support this information; 4) a skipjack assessment for the 
entire Pacific carried out together with WCPFC; 5) that IATTC, in collaboration with other RFMOs, develop a 
strategy to mitigate the by-catches in the various fisheries, and that this item be included on the agenda for the 
meeting in Kobe, Japan (January 2007); 6) develop a joint IATTC-WCPFC tagging program; 7) analysis of the 
size of the closure area and the duration of the closures to alleviate the problems of by-catch; and 8) that during 
the 2006 closures, permit detailed research to be carried out in the area with commercial vessels. 

Report availability:  http://www.iattc.org/IATTCandAIDCPMeetingMay06SPN.htm 

 

Report of the 10th Session of the Sub-Committee on Trade of the FAO Committee on Fisheries  

Location:  Santiago de Compostela, Spain, from May 29 to June 2, 2006. 

 Representative:  J. Cheatle (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: MoU between FAO and CITES; Technical Guidelines for responsible fish trade; 
Safety and quality requirements in international fish trade; Traceability and labeling; harmonization of catch 
documentation; consideration of  projects for CFC funding; fish trade and food security; fish trade and small 
scale fisheries; reconstruction of fisheries in Tsunami affected countries. 

Comments: The MoU between FAO and CITES was adopted by consensus as presented to the Sub-Committee 
without amendment, although some members expressed concerns. 

In relation to the discussion of harmonization of catch documentation, it was agreed that this issue remained 
important in relation to the International Plan of Action on eliminating IUU fisheries. The current ongoing 
process of improvements to the ICCAT Statistical Document Program was noted. The matter of harmonization is 
to be kept on the Sub-Committee agenda, and will also be addressed at the forthcoming meeting of tuna RFMOs 
in January 2007. 

The Technical Guidelines for Responsible Fish Trade were not adopted by the Sub-Committee, and there was 
agreement that a Technical Consultation should be held to update and amend the guidelines in line with the 
many concerns expressed by the members.  
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With regard to eco-labeling, it was agreed that FAO should carry out a study to clarify whether all current eco-
labeling schemes currently in force were in compliance with the Technical Guidelines which had been adopted 
by the COFI.  

One of the common threads running through many of the other agenda items was the fear that progress made in 
eliminating tariff barriers and liberalizing trade could be eroded through disguised trade barriers in the form of 
unfounded safety and hygiene regulations, or through regulations adopted with the purpose of ensuring 
sustainable fisheries, but which served mainly to hinder free trade. One of the challenges open to RFMOs will 
therefore be to ensure the adoption of transparent measures based on scientific or demonstrable evidence which 
can be implemented by all parties and which will result in sustainable fisheries but do not act, or be seen to act, 
as unjustifiable trade barriers.  There was also a strong call for capacity building in order to be able to implement 
all international requirements, the burdens of which were often unsustainable for small scale or artisanal type 
fisheries.  

Another theme which was raised in connection with several agenda items was the need to clarify participatory 
rights and access to fisheries. Many members believed that the issue of allocation was vital both to trade issues 
and to the correct functioning of fisheries management regimes. 

Three additional topics were raised under other matters by members: Cooperation with the World Customs 
Organization; the future work and role of the Sub-Committee on Fish trade, and the Management of High Seas 
fisheries. In relation to this latter, the FAO’s role in linking trade to fish stock management was stressed.  

Actions:  None. 

Report availability: FAO website 

 

30th Virginia Law of the Sea Conference: Law, Science and Ocean Management 

Location: Dublin Castle, Ireland, July 12 to 14, 2006 

Representative: P. Pallarés (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items:  This is the 30th session of the Conference that is devoted to the development of the 
Law of the Sea. The Conference was structured by panels in which selected experts presented documents. In the 
panels a range of contemporary issues regarding the role of law and science in ocean management were 
discussed: Panel 1: Setting the Scene. Panel II: Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management. Panel III: Ocean 
Exploration. Panel IV: Marine Science Capacity Building. Panel V: Marine Science and Policy. Panel VI: 
Marine Science and Law. Panel VII: Marine Biological Diversity, Genetic Resources and the Law of the Sea. 
Three keynote speakers as the European Commissioner of Fisheries and Maritime Affairs (Development of the 
European Union’s Maritime Policy), the Secretary-General of the International Seabed Authority (Future 
Strategic Developments in the Law of the Sea) or the Executive Secretary of IOC and Assistant of Director-
General of UNESCO (Keynote Address) completed the program.  

Comments:  The Conference was co-sponsored by the Center for Oceans Law and Policy, University of Virginia 
School of Law, the Marine Law and Ocean Policy Centre at the National University of Ireland, Galway, the 
Marine Institute, Ireland and the Law of the Sea Institute of Iceland. Participants included a wide range of 
entities mainly related with law although marine research was also well represented. The presence of RFMOs 
was limited. The conference gave a good opportunity to know the legal perspective of the research and 
management of the ocean. The effort conducted by entities in order to implement the law of the sea as well as the 
existing gaps in their development were presented. A higher participation of regional fishery bodies would be 
desirable in future sessions.  

Report availability: Conference proceedings will be published by Martinus Nijhoff Publishers. Further 
Information: www.virginia.edu/colp/.  

 

Sixth Committee Meeting of the Officers Ministerial Conference on the Cooperation in Fisheries among 
the African States Bordering the Atlantic Ocean (COMHAFAT) 

Location: Abidjan, Côte d’Ivoire, July 18-21, 2006. 

Representative: P. Kebe (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: Creation of the Sub-regional Committee on Fisheries of the Gulf of Guinea (east 
central). Review of the manual on the distribution of pelagic species of the Atlantic African coast. Cooperation 
project with international organizations. Review of the financial regulations of COMHAFAT. 
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Comments: The participation of all the member countries of the officers (Angola, Benin, Cameroon, Côte 
d’Ivoire, Ghana, Morocco, Mauritania and Nigeria) was noted. Japan participated in the meeting as an observer, 
as well as the following international organizations: FAO, ICCAT, Regional Committee of Fishing of the Gulf of 
Guinea (COREP), Sub-regional Commission on Fishing (CSRP), INFOPECHE, Intergovernmental Organization 
on Information and Cooperation for the Commercialization of Fishing Products in Africa (INFOPECHE). 

The officers meeting recommended that ICCAT and COMHAFAT develop a joint project on areas of mutual 
interest. 

Collaboration with ICCAT is also required for the review of the manual on distribution of pelagic species of the 
Atlantic African coast. 

The next meeting of the Conference of Ministers will be held in Abidjan (Côte d’Ivoire) in July 2007. 

Actions: The ICCAT Secretariat should submit the joint project to the Commission for its approval. 

Report availability: The report will be available on the COHMAFAT web site (http://www.comhafat.org). 

 

Ninth Session of the Scientific Advisory Committee of the General Fisheries Commission for the 
Mediterranean (GFCM)  

Location: Rome, Italy, October 24-27, 2006. 

Representative: V. Restrepo (ICCAT Secretariat). 

Substantive Agenda Items: Review of inter-sessional activities; formulation of advice in fishery management 
and research; scientific cooperation with ICCAT; workplan for 2007. 

Comments: The General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean’s Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) 
considered ways in which it may collaborate with ICCAT’s SCRS. As background, the GFCM Secretariat 
prepared a document entitled “Preliminary outline for a paper on the assessment of the main results of the Joint 
GFCM/ICCAT Working Group on Large Pelagic Species”, which provided information on the work carried out 
jointly by the two Committees in the past.  

One of the areas of potential interaction that was identified was on the collection of fishery data and biological 
studies for small tuna species. The SAC invited the Secretariats of GFCM and ICCAT to prepare draft terms of 
reference accordingly so that they could be presented to both Commissions, which should ultimately decide on 
the desired framework for collaboration. 

Actions: Commission: The Commission could consider how the two scientific Committees should interact in the 
future. 

Report Availability: From GFCM (and http://www.faogfcm.org) 

 

Meeting on the Presentation of the FADIO Project  

Location: Monaco, October 26, 2006 

Representative: P. Pallarés (ICCAT) 

Substantive Agenda Items: Presentation of the results obtained by the FADIO research project financed by the 
EC. 

Comments: The FADIO Project, financed by the DG XII (Research), was aimed at studying the behaviour of 
fish species that aggregate around the FADs (Fish Aggregation Devices). For the development of the project, the 
collaboration of the fishing sector has been fundamental. Thus the presentation was directed, not only at the 
scientific community, but also to other sectors, particularly, the fishing sector. Representatives from the majority 
of the RFMOs attended the presentation. Among the results of the project, of note is the development of 
electronic tags with physiological sensors that allow monitoring of the feeding processes of the fish. 

More information on this Project can be found at: http://www.fadio.ird.fr/  

 

Lesser Antilles Ad Hoc Working Group on the Sustainable Development of Moored FAD Fishing: 
Function and Operation  

Location: Saintes, Guadeloupe, December 5 to 8, 2006 
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Representative: P. Kebe (ICCAT) 

Participants: Representatives from the following countries participated in the work of this session: Guadeloupe 
(France), La Reunión (France), Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, St. Lucía, Haiti, St. Vincent and the Grenadines 
and Dominique. There was also regional represenation from FAO, the IFREMER of Nantes (France), and the 
Rapporteur of the ICCAT SCRS Billfish Species Group.  

Substantive Agenda Items: 
− Item on the knowledge acquired in moored FAD technologies 
− Estimates of catches made, by species and by country 
− Plan for biological sampling of the catches 
− Standardization of the measures and weight and length units 
− Status of the stocks of billfish, yellowfin tuna and Blackfin tuna 

Comments:  
− Some quite strong recommendations have been adopted for the improvement of catch and effort statistics 

and sampling of tunas and billfish caught in this new fishery. 
− Some improvements in the techniques to use to reduce negative impacts on over-exploited species were 

reviewed.   
− The major species caught by this fishery are blue marlin, yellowfin tuna and Blackfin tuna. 
− The conclusions of the SCRS on the state of the stocks of yellowfin, blue marlin and Blackfin tuna were 

presented by various participants as well as the management measures taken on these species. 

Actions: The unofficial, unreported and preliminary estimates of the catches of blue marlin in this fishery for 
2006 are about 800 t, a third of the total catch reported to ICCAT. If these figures are confirmed, their impact on 
the assessment of the stocks of blue marlin and their recovery plan would be significant. It is important that the 
SCRS monitor this fishery.  

Report Availability: The final report of the Working Group will be available soon and will be at ICCAT´s 
disposal. 

 

Summary of 2006 meetings between the ICCAT Chairman and the Executive Secretary 

The new Commission Chairman, Dr. William T. Hogarth, and the ICCAT Executive Secretary met on several 
occasions during the year to discuss matters regarding the Commission, including preparations for the 2006 
ICCAT annual meeting. Below is a brief summary of these meetings: 

1. February 9, 2006, Washington, DC: Issues discussed included the status of the data fund and other 
budget issues; a possible management review of the Secretariat; ICCAT’s participation in the 
preparatory meeting for the United Nations review conference and the review conference itself; the 
Secretariat’s responsibility with respect to the Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen ICCAT [Res. 05-
10]; ICCAT’s potential role at the 2007 joint tuna RFMO meeting in Japan and improving cooperation 
with other tuna bodies, including CCSBT; ideas to mark ICCAT’s 40th anniversary; preparations for the 
2006 Chairman’s workshops; next steps regarding the PWG and Compliance Committee; structure of 
the 2006 ICCAT meeting; the Secretariat’s responsibility with regard to ICCAT’s regional observer 
program for transshipment vessels [Rec. 05-06]; the possible recruitment of a compliance officer, and 
scheduling of future meetings. 

2. March 3, 2006, Paris, France: Issues discussed included several follow-up items from the February 
meeting and several new issues, including:  status of the budget; status of the Chair’s workshops, in 
particular workshop funding and specification of the Morocco workshop; PWG-COC next steps; status 
of the April inter-sessional meetings; confirmation of Syria’s membership; confirmation of Chair’s visit 
to the Secretariat’s offices, and other miscellaneous issues. 

3. April 17, 2006, Madrid, Spain: The primary purpose of this visit was for the Chairman to meet the 
Secretariat staff.  In addition, the Chairman and Executive Secretary visited Spanish Government 
officials to discuss matters on the Commission, including the pending move of the Secretariat offices.  
Discussion between the Chairman and the Executive Secretary focused on preparations for the inter-
sessional meetings, the proposed Officers Meeting in Palma, and the ICCAT annual meeting. 

4. May 21, 2006, New York, United States: The primary purpose of this meeting was to finalize 
preparations for ICCAT’s participation in the United Nations review conference. 

5. September 11, 2006, Madrid, Spain: Issues discussed focused on preparations for the remaining 
Chairman’s workshops, with particular reference to the Ghana workshop.  The Chairman and Executive 
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Secretary took the opportunity to meet again with Spanish Government officials to discuss Commission 
related issues. 

6. September 19, 2006, Tokyo, Japan: At the margin of the Distant water workshop, the Chairman and the 
Executive Secretary met to finalize the annotated agenda, the Timetable and other pending issues of the 
annual meeting. The issue of scheduling COC and PWG meetings was discussed. 

7. October 25, 2006, Brussels: On the occasion of the Workshop for the North Atlantic, the Chairman and  
the Executive Secretary met on October 24, 2006 to focus on the next Commission meeting. In this 
regard, the agendas of the meeting, as well as those of the different committees, have been revised. The 
discussion also focused on the points that will be raised at the Meeting of Commission Officers, on 
November 16, 2006 and the meeting of Head Delegates, which will take place on November 17, 2006, 
prior to the opening session. The point has been made regarding certain documents that still have to be 
distributed, in particular, that concerning the Compliance Committees and PWG. It was agreed that the 
Chairman and the Executive Secretary would hold their meeting in Dubrovnik on November 15, 2006 
to finalize matters. 

In addition to these planned meetings, the Chairman and Executive Secretary met numerous times throughout the year 
on an ad hoc basis to discuss Commission business, including on the fringes of the five Chairman’s workshops (April, 
July, September (2), and October) and in advance of the 2006 ICCAT meeting in Croatia. 
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2006 FINANCIAL REPORT1 

 

 

Introduction 
 
Fiscal year 2006 has been somewhat difficult for the Secretariat mainly because the Commission, at its 19th 
Regular Meeting (Seville, 2005), adopted a budget with no increase with respect to 2005. For this reason, the 
Secretariat has made an extreme effort to control each and every expense, differentiating between the most 
necessary and essential purchases and postponing those expenditures having lesser priority for the functioning of 
the Secretariat to future fiscal periods.  
 
It should be also noted that the move to the new Headquarters did not occur in 2006. For that reason, we have 
not had to confront expenses such as electricity, water, etc. that will have to be met in the near future and which 
are going to represent a substantial increase in expenses charged to Chapter 6 of the budget (Office Expenses). 
 
On the other hand, we should stress that in the last two years the Commission has closed the fiscal year with a 
balance in the Working Capital Fund at about 30% of the regular budget. This indicates a trend towards a 
regularization of the financial situation of the Commission, which is directly related to the actions carried out so 
that the Contracting Parties in arrears pay their pending debt, in addition to the improvement that the entry into 
force of the Madrid Protocol will bring about. 
 
1. Auditor’s Report – Fiscal Year 2005 
 
In accordance with the decision adopted by the Commission the auditing firm Deloitte & Touch prepared the 
Independent Auditor’s Report corresponding to fiscal year 2005. 
 
The Executive Secretary sent a copy of the Auditor’s Report to the Governments of all the Contracting Parties in 
June 2006 (ICCAT Salida #1059/06). The Auditor’s Report includes the Budgetary Statements of ICCAT:  
General Balance, Composition and Balance of the Working Capital Fund, Budgetary and Extra-budgetary 
expenses, Status of the Contracting Party Contributions, Budgetary and Extra-budgetary Income Received and 
the Explanatory Notes of these, corresponding to fiscal year that ended on December 31, 2005. It should be 
noted that at the close of fiscal year 2005, the General Balance Sheet showed an effective balance in Cash and 
Banks amounting to €1,080,262.91, corresponding to the available in the Working Capital Fund, €851,589.74 
(which represents 39.20% of the Budget), to the advances on future contributions accumulated to the close of 
fiscal year 2005 amounting to €66,086.33, and to the available in the Commission’s trust funds for other 
Programs, €162,586.84. 
 
The balance of accumulated pending contributions at the close of fiscal year 2005 (corresponding to 2005 and 
previous years) amounted to a total of €1,717,045.51. 
 
2. Financial status of the first half of the biennial budget – Fiscal year 2006 
 
Following the recommendation made by the new auditing firm, in fiscal year 2006 the bookkeeping entries were 
carried out applying the income principle, i.e. apply income and expenditures based on the real movement of 
assets and services that these represent, as opposed to the option of noting the operations based on collection or 
payment that these generate, as has been done up to now. As a result of this change, there are new items on the 
General Balance Sheet. 
 
All the Commission’s financial operations corresponding to fiscal year 2006 have been maintained in Euros. The 
accounting entries that originated in United States dollars are also registered in Euros, applying the official 
exchange rates facilitated monthly by the United Nations. 
 
The 2006 regular budget, amounting to €2,172,222.94, was approved by the Commission at its 19th Regular 
Meeting (Seville, November 2005). The General Balance Sheet (attached as Statement 1) shows the assets and 
liabilities to the close of fiscal year 2006, which are shown in detail in Tables 1 to 6, as well as that 
corresponding to 2005. 
 
Table 1 shows the status of the contributions of each Contracting Party.  
                                                           
1 Information as of December 31, 2006. 
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The contributions received and distributed by groups, according to the Madrid Protocol, were as follows:  
 

Contracting Parties Contributions  
Groups No.  Total 

payment 
Partial 

payment Pending Budget Paid % 

A 8 7 1 0 1,314,194.88 1,280,053.59 97.40 
B 7 6 1 0 456,166.82 452,570.34 99.21 
C 16 11 0 5 347,555.67 163,336.97 47.00 
D 10 3 1 6 54,305.57 23,980.25 44.16 

TOTAL 41 27 3 11 2,172,222.94 1,919,941.15 88.39 
   
Of the budget approved, income towards 2006 contributions amounted to €1,919,941.15, which represents 
88.39% of the budget. Only 27 of the 41 Contracting Parties included in this budget have paid their total 
contribution: (Algeria, Angola, Barbados, Belize, Brazil, Canada, China (People’s Rep.), Croatia, European 
Community, France (St. Pierre & Miquelon), Guatemala, Iceland, Japan, Korea, Libya, Mexico, Morocco, 
Namibia, Norway, Philippines, Russia, Senegal, South Africa, Trinidad & Tobago, Turkey, United States and 
Venezuela). Tunisia paid 90.91% of its 2006 contribution (€35,963.17) and United Kingdom (Overseas 
Territories) paid 52.45% (€37,653.18). Taking these percentages into account, it is noted that some Contracting 
Parties pay by bank transfers without taking the bank charges into account. Thus, the bank charges are not taken 
into consideration in the contribution amounts of some Contracting Parties. Such is the case of Côte d’Ivoire. 
 
The contributions to the 2006 Regular Budget that are pending payment from the Contracting Parties amount to 
€252,281.79, which represents 11.61% of the budget. 
 
An advance received in 2002 from Libya (€114,537.98) of which there remained a balance of €42,639.75, has 
been applied towards the total payment of its 2006 contribution. There is still a balance of €32,378.22 in favor of 
Libya, which will be applied towards the payment of future contributions. The advance received from Angola in 
2005 (€20,478) has been applied towards the total payment of its 2006 contribution, and the remaining balance, 
in favor of Angola (€14,007.63) will be applied towards the payment of future contributions. The advance from 
Belize (€2,968.58) has been applied towards the partial payment of its 2006 contribution. 
 
The total accumulated debt from budgetary and extra-budgetary contributions amounts to €1,534,722.18, which 
includes, among others, extra-budgetary contributions from Contracting Parties that have recently joined the 
Commission: Honduras (€14,937), Nicaragua (€6,387.40) and St. Vincent and the Grenadines (€7,544.64), and 
debts pending from Benin (€50,508.83) and Cuba (€66,317.48), who are no longer Contracting Parties to 
ICCAT. 
 
Table 2 shows the liquidation of budgetary expenses to the close of fiscal year 2006, as well as the liquidation of 
2005, broken down by chapters. 
 
Budgetary expenses 
 
As of the end of the fiscal year, 92.65% of the budget adopted by the Commission was spent. Following 
herewith are some general comments, by budget chapter.  
 
Chapter 1 – Salaries: The salaries and remuneration of 14 Secretariat staff members were charged to this 
chapter: four staff in the Professional or Higher categories (an Executive Secretary and an Assistant Executive 
Secretary (six months), a Head of Finance and Administration and a Compliance Technician), six staff in the 
General Services category (four Translators in the Language Department, an Administrative Secretary and a 
Mail and Photocopy Clerk), and four staff included in the Spanish social security system (a Translator in the 
Language Departments, a Mail and Photocopy Clerk, a Purchasing Assistant, and a Assistant Bookkeeper). 
 
In 2006 the United Nations Civil Service Commission published a new pension scale for staff in the Professional 
or Higher categories, as well as the salary and pension scale for Madrid for staff in the General Services 
category. All these increments are charged to this chapter, complying with the date of entry into force of each of 
these scales.  
 
Therefore, the total amount for Chapter 1 includes the updating of the remuneration schemes to those in effect 
for staff classified in the United Nations categories, including tenure and contribution to the Van Breda Pension 
Plan. It also includes the cost of Spanish social security for Secretariat staff included in this system, the payment 
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of taxes in accordance with that stipulated in Article 10 of the ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules, as well as 
educational allowance expenses for the staff concerned in accordance with Article 16 of the aforementioned 
Staff Regulations.  
 
The amount charged to Chapter 1 represented 93.50% of the amount budgeted.  
 
Chapter 2 – Travel: Chapter 2 – Travel: The amount charged to this chapter of the budget amounted to 
€24,506.66 (56.86% of the amounted budgeted) and corresponded to the trip expenses and per diem for 
Secretariat participation in the meetings of international organizations and those of regional and/or international 
bodies. 
 
Chapter 3 – Commission Meetings: This chapter included expenses amounting to €120,561.20 (which 
surpassed the amount budgeted by 4.04% of the amount budgeted), corresponded to trips made by the Secretariat 
for the preparation of the annual meeting in Dubrovnik and the meeting expenses, which included Secretariat 
expenses (travel, per diem, overtime, etc.), interpreters´ expenses (travel, lodging, per diem, honoraria and loss 
of income due to travel, as well as expenses incurred for the transport of material. This increase was due to the 
extension of the meeting with respect to the duration that was foreseen and adopted at the meeting in 2005. 
  
Chapter 4 – Publications: The expenses charged to this chapter amounted to €36,244.11 (69.08% of the 
amount budgeted), corresponding to the expenses incurred for the purchase of material for publications, i.e. 
paper and toner, (€5,774.86), reproduction of documents (€6,975.68), photocopier rental (€13,820.40), printer 
binding of the following publications: Statistical Bulletin, Vol. 35, Report for Biennial Period 2004-05, Part II, 
Vols. 1, 2 and 3 in the three official languages of the Commission, Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. 
59 (Nos. 1, 2 and 3) (€5,085.13), and payment of the drawings and posters for ICCAT´s 40th anniversary 
(€4,588.04). 
 
Chapter 5 – Office Equipment: Expenses charged to this chapter amounted to €500.01, which represented 
6.21% of the amount budgeted, and included the purchase of new furniture for one office. 
  
Chapter 6 – Operating Expenses: The expenses incurred in this chapter amounted to €111,628.69 (99.08% of 
the amount budgeted), which corresponded to: office material (€9,740.45); communication costs: mailing of 
official correspondence and ICCAT publications (€18,229.33), phone (€19,683.58), fax (€963.23); bank charges 
(€5,237.51); audit (€18,730.52); maintenance contracts: insurance, office cleaning, garage rental, etc. 
(€24,614.59); and representation expenses (€14,429.48).  
 
Chapter 7 – Miscellaneous: This chapter includes various expenses of a minor nature, such as minor purchases 
for the Secretariat. The amount charged to this chapter amounted to €5,849.52 and represented 90.86% of the 
amount budgeted.  
 
Chapter 8 – Coordination of Research: The expenses incurred in this chapter amounted to €756,374.55 
(94.49% of the amount budgeted), broken down according to the following sub-chapters: 
 
A) Salaries: Expenses corresponding to the salaries of seven Secretariat staff members have been charged to 

this sub-chapter: five staff in the Professional or Higher categories: an Assistant Executive Secretary (six 
months), a Head of the Department of Statistics, a Biostatistician, a Publications Coordinator and a 
Publications Technician, a staff member in the General Services category (Information Technology 
Specialist), and two staff included in the Spanish social security system (a Database Programmer and a 
Technical Assistant).  

 
 The observations made under Chapter 1 concerning the salary scheme in effect in 2006 for staff classified in 

the United Nations categories also apply to this sub-chapter, as well as the costs for Spanish social security 
for Secretariat staff included in this system, the payment of taxes in accordance with Article 10 of the 
ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules, educational allowance for staff entitled to this in accordance with 
Article 16 of the ICCAT Staff Regulations, and expenses for home leave in accordance with Article 27. 

 
The expenditures in this sub-chapter exceeded the amount budgeted by 8.91%. This excess referred to the 
salary for the Publications Coordinator that was not budgeted and which was assumed by the Working 
Capital Fund, in accordance with instructions from the Commission at its 2005 meeting.  
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B) Travel to improve statistics: The amount charged to this sub-chapter was €23,459.08 and corresponds to trip 
and per diem expenses for Secretariat participation in the following meetings: travel to participate in 
meetings of other organizations (€20,484.23) and ICCAT inter-sessional meetings (€2,974.85). 

 
C) Statistics-Biology: Charges to this sub-chapter included the annual cost for maintenance of the ICCAT web 

page and ICCAT electronic mail (€13,068.00), and the payment of the 2006 ICCAT tagging lottery prizes 
for tropical tunas and for temperate tunas (€788.00). 

 
D) Computer-related items: The amount incurred in this sub-chapter (€16,338.18), corresponded to the 

purchase of computers, printers, server, software, memory expansion, printer repairs and the purchase of 
diverse computer material.  

 
E)  Database maintenance: Expenses of this sub-chapter amounted to €1,523.97, corresponding to the purchase 

of annual licenses and maintenance of the air conditioning unit where the server is located.  
 
F) Telephone-Internet domain: The expense charged for this concept amounted to €5,702.46, corresponding to 

Internet connection fees and maintenance. 
 
G) Scientific meetings (including SCRS): The amount spent in this sub-chapter amounted to €64,355.24 

corresponding to part of the expenses for the annual meeting of the Standing Committee on Research and 
Statistics (SCRS) held in Madrid: interpreters’ honoraria, simultaneous translation equipment, overtime, 
Secretariat staff expenses, office material and photocopying, conference room, Secretariat work rooms at the 
hotel where the meeting was held.  

 
H) ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (BYP): The Contracting Parties financed a budget of €14,588.60, as an 

ICCAT budgetary contribution to this Program. The breakdown of income and expenses is given in the table 
referring to this Program.  

 
I) ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish: The Contracting Parties financed a budget of €11,273.01, 

as an ICCAT budgetary contribution to this Program. The breakdown of income and expense is given in the 
table referring to this Program. 

 
J)   Miscellaneous: As of the close of fiscal year 2006, no expenses had been charged to this sub-chapter. 
 
Chapter 9 – Contingencies: The amount spent in this chapter amounted to €12,260.40 (59.52% of the amount 
budgeted) and corresponded to interpreters´ honoraria and overtime, due to the extension of the 2006 
Commission meeting.  
 
Chapter 10 – Separation from Service Fund: The amount charged to this chapter was €30,900 (100% of the 
budgeted expenses) was transferred to the Separation of Service Fund (see section 6 of this Report). 
 
Extra-budgetary expenses 
 
The extra-budgetary expenses incurred corresponded to the meeting held in Palma de Mallorca, which are 
explained in detail in section 7 of this Report, and to the negative differences in the currency exchange. 
  
Table 3 shows the budgetary and extra-budgetary income received by the Commission in fiscal year 2006. 
 
Budgetary income 
 
Extra-budgetary income received amounted to €1,919,941.15, from Contracting Party contributions paid in 2006 
towards the 2006 Budget. 
 
Extra-budgetary income 
 
Extra-budgetary income in fiscal year 2006 amounted to €211,784.68. This income included the contribution 
from Syria, as a new Contracting Party to ICCAT (€3,514.88), observer fees (Adena, Oceana, CIPS, IGFA, 
Ocean Conservancy, Chinese Taipei, OPRT, Greenpeace, WIES, Medisamak, Seychelles, NCMC and 
CARICOM) (€11,947.01), voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei (€100,950), voluntary contribution from 
the Japan Data Improvement Project  (€12,148.99), bank interest (€22,770.43), reimbursement of Value Added 
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Tax (VAT) (€4,453.37) and income received from the European Community for the inter-sessional meetings 
held in Mallorca (€56,000). 
 
Income from accumulated pending contributions 
 
The income from accumulated pending contributions amounted to €442,149.76. This amount corresponds to the 
contributions towards previous budgets paid by United Kingdom-Overseas Territories (€37,376.98), Côte 
d’Ivoire (€5.00), Tunisia (€3,597.94), Peoples´s Republic of China (€0.22), Ghana (€272,384.71), Uruguay 
(€29,507.75), Venezuela (€71,105.28), Senegal (€19,665.57), and Vanuatu (€8,506.31). 
 
Table 4 shows the composition and balance of the Working Capital Fund. The Fund is comprised of: the balance 
at the start of the fiscal year (€851,589.74), and the surplus from fiscal year 2006 (€481,026.90) or the 
liquidation of income received or applied and from expenditures incurred that will be applied on January 1, 2007 
towards the balance of the Fund. Consequently, at the start of fiscal year 2007, the Working Capital Fund will 
have an available balance of €1,332,616.64 (61.35% of the 2006 Regular Budget). 
 
Table 5 shows Cash Flow in fiscal year 2006 as regards income and expenses. 
 
Table 6 shows the status of Cash and Banks with a balance of €1,681,215.93 which corresponds to the total 
available in the Working Capital Fund (€1,293,739.50) and the surplus from the fiscal period which will be 
applied on January 1, 2007 (€38,877.14), as well as the available in the ICCAT Enhanced Research Program on 
Billfish (€1,343.60), the available in the ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (€17,769.81), the available in the Special 
Data Fund (€95,438.99), the available in the Separation From Service Fund (€53,440.98), the available in the 
Regional Workshops Fund (€7,067.46), the available in the Fund to Prohibit Driftnets (€23,708.31), the available 
in the IEO/ICCAT Memoranda of Understanding Fund (€573.02), the available in the EC Fund for the ICCAT 
Manual (€12,906.69), the available in the Japan Fund for Tags (€20,457.20), expenses incurred by the Japan 
Data Improvement Fund that are pending reimbursement (€1,794.48), debts for purchases or services 
(€69,562.77), the provision of expenses of the fiscal year (€9,792.43), budgetary expenses of fiscal year 2007 
paid in advance (€7,154.51), payments pending application (€900) and advances on future contributions 
(€46,387.02). 
 
3.  ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish  

ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish Euros (€) 
Balance at start of fiscal year 2006 5,016.83 
  
INCOME  
Financed by ICCAT 11,273.01 

Total Income  11,273.01 
  
EXPENSES  
Program expenses 14,861.60 
Bank charges 84.64 

Total Expenses 14,946.24 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 1,343.60 

  
4. Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 

ICCAT Bluefin Year Program Euros (€) 
Balance at start of fiscal year 2006 13,201.79 
  
INCOME  
Financed by ICCAT 14,588.60 

Total Income  14,588.60 
  
EXPENSES  
Program expenses 10,000.00 
Bank charges 20.58 

Total Expenses 10,020.58 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 17,769.81 
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5. Special Data Fund 
 
At its 2003 Meeting, the Commission approved the Resolution by ICCAT on Improvements in Data Collection 
and Quality Assurance [Res. 03-21]. For this purpose, in 2005 the Secretariat received contributions from the 
United States in order to continue the Special Data Fund. The Fund showed the following balance at the close of 
fiscal year 2006:  
 

Special Data Fund  Euros (€) 
Balance at start of fiscal year 2006 121,827.24 
  
INCOME  
Special contributions  0.00 

Total Income  0.00 
  
EXPENSES  
ICCAT Manual  6,141.50 
Travel 16,542.72 
Observer Program 3,600.00 
Bank charges 104.03 

Total Expenses 26,388.25 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 95,438.99 

 
6. Separation from Service Fund 
 
No expenses were charged to the Separation from Service Fund in 2006. Therefore, the status of the Fund at the 
close of the fiscal year was as follows: 
 

Separation from Service Fund Euros (€) 
Balance at start of fiscal year 2006 22,540.98 
  
INCOME  
Financed by ICCAT 30,900.00 
  

Total Income  30,900.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Fund expenses 0.00 
  

Total Expenses 0.00 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 53,440.98 

 
7. ICCAT inter-sessional meetings in Palma de Mallorca 
 
The European Community invited the Commission to hold the 4th Meeting of the Working Group to Develop 
Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Management Strategies, and the 2nd Meeting of the Working 
Group to Review Statistical Monitoring Programs in the city of Palma de Mallorca (April 19 to 21 and April 24 
to 26, respectively), and assumed the major part of the expenses for organization (€56,000). The ICCAT 
Working Capital Fund assumed the remainder of the expenses, which amounted to €5,300.21. 
 

ICCAT Inter-sessional Meetings in Palma de Mallorca Euros (€) 
INCOME  
Financed by the European Community  56,000.00 
  

Total Income  56,000.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Meeting expenses 61,300.21 
  

Total Expenses 61,300.21 

Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 -5,300.21 
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8. Japan Data Improvement Project (JDIP) 
 
Since January 2005, the Japan Data Improvement Project (JDIP), a five-year program with an annual budget of 
US$308,350 per annum, has maintained independent bookkeeping. Yet, the management and payment of certain 
Project expenses are made by ICCAT as the administrative entity. For this reason, these concepts are included in 
the ICCAT accounts and then cancelled when ICCAT is reimbursed.  
 
9.  Fund for Regional Workshops 
 
In 2006, the Commission Chairman convened various regional workshops for the ICCAT members. The 
objective of these Workshops was so that the Contracting Parties could express their opinions and points of view 
on any subject of importance related to ICCAT and on the Commission’s priorities for 2006-2007 and future 
years. The Chairman sent €65,122 to manage the expenditures through the Secretariat. At the close of fiscal year 
2006 the status of the Fund was as follows:  
 
 

Fund for Regional Workshops Euros (€) 
INCOME  
Financed by the Chairman 65,122.00 
  

Total Income  65,122.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Regional Workshop #1  – Agadir, Morocco 4,948.73 
Regional Workshop #2  – San Pedro, Belize 20,013.54 
Regional Workshop #3  – Accra, Ghana 17,680.62 
Regional Workshop #4 – Tokyo, Japan 9,265.53 
Regional Workshop #5 – Brussels, Belgium 6,145.83 
Bank charges 0.29 
  

Total Expenses 58,054.54 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 7,067.46 

 
10. Fund to Prohibit Driftnets 
 
In 2006 the Fund to Prohibit Driftnets was created to contribution to compliance of the Recommendation by 
ICCAT Relating to Mediterranean Swordfish [Ref. 03-04]. The Fund is financed by a voluntary contribution 
from the United States and, at the close of fiscal year 2006, showed the following balance: 
 

Fund to Prohibit Driftnets Euros (€) 
  
INCOME  
Voluntary contribution from United States  25,020.00 
  

Total Income  25,020.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Fund expenses  1,295.25 
Bank charges  16.44 
  

Total Expenses 1,311.69 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 23,708.31 

 
 
11. IEO/ICCAT Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Fund 
 
In June 2006, a joint Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was signed between the Instituto Español de 
Oceanografía-IEO (Spanish Institute of Oceanography) and ICCAT to collaborate in research matters of 
common interest. The objective is to advance in the study of the biology, fishing and sustainable exploitation of 
the ICCAT-managed species through electronic tagging. The MOU is for a three-year period and is expected to 
be financed by the IEO in the amount of €70,000 for each year. 
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Fund for the IEO/ICCAT Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Euros (€) 
INCOME  
Voluntary contribution from IEO 70,000.00 
  

Total Income  70,000.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Fund expenses 69,404.28 
Bank charges 22.70 
  

Total Expenses 69,426.98 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006  573.02 

 
 
12. EC Fund for ICCAT Manual 
 
This Fund was created in 2006 to complete the ICCAT Manual. The current balance in this Fund, accredited by 
the European Community, is as follows: 
 

EC Fund for ICCAT Manual Euros (€) 
INCOME  
Voluntary contribution from the European Community 20,000.00 
  

Total Income 20,000.00 
  
EXPENSES  
Fund expenses  7,093.31 
  

Total Expenses 7,093.31 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 12,906.69 

 
 
13. Japan Fund for Tags 
 
This Fund was established in 2006 for the tag rewards. This current balance of this Fund, accredited by Japan, is 
as follows: 
 

Japan Fund for Tags Euros (€) 
INCOME  
Voluntary contribution from Japan 20,457.20 
  

Total Income  20,457.20 
  
EXPENSES  
Fund expenses  0.00 
  

Total Expenses 0.00 
Balance at close of fiscal year 2006 20,457.20 

 
 



Statement 1. Balance sheet at the close of fiscal period (Euros).
FISCAL YEAR 

2006
FISCAL YEAR 

2005
FISCAL YEAR 

2006
FISCAL YEAR 

2005

A) ASSETS 58,725.96 107,196.24 A) WORKING CAPITAL FUND 1,332,616.64 851,589.74
I. Non-fixed assets 1,911.36 0.00 I. Surplus from previous fiscal years 851,589.74 328,199.06

1. Computer applications 2,335.49 0.00 1. Remainder 851,589.74 328,199.06
2. Depreciation -424.13 0.00 II. Surplus of fiscal year (Note 3) 481,026.90 523,390.68

II. Fixed assets 56,444.59 106,826.23 1. Surplus of fiscal year 481,026.90 523,390.68
1. Furniture 49,908.47 49,477.43
2. Other assets 150,870.06 136,373.62 B) Guarantee deposits 370.01 370.01
3. Depreciation -144,333.94 -79,024.82 I. Guarantee deposits 370.01 370.01

III. Financial assets 370.01 370.01 1. Guarantee deposits 370.01 370.01
1.Long-term deposits 370.01 370.01

C) NET ACQUIRED ASSETS 58,355.95 106,826.23
B) WORKING CAPITAL 3,223,992.62 2,797,308.42 I. Net acquired assets 58,355.95 106,826.23

I. Receivables 1,535,622.18 1,717,045.51 1. Net acquired assets - non-fixed 56,444.59 106,826.23
1. Receivables from past due contributions 1,534,722.18 1,717,045.51 2. Net acquried assets - fixed 1,911.36 0.00

Past due budgetary contributions 1,505,853.14 1,672,760.26
Past due extra-budgetary contributions 28,869.04 44,285.25 D) ACCUMULATED PENDING CONTRIBUTIONS 1,534,722.18 1,717,045.51

2. Payments pending application 900.00 0.00 I. Budgetary contributions 1,505,853.14 1,672,760.26
II. Available 1,681,215.93 1,080,262.91 1. Budgetary -- current fiscal year 252,281.79 480,003.54

1. Cash on hand 3,435.25 600.00 2. Budgetary -- previous fiscal years 1,253,571.35 1,192,756.72
Cash on hand (Euros) 800.00 600.00 II. Extra-budgetary contributions 28,869.04 44,285.25
Cash on hand (US$) 2,635.25 0.00 1. Extra-budgetary -- current fiscal year 7,544.64 19,665.57
[Fiscal year 2006: US$3,472 x 0.759 €/US$ = €2,635.25 ] 2. Extra-budgetary -- previous fiscal years 21,324.40 24,619.68

2. Bank checking accounts (Euros) 1,450,878.12 932,331.42
BBVA - Acct. 0200176725 (Euros) 35,630.36 52,499.04 356,653.80 228,673.17
BBVA - Acct. 0200173290 (Euros) 349,117.38 461,305.05 I. Trust Funds 230,911.58 162,586.84
BBVA - Time deposit (Euros) 1,000,000.00 400,000.00 1. Enhanced Research Program for Billfish 1,343.60 5,016.83
Banco Caixa Geral - Acct. 0150255223 (Euros) 7,662.80 7,698.15 2. Bluefin Year Program 17,769.81 13,201.79
Barclays - Acct. 0021000545 (Euros) 58,467.58 10,829.18 3. Special Data Fund 95,438.99 121,827.24

3. Bank checking accounts (US$) 226,902.56 147,331.49 4. Separation from Service Fund 53,440.98 22,540.98
BBVA - Acct. 2010012035 (US$) 220,303.87 139,898.87 5. Japan Data Improvement Fund -1,794.48 0.00
[Fiscal year 2006: US$290,255.43 x 0.759 €/US$ = €220,303.87] 6. Fund for Regional Workshops 7,067.46 0.00
[Fiscal year 2005: US$164,586.91 x 0.850 €/US$ = €139,898.87] 7. Fund to Prohibit Driftnets 23,708.31 0.00
Barclays - Acct. 0041000347 (US$) 6,598.69 7,432.62 8. IEO/ICCAT MOU Fund 573.02 0.00
[Fiscal year 2006: US$8,693.93 x 0,759 €/US$ = €6,598.69] 9. EC Fund for ICCAT Manual 12,906.69 0.00
[Fiscal year 2005: US$8,744.26x 0.850 €/US$ = €7,432.62] 10. Japan Fund for Tags 20,457.20 0.00

III. End of period adjustments 7,154.51 0.00 II. Creditors 69,562.77 0.00
1. Advanced budgetary expenses 5,364.51 0.00 1. Creditors of budgetary expenses 66,544.32 0.00
2. Advanced expenses - 2007 Tokyo Meeting 1,790.00 0.00 2. Creditors of 2007 Tokyo Meeting expenses 1,790.00 0.00

3. Creditors of Japan Data Improvement Project expenses 1,228.45 0.00
III. Accrued expenses pending allocation 9,792.43 0.00

1. Accrued budgetary expenses pending allocation 9,792.43 0.00
IV. End of period adjustments 46,387.02 66,086.33

1. Advances on future contributions 46,387.02 66,086.33

TOTAL ASSETS(A+B) TOTAL LIABILITIES (A+B+C+D+E) 3,282,718.58 2,904,504.66

A S S E T S L I A B I L I T I E S

3,282,718.58 2,904,504.66

E) SHORT-TERM CREDITORS



Table 1. Status of Contracting Party contributions (at the close of fiscal year 2006)  (Euros).
Balance due at start 2006 Contracting Contributions paid in 2006 Contributions paid in 2006

Contracting Party of fiscal year 2006 Party contributions or applied to 2006 budget towards previous budgets Balance due
A) Regular Commission Budget
Algérie 0.00 17,686.98 17,686.98 0.00 0.00
Angola 1/ 0.00 6,470.37 6,470.37 0.00 0.00
Barbados 0.00 3,387.96 3,387.96 0.00 0.00
Belize 2/ 0.00 9,433.46 9,433.46 0.00 0.00
Brazil 0.00 169,291.83 169,291.83 0.00 0.00
Canada 0.00 62,127.36 62,127.36 0.00 0.00
Cap-Vert 262,762.99 19,366.84 0.00 0.00 282,129.83
China, People's Rep. Of 3/ 0.22 22,498.73 22,498.73 0.22 0.00
Communauté européenne 0.00 757,562.41 757,562.41 0.00 0.00
Côte d'Ivoire 5.00 5,932.55 5,927.55 5.00 5.00
Croatia 0.00 8,079.83 8,079.83 0.00 0.00
France - St. P. & M. 0.00 57,115.36 57,115.36 0.00 0.00
Gabon 112,746.01 10,357.93 0.00 0.00 123,103.94
Ghana 714,028.60 144,764.73 0.00 272,384.71 586,408.62
Guatemala, Rep. of 0.00 3,045.46 3,045.46 0.00 0.00
Guinea Ecuatorial 7,332.23 9,433.46 0.00 0.00 16,765.69
Guinea, Rep. of 84,646.10 1,522.73 0.00 0.00 86,168.83
Honduras 46,361.10 3,045.46 0.00 0.00 49,406.56
Iceland 0.00 28,519.06 28,519.06 0.00 0.00
Japan 0.00 124,791.04 124,791.04 0.00 0.00
Korea, Rep. of 0.00 12,697.83 12,697.83 0.00 0.00
Libya 4/ 0.00 10,261.53 10,261.53 0.00 0.00
Maroc 0.00 29,212.29 29,212.29 0.00 0.00
Mexico 0.00 60,482.24 60,482.24 0.00 0.00
Namibia 0.00 20,643.61 20,643.61 0.00 0.00
Nicaragua Rep. de 6,892.86 1,522.73 0.00 0.00 8,415.59
Norway 0.00 31,195.19 31,195.19 0.00 0.00
Panama 63,147.03 11,197.13 0.00 0.00 74,344.16
Philippines, Rep. of 0.00 8,536.87 8,536.87 0.00 0.00
Russia 0.00 9,110.59 9,110.59 0.00 0.00
Sâo Tomé e Príncipe 88,876.87 3,339.84 0.00 0.00 92,216.71
Senegal 0.00 20,324.16 20,324.16 0.00 0.00
South Africa 0.00 45,423.64 45,423.64 0.00 0.00
Trinidad & Tobago 0.00 31,857.46 31,857.46 0.00 0.00
Tunisie 3,597.94 39,559.65 35,963.17 3,597.94 3,596.48
Turkey 0.00 48,096.02 48,096.02 0.00 0.00
United Kingdom (O.T.) 37,376.98 71,794.47 37,653.18 37,376.98 34,141.29
United States 0.00 181,089.99 181,089.99 0.00 0.00
Uruguay 43,721.57 8,465.44 0.00 29,507.75 22,679.26
Vanuatu 13,333.17 1,522.73 0.00 5,211.03 9,644.87
Venezuela 71,105.28 61,455.98 61,455.98 71,105.28 0.00
Sub-total A) 1,555,933.95 2,172,222.94 1,919,941.15 419,188.91 1,389,026.83
B) New Contracting Parties
Honduras (30-01-01) 14,937.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14,937.00
Vanuatu (25-10-02) 3,295.28 0.00 0.00 3,295.28 0.00
Nicaragua Rep. (11-03-04) 6,387.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 6,387.40
Senegal (21-12-04) 19,665.57 0.00 0.00 19,665.57 0.00
Syria (02-09-05) 5/ 0.00 3,514.88 3,514.88 0.00 0.00
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines (20-11-06) 0.00 7,544.64 0.00 0.00 7,544.64
Sub-total B) 44,285.25 11,059.52 3,514.88 22,960.85 28,869.04
C) Withdrawals of Contracting Parties
Cuba (Efectivo:31-12-91) 66,317.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 66,317.48
Benin (Efectivo:31-12-94) 50,508.83 0.00 0.00 0.00 50,508.83
Sub-total C) 116,826.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 116,826.31
TOTAL A)+B)+C) 1,717,045.51 2,183,282.46 1,923,456.03 442,149.76 1,534,722.18
1/ The advance from Angola received in 2005 (€20,478.00) was applied towards full payment of its 2006 contributions. There is a balance of €14,007.63 in favor of Angola, which will be applied towards future contributions.
2/ The advance from Belize (€2,968.58) was been applied in its entirety towards the partial payment of its 2006 contribution
3/ The advance from the People´s Republic of China (€1.05) will be applied towards the payment of future contributions.
4/ Of the advance from Libya received in 2002 (€114,537.98), the amount of €42,639.75 was applied towards the full payment of its 2006 contribution. There is a balance of €32,378.22 in favor of Libya that will be applied towards payment of future contribution
5/ The advance from Syria (€0.12) will be applied towards payment of future contributions.



Table 2. Budgetary and extra-budgetary expenses (to the end of the fiscal year)  (Euros).

Chapters Budget Fiscal year 2006 Fiscal year 2005

1. Budget and budgetary expenses

Chapter 1. Salaries 981,663.78 917,851.70 898,706.71
Chapter 2. Travel 43,102.69 24,506.66 28,088.04
Chapter 3. Commisson meetings (annual & inter-sessional) 115,884.75 120,561.20 83,695.08
Chapter 4. Publications 52,470.04 36,244.11 48,491.25
Chapter 5. Office Equipment 8,047.55 500.01 6,456.65
Chapter 6. Operating Expenses 112,665.73 111,628.69 110,041.77
Chapter 7. Miscellaneous 6,438.05 5,849.52 5,169.79
Chapter 8. Coordination of Research:

a) Salaries 555,762.73 605,278.01 495,737.60
b) Travel to improve statistics 36,471.51 23,459.08 19,200.32
c) Statistics - Biology 46,032.00 13,856.00 19,500.48
d) Computer-related items 25,750.00 16,338.18 25,404.24
e) Database maintenance 16,899.86 1,523.97 3,660.25
f) Telephone line - Internet domain 10,300.00 5,702.46 3,940.57
g) Scientific meetings (including SCRS) 77,256.50 64,355.24 51,315.32
h) ICCAT Bluefin Year Program  (BYP) 14,588.60 14,588.60 14,588.60
i) ICCAT Enhanced Billfish Research Program 11,273.01 11,273.01 11,273.01
j) Miscellaneous 6,116.14 0.00 0.00

Sub-total Chapter 8 800,450.35 756,374.55 644,620.39
Chapter 9. Contingencies 20,600.00 12,260.40 2,958.00
Chapter 10. Separation from Service Fund 30,900.00 30,900.00 30,900.00

TOTAL BUDGETARY EXPENSES (Chapters 1 to 10) 2,172,222.94 2,016,676.84 1,859,127.68

2. Extra-budgetary expenses

Expenses 2005 Fukuoka Meeting 0.00 46,892.53
Expenses 2006 Palma de Mallorca Meeting 61,300.21 0.00
Negative differences in exchange rate 14,871.64 0.00

TOTAL EXTRA-BUDGETARY EXPENSES 76,171.85 46,892.53

TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED IN THE FISCAL PERIOD 2,092,848.69 1,906,020.21



Table 3. Budgetary and extra-budgetary income received (to the close of the fiscal period)  (Euros).

Income Fiscal year 2006 Fiscal year 2005

1. Budgetary income

Contributions from Contracting Parties
Contributions paid or applied to the current budget 1,919,941.15 1,640,245.18

TOTAL BUDGETARY INCOME 1,919,941.15 1,640,245.18

2. Extra-budgetary income

Contributions from new Contracting Parties:
Contributions received from new Contracting Parties towards the fiscal period 3,514.88 3,418.82

Voluntary contributions:
From obsever fees at ICCAT meetings 11,947.01 7,347.35
From ICCAT/Japan Data Improvement Project 12,148.99 12,118.16
From Bigeye Program for Secretariat work 0.00 16,892.20
From Chinese Taipei to ICCAT 100,950.00 0.00

Bank interest 22,770.43 11,851.75

Reimbursement of VAT 4,453.37 4,998.74

Miscellaneous income
Miscellaneous income 0.00 325.66
Positive differences in exchange rate 0.00 16,943.71

Income Commission meetings
Income 2005 Fukuoka Meeting 0.00 46,652.20
Income 2006 Palma de Mallorca Meeting 56,000.00 0.00

TOTAL EXTRA-BUDGETARY INCOME 211,784.68 120,548.59

3. Income from accumulated pending contributions

Contributions from Contracting Parties
Contributions paid or applied towards previous budgets 419,188.91 604,558.53

Contributions from new Contracting Parties:
Contributions received from new Contracting Parties towards previous budgets 22,960.85 12,084.36

TOTAL INCOME FROM PENDING CONTRIBUTIONS 442,149.76 616,642.89

TOTAL INCOME IN THE FISCAL PERIOD 2,573,875.59 2,377,436.66



Table 4. Composition and balance in the Working Capital Fund (at the close of fiscal year 2006)  (Euros).

Balance available in the Working Capital Fund (at the start of fiscal year 2006 851,589.74

Surplus from fiscal year 2006 481,026.90

a) Liquidation of Income and Expenses to the budget of the fiscal year -96,735.69

Budgetary income 1,919,941.15

Budgetary expenses (Chapters 1 to 10) 2,016,676.84

b) Liquidation of other Income and Expenses not included in the budget of the fiscal period 135,612.83

Extra-budgetary income 211,784.68

Extra-budgetary expenses 76,171.85

c) Contributions paid in the fiscal period towards previous budgets 442,149.76

Contributions to Regular Budgets 419,188.91

Contributions from new Contracting Parties 22,960.85

Balance available at the start of fiscal year 2007 1,332,616.64



Table 5. Cash flow (at the close of fiscal year 2006)  (Euros).

Income and Origin Expenses and Application

Balance in Cash and Bank (at the start of fiscal year 2006) 1,080,262.91 Available in Trust Funds at the close of fiscal year 2005
applied in fiscal year 2006 162,586.84

Income:
Advances on contributions at the close of fiscal year 2005

Contributions paid in 2006 to the 2006 Budget 1,919,941.15 applied in fiscal year 2006 19,700.48

Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Parties Expenses:
paid towards the 2006 Budget 3,514.88

Budgetary expenses of fiscal year 2006 (Chapters 1 to 10) 2,016,676.84
Other extra-budgetary income received in 2006 208,269.80

Extra-budgetary expenses 76,171.85
Contributions paid in fiscal year 2006 towards previous budgets:

Advances received pending application to future contributions at the 
Contributions to Regular Budgets 419,188.91 close of fiscal year (Angola, Libya, People's Rep. of China, and Syria) 46,387.02
Contributions from new Contracting Parties 22,960.85

Working Capital Fund 851,589.74
Advances on future contributions received in 2006
(People's Rep. of China and Syria) 1.17 Surplus of fiscal year 481,026.90

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish 1,343.60 Available in ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish 1,343.60

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Bluefin Year Program 17,769.81 Available in ICCAT Bluefin Year Program 17,769.81

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Special Data Fund 95,438.99 Available in Special Data Fund 95,438.99

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Separation from Service Fund 53,440.98 Available in Separation from Service Fund 53,440.98

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Japan Data Improvement Project -1,794.48 Available in Japan Data Improvement Project -1,794.48

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Fund for Regional Workshops 7,067.46 Available in Fund for Regional Workshops 7,067.46

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Fund to Prohibit Driftnets 23,708.31 Available in Fund to Prohibit Driftnets 23,708.31

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of IEO/ICCAT MOU Fund 573.02 Available in IEO/ICCAT MOU Fund 573.02

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of EC Fund for ICCAT Manual 12,906.69 Available in EC Fund for ICCAT Manual 12,906.69

Balance at the close of fiscal year 2006 of Japan Fund for Tags 20,457.20 Available in Japan Fund for Tags 20,457.20

TOTAL INCOME AND ORIGIN 3,885,051.25 TOTAL EXPENSES AND APPLICATION 3,885,051.25



Table 6. Status of cash and banks (at the close of fiscal year 2006)  (Euros)

Summary Breakdown

Balance in Cash and Banks 1,681,215.93 Available in Working Capital Fund 851,589.74
Surplus from fiscal period (application on January 1, 2007) 481,026.90
Available in ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish 1,343.60
Available in ICCAT Bluefin Year Program 17,769.81
Available in Special Data Fund 95,438.99
Available in Separation from Service Fund 53,440.98
Available in Japan Data Improvement Project -1,794.48
Available in Fund for Regional Workshops 7,067.46
Available in Fund to Prohibit Driftnets 23,708.31
Available in IEO/ICCAT MOU Fund 573.02
Available in EC Fund for ICCAT Manual 12,906.69
Available in Japan Tag Fund 20,457.20
Debts for purchases or services 69,562.77
Allocation of extra-budgetary expenses 9,792.43
Total of advances received for their application towards future contributions 46,387.02
Payments pending application -900.00
Budgetary expenses advanced -7,154.51

TOTAL CASH IN CASH AND BANKS 1,681,215.93 TOTAL AVAILABLE 1,681,215.93
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 15TH SPECIAL MEETING OF THE INTERNATIONAL 

COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS  
(Dubrovnik, Croatia –November 17 to 26, 2006) 

 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The 15th Special Meeting of the Commission was opened on Friday, November 17, 2006 by the Commission 
Chairman, Dr. William Hogarth, who expressed his gratitude to the Government of Croatia for hosting the 
meeting. Dr. Hogarth welcomed the delegates, in particular, those from the Syrian Arab Republic, which had 
become a Contracting Party to the Commission this year.  
 
Dr. Hogarth reminded the delegates of the objectives outlined in the ICCAT Convention to maintain the stocks 
of tunas and tuna-like species in the Atlantic at levels of maximum sustainable yield and emphasized the 
importance of this meeting, taking into account that, in 2006, assessment of important stocks such as west 
Atlantic and east Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, north and south stocks of Atlantic swordfish, and blue 
marlin and white marlin. The Chairman also pointed out that the Commission would have a commemorative 
session to mark the 40th anniversary of ICCAT. Dr. Hogarth recognized the hard work that the Commission 
should carry out during this session and encouraged the delegates to work together to achieve the objectives 
anticipated.  
 
Dr. Hogarth thanked Mr. Zdenko Krmek, Secretary of State of the Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water 
Management of Croatia, Mr. Šime Vidulin, Vice-President of the Chamber of Commerce of Croatia, and Mr. 
Djuro Market, the Deputy Mayor of Dubrovnik, and the for their presence at the inaugural ceremony. He then 
gave the floor to the Deputy Mayor who, on behalf of the City of Dubrovnik, welcomed the delegates and 
recalled the close relationship between the city and the sea and fishing throughout its history. Mr. Vidulin then 
spoke and, on behalf of the members of the Chamber of Commerce, welcomed participants and recalled the 
importance of fishing for the Croatian economy. Lastly, the Secretary of State, on behalf of the Government of 
Croatia, thanked the Commission for having accepted Croatia’s invitation to hold this important meeting and 
pointed out the role of fishing and bluefin tuna farming in the industrial development of his country, and 
declared open the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT.  
 
The Opening Addresses are attached as ANNEX 3.1. 
 
The Delegate of Canada took the floor to announce the death of Mr. Nelson Beideman, a member of the Blue 
Water Fishermen’s Association and a participant at numerous Commission meetings as part of the delegation of 
the United States.  
 
 
2. Adoption of Agenda and arrangements 
 
The Agenda was reviewed and adopted without change and is attached as ANNEX 1.  
 
The Chairman also reviewed the work schedule, which is included in ANNEX 1. The Executive Secretary 
commented on the arrangements for the meeting. 
  
The ICCAT Secretariat served as rapporteur of the Plenary Sessions.  
 
 
3. Introduction of Contracting Party Delegations 
 
The following 38 Contracting Parties attended the meeting: Algeria, Angola, Belize, Brazil, Canada, China 
(People’s Republic), Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Equatorial Guinea, European Community, France (St. Pierre & 
Miquelon), Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea (Republic), Honduras, Iceland, Japan, Korea, Libya, Mexico. Morocco, 
Namibia, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Philippines, Russian Federation, Senegal, South Africa, St. Tome & 
Principe, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), United Status 
of America, Uruguay, Vanuatu and Venezuela. The List of Participants is attached as ANNEX 2. 
 
The opening statements by the Contracting Parties to the Plenary Sessions are attached as ANNEX 3.2. 
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It was noted that St. Vincent and the Grenadines became a Contracting Party to ICCAT as of November 20, 
2006.  
 
 
4. Introduction and admission of Observers 
 
The Executive Secretary listed the observers present that had been admitted by the Commission. A 
Representative from the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), depository of the 
ICCAT Convention, attended the meeting. Also in attendance were Delegates from Chinese Taipei, as a 
Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity, and an observer from Seychelles. The following 
inter-governmental organizations also attended: Caribbean Community (CARICOM), Inter-American Tropical 
Tuna Commission (IATTC), General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM), Ministerial 
Conference on Fishing Cooperation among African Status Bordering the Atlantic (COMHAFAT), and Southeast 
Atlantic Fisheries Organization (SEAFO). The following non-governmental organizations were admitted as 
observers: Association of Professional Organizations of the Fishing Sector of Mediterranean Coastal Countries 
(MEDISAMAK), International Game Fishing Association (IGFA), National Coalition for Marine Conservation 
(NCMC), International Confederation of Sport Fishing (CIPS), GREENPEACE, Organization for the Promotion 
of Responsible Tuna Fisheries (OPRT), Wrigley Institute of Environmental Studies (WIES) and the World 
Wildlife Fund for Nature (WWF). The opening statements, presented in writing by the observers are attached to 
this report (see ANNEXES 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5). The list of observers is included on the List of Participants 
(ANNEX 2). 
 
 
5. Decisions for improving the organization of Commission meetings 
 
In order to create fora for communication in which the Contracting Parties could share their points of view on 
issues related to ICCAT, from the functioning of the Commission meetings to the identification of key issues and 
priorities for 2006-2007, the Chairman organized five Regional Workshops in 2006. The Workshops, organized 
based on the geographic diversity and the large number of ICCAT members, were as follows: 
 
− Chairman’s Workshop for North Africa and Northern Mediterranean (Agadir, Morocco, April 13 & 14, 

2006). 
− Chairman’s Workshop for the Caribbean and Latin America (Belize, July 11 & 12, 2006). 
− Chairman’s Workshop for West and Southern Africa (Accra, Ghana, September 13 & 14, 2006). 
− Chairman’s Workshop for Distant Water Interests (Tokyo, Japan, September 19, 2006). 
− Chairman’s Workshop for the North Atlantic (Brussels, Belgium, October 25, 2006). 
 
The Chairman noted that the points of view expressed at the Workshops had been very useful for the scheduling 
of this year’s annual meeting as well as for establishing priority items for discussion. In this regard he reminded 
the Parties of the contents of his October 16 leter concerning the 2006 meeting arrangements, priorities and 
deadlines. He also noted that the the Secretariat circulated the reports of the Workshops to the Contracting 
Parties and urged the CPCs to read these if they had not done so. 
 
 
6. Matters pending from the 2005 meeting 
   
6.1 Possible restructuring of the PWG and COC 
 
The Chairman referred to the “Information Paper on a Possible Restructuring of the PWG and COC”*, prepared 
by the Secretariat following the Chairman’s instructions, as a result of the inter-sessional work on this matter that 
the Commission recommended at its 2005 meeting. The document covers three possible options: (a) maintain the 
status quo; (b) merge the two bodies into one; and (c) maintain the two bodies and define new terms of 
reference. Other options, however, could be considered. 
 
The merging of the two bodies would involve considerable work to adapt the numerous texts, including 
Recommendations and Resolutions that refer to the PWG. Furthermore, redefining the terms of reference of the 
two bodies would involve considerable additional work. Taking into account the tight work schedule of this 

                                                           
* Available at the Secretariat. 
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meeting and the proposal to establish a Working Group on the Future of ICCAT, the Chairman proposed 
referring this matter to the Working Group and that a Chair should be elected in 2007-2008. The Commission 
concurred with these suggestions. At a later session, the Commission established the Working Group on the 
Future of ICCAT and confirmed that the restructuring issue would be referred to this body for consideration. 
 
Various delegations expressed opinions on the futre of the PWG and COC. The position on the future PWG was 
not unanimous, although the majority of the delegations that intervened were more in favor of maintaining the 
two bodies, redefining the terms of reference to avoid duplicity. In this sense, some delegations pointed out 
proposals to consider for such definition. 
 
At the end of the discussion, Mrs. Sylvie Lapointe, a member of the Delegation of Canada, was elected PWG 
Chair for this meeting.  
 
6.2 Issues contained in Annex 11 of the 2005 ICCAT Proceedings 
 
Of the issues that the Commission decided to postpone in its 2005 meeting, for discussion in 2006, most were 
discussed in the meetings of the subsidiary bodies (Compliance Committee and STACFAD). Thus, under this 
Agenda item, discussions centered on matters regarding the interpretation and definition of terms and formats of 
communication and distribution of information. As a starting point, the document on “Proposals by the 
Chairman in Relation to Interpretative Issues, Definition of Terms and Dissemination of Information” was 
considered. 
 
With regard to interpretative issues concerning the ICCAT conservation and management measures, it was 
considered that the Panels were the appropriate bodies for discussion. 
 
As concerns the other issues, discussion advanced only on the Guidelines for the Dissemination of Information 
Submitted by the CPCs. For its adoption, the Chairman proposed the approaches included in section 4 of 
document on “Proposals by the Chairman in Relation to Interpretative Issues, Definition of Terms and 
Dissemination of Information”. The Guidelines for the Dissemination of Information Submitted by CPCs were 
adopted and are attached as ANNEX 7.3. No decision was taken concerning a proposal for a reporting format 
working group, or the need to further work to develop definitions, which would require agreement on a workplan 
or methods. 
 
 
7. Consideration for the adoption of the revised Compendium of ICCAT Conservation and Management 

Measures 
 
The Chairman proposed the adoption of the revised Compendium, allowing a two-year period for adaptation 
(2008-2009). In view of the Chairman’s proposal, some delegations pointed out the difficulty of updating the 
Compendium once adopted. Several possibilities were considered. Some suggested that changes which might be 
necessary in the future be adopted as specific documents whilst other options proposed their adoption as a form 
of reference maintaining the validity of the original Compendium.  
 
The elimination of preambular paragraphs from the original texts was also a matter of discussion since, 
according to some delegates, this could decontextualize the measure. 
 
Since no consensus could be reached on this matter during the meeting, the Chairman proposed postponing 
discussion to the 2007 Commission meeting. 
 
 
8. Summary Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
 
The 2006 SCRS Meeting was held in Madrid, Spain, October 2 to 6, immediately after the meetings of the 
Species Groups. The SCRS Chairman, Dr. Gerald Scott, presented a summary of the Report on the first day of 
the Plenary Sessions. The discussions on the individual stocks were postponed until the meetings of the pertinent 
Panels. 
  
Dr. Scott gave a general introduction on the catch trends of tunas and tuna-like species in the Atlantic and the 
criteria used by the Committee to establish its diagnosis on the state of the stocks. Then the SCRS Chairman 
presented the changes that had been made concerning the structure of the SCRS. The major change was the 
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integration of the Sub-Committees on the Environment and By-Catches into a Sub-Committee on Ecosystems, as 
the most appropriate formula to respond to the growing demand for advice on the impact of fishing on the 
ecosystem. Other changes concerned the separation of the Atlantic Swordfish Species Group into two Groups 
(North and South) and the creation of a Sharks Species Group. 
 
The SCRS Chairman also summarized the various intersessional meetings held in 2006, including the Workshop 
on Stock Structure of Swordfish (Heraklion, Greece, March 13 to 15, 2006), the Inter-Sessional Meeting of the 
Tropical Species Group (Sète, France, April 24 to 28, 2006), the Marlin Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, 
Spain, May 15 to 19, 2006) and the Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, Spain, June 12 to 18, 
2006), a Data Preparatory Meeting for Atlantic Albacore (Madrid, Spain, July 3 to 6, 2006), and the Atlantic 
Swordfish Stock Assessment Session (Madrid, Spain , September 4 to 8, 2006).  
 
He also presented the plan of activities for 2007. For next year, the SCRS has proposed various assessments and 
diverse intersessional meetings, as are indicated in detail in Item 13 of the 2006 SCRS Report. These proposals 
include stock assessments on bigeye tuna, Atlantic albacore (North and South stocks), Mediterranean swordfish, 
a data preparatory meeting of the Sharks Species Group, and a meeting to update and monitor the various 
indicators of the skipjack and yellowfin fisheries. In addition, a meeting of the Methods Working Group has 
been scheduled, whose objective is to develop procedures to resolve the current gaps in the data series used in 
the assessments.  
 
Dr. Scott also informed that in 2007 the SCRS will start work to assess the mortality of sea birds, in collaboration with 
outside experts.  
 
The SCRS Chairman explained that the Committee’s recommendations that have direct implications for the 
Commission can be found under Item 14 of the 2006 SCRS Report. Of the recommendations made by the SCRS, 
Dr. Scott highlighted the request for support for the improvement of statistics, including strengthening of the 
observer programs, which are fundamental to the improvement of data on target species and by-catches. Within 
the process for improvement, the SCRS considered it essential to increase the number of Secretariat staff that 
works on data management. Another group of recommendations referred to support for training of scientific 
staff, specifically in maintaining assistance to developing countries and the creation of a peer-reviewed journal. 
The SCRS Chairman also insisted on the need to maintain support for the BYP and the Enhanced Research 
Program on Billfish, which are currently on-going research programs.  
 
Finally, Dr. Scott spoke of the commemorative session for the 40th anniversary of ICCAT that had taken place 
during the SCRS meeting. Eight of the 10 former SCRS Chairmen and two of the three former ICCAT Executive 
Secretaries since ICCAT’s founding participated in this special session and presented the historical overview of 
the work and advice developed throughout these years.  
 
The Commission Chairman congratulated Dr. Scott for the huge amount of work carried out and the excellent 
quality of this work and he asked each Panel to review the specific results of the SCRS.  
 
After lauding the excellent quality of the work carried out by the SCRS and congratulating Dr. Scott for his 
presentation, various delegates intervened, who coincided in praising the quality of the work carried out by the 
SCRS and congratulated the SCRS Chairman for his presentation, and asked questions related mainly to the 
statistics, the base of the assessments. Once again, the discussion centered on the quantity and quality of the data 
utilized in the assessments. Several delegations insisted on the need for the Compliance Committee to take 
measures in this respect, given that the submission of statistics is mandatory, according to the rules adopted by 
the Commission. Dr. Scott confirmed that the uncertainties in the data used in the assessments affect the results, 
which obstructs the advice. Furthermore, he pointed out the need to maintain the programs to support data 
improvement as the best means to obtain statistics on the fisheries, such as the artisanal fisheries which, given 
their characteristics, require intensive sampling programs which are difficult for the countries that conduct these 
fisheries to carry out.  
 
The 2006 SCRS Report was adopted by the Commission.  
 
 
9. Report of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) 
 
The Chairman of STACFAD presented the report of the Committee. Mr. Jones noted the adoption of the 2006 
Administrative Report, the 2006 Financial Report and the document on the “Functioning of the ICCAT 
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Secretariat” (attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8), presented by the Secretariat. He pointed out the major 
points of the Committee’s discussion, and stressed the need for the Secretariat to continue its contacts with the 
United Nations as regards joining the UN Pension Fund. 
 
Mr. Jones pointed out that the Committee had provisionally approved the budget prepared for 2007, including 
the proposals contained therein, pending the inclusion of possible financial repercussions that could result from 
the work of Panel 2. The budget approved foresees an increase of 6.94% with respect to 2006. 
 
The Secretariat presented an estimate of the costs that would be involved in the management of VMS data (STF-
137) foreseen in the proposal by Algeria, Croatia, European Community, Libya, Morocco, Tunisia and Turkey 
for a Recommendation by ICCAT for a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-05]), adopted by Panel 2. 
 
The STACFAD Chairman also informed on the adoption of the amendment of the ICCAT Rules of Procedure on 
Mail Voting and the payment plans for past due contributions presented in the document on the “Review of 
Payment Plans of Arrears ”. With regard to the payment of past due contributions, Mr. Jones indicated that the 
delegation of Libya had presented a proposal (STF-108) on the cancellation of the debts of developing countries, 
on occasion of ICCAT’s 40th anniversary and that no consensus was reached by the Committee on this proposal. 
 
The Commission adopted the amendment of the ICCAT Rules of Procedure (attached as ANNEX 7.1) and the 
payment plans of the past due contributions (attached as ANNEX 7.2), presented by the Committee. As concerns 
Libya’s proposal, the Chairman together with various delegations, considered that the cancellation of debts was 
not foreseen in the ICCAT Convention and that, under the current circumstances, discussion of this matter was 
not warranted. There was a similar response to the proposal submitted by the Delegation of Libya to adopt the 
Arabic language as an official language of ICCAT. It was explained that this adoption would have to be done by 
a change to the Convention, would involve high costs, and that given views of Parties and time remaining in the 
meeting, the issue could not be resolved at the 2006 meeting. 
  
In relation to the budget, the Delegate of the EC pointed out that the data which, in accordance with the adopted 
Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic 
and Mediterranean (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-05]), should be managed by the Secretariat would not be available until 
2008. Therefore, it was not necessary to include this expense in the 2007 budget. The Commission adopted the 
budget and the Contracting Party contributions for 2007 (see Tables 1 to 5 of ANNEX 8). 
 
The STACFAD Report was adopted and is attached as ANNEX 8. 
 
Prior to closing this plenary session, the Chairman informed that, after consulting with the Heads of Delegations 
and taking into account the encouraging results obtained by Mr. Driss Meski’s management since his 
appointment as Executive Secretary, it is proposed that his contract be extended for a second five-year term, 
upon completion of his current term. 
 
This proposal was unanimously accepted and adopted 
 
Mr. Meski appreciated the Commission’s confidence and recalled that his work was possible thanks to the 
excellent team he has behind him at the Secretariat. 
 
 
10. Reports of Panels 1 to 4 and consideration of any proposed recommendations therein 
 
The Reports of Panels 1, 2, 3 and 4 were presented by their respective Chairpersons during the final Plenary 
Session. The Commission reviewed the Reports and the Recommendations and Resolutions proposed by the 
Panels and adopted the following measures: 
 
Panel 1 
 
Panel 1 did not propose any management measures to the Commission. 
 
The Panel supported the SCRS Work Plan, including the meeting to assess bigeye tuna and a meeting to update 
and monitor the various skipjack and yellowfin fishery indicators. 
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Brazil expressed its wish to host the meeting to monitor skipjack and yellowfin tuna fishery indicators. The 
Chairman thanked Brazil for its invitation. 
 
The Report of Panel 1 was adopted by the Commission and is attached as ANNEX 9.   
 
Panel 2 
 
The Chairman of Panel 2, Mr. Julien Turenne, presented the measures adopted by the Panel: 
 
− Resolution by ICCAT on Fishing Bluefin Tuna in the Atlantic Ocean (ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-08]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT for a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and 

Mediterranean (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-05]). 
 
− Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Western  Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Rebuilding Pro-

gram (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-06]). 
 
 
The Panel approved [Rec. 06-05]. The Delegation of the United States asked that the Panel Report reflect the 
result of the vote and presented a statement with an explanation of its vote (Appendix 4 to ANNEX 9). 
 
In this same sense, the Delegates of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) and Mexico presented statements that are 
attached as Appendices 2 and 3 to ANNEX 9. 
 
The observers also made statements that are included as Appendices 5 to 7 to ANNEX 9. 
 
Norway intervened to express its intention to request a bluefin tuna quota, as a coastal nation, announcing that it 
would not implement the quota as a measure in support of the recovery of the stock. 
 
After the discussion that followed the presentation, the Commission adopted the proposals for resolution and 
recommendations. 
 
The United States noted that the northern albacore recommendation would expire at the end of 2006 and that the 
Panel did not discuss any new measures for the stock. A proposal was made to extend the current 
recommendation through 2007 and the following recommendation ws presented to the Plenary. 
 
− Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Recommendation by ICCAT on North Atlantic 

Albacore Catch Limits for the Period 2004-2006 (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-04]). 
 
The Recommendation was adopted by the Commission. 
 
The Panel Chairman also informed that a proposed “Recommendation by ICCAT on Capping of Bluefin Tuna 
Farming Capacity” which the Panel had decided to postpone, for review in the inter-sessional period, taking 
advantage of the meetings scheduled for 2007. In this sense, Mr. Turenne announced that the Panel had decided 
to hold an inter-sessional meeting for the allocation of quotas of eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, 
as foreseen in the adopted Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin 
Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-05]). 
 
Japan expressed its wish to host this meeting, and proposed holding it immediately after the Joint Meeting of 
Tuna RFMOs to be held in Kobe, Japan, January 22 to 26, 2007. 
 
The Panel supported the Work Plan proposed by the SCRS, including holding an assessment meeting on the 
North and South Atlantic albacore stocks in 2007. 
 
The Report of Panel 2 was adopted by correspondence and is attached as ANNEX 9. 
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Panel 3 
 
The Panel did not submit any proposal. 
 
The Report of Panel 3 was adopted by the Commission and is attached as ANNEX 9.  
 
Panel 4 
 
The Chair of Panel 4 presented the measures approved by the Panel: 
 
− Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic Swordfish 

(ANNEX 5, [Rec. 06-02]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT on South Atlantic Swordfish Catch Limits (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-03]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT to Further Strengthen the Plan to Rebuild Blue Marlin and White Marlin 

Populations (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-09]). 
 
− Supplementary Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Conservation of Sharks Caught in Association 

with Fisheries Managed by ICCAT (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-10]). 
 
Dr. Hogarth thanked the Panel Chair for the effort put forth to reach consensus on these important 
recommendations. 
 
The Delegate of the EC expressed his concern because the breakdown of quotas made could mean an increase in 
capacity, by the possible development of new fisheries, or it could promote chartering agreements, since 
countries that did not have a fleet could obtain quotas. In order to avoid this last item, the EC proposed that 
future regulations should establish measures to control chartering arrangements, similar to the current ones for 
bluefin tuna.  
 
The delegations that had obtained swordfish quotas for the first time expressed their disagreement with the EC 
reservations and insisted on their right to participate in these fisheries. 
 
For their part, the Contracting Parties with historical participation in the fisheries expressed their concern since 
the effort made in years past for the recovery of the stocks could be jeopardized with the increase in the number 
of Contracting Parties involved. 
 
The Delegate of Mexico expressed his appreciation for the work carried out by the Panel Chair, considering that 
it was an example of good application of the allocation criteria, and agreed with the EC in considering the 
chartering arrangements as a potential problem. 
 
The Recommendations were adopted. 
 
The Commission supported the Work Plan proposed by the SCRS, including holding a meeting to assess the 
stock of Mediterranean swordfish, a shark data preparatory meeting, and the postponement of the sharks 
assessment to 2008, the last two proposals included in the Supplementary Recommendation by ICCAT 
Concerning the Conservation of Sharks Caught in Association with Fisheries Managed by ICCAT (ANNEX 5 
[Rec. 06-10]). 
 
Uruguay expressed its wish to host the data preparatory meeting on sharks. The Chair thanked Uruguay for its 
invitation. 
 
The Report of Panel 4 was adopted and is attached as ANNEX 9.  
 
 
11. Report of the Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee (COC) and 

consideration of any proposed recommendations therein 
 
The Chair of the Compliance Committee, Mr. Friedrich Wieland, informed that the Compliance Committee had 
reviewed and adopted the Compliance Tables, with the exception of those corresponding to bluefin tuna, the 
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south stocks of albacore and swordfish. After some changes, the Commission adopted the Tables. Japan 
disagreed with Belize’s catch limits for the southern albacore stock, since it considered there was no information 
to justify those limits. The Compliance Tables are attached to the Report of the Compliance Committee as 
Appendix 2 to ANNEX 10.  
 
After welcoming St. Vincent and the Grenadines as a new member and announcing that a letter would be sent 
notifying them of the revocation of their identification, Mr. Wieland called attention to the Committee’s 
extremely tight agenda that would not allow adequate response to several issues raised. The Chair of the 
Committee pointed out that it would be necessary to reconsider the functioning of the Committee.  Mr. Wieland 
also stressed the Committee’s concern for the deterioration of the data and the last of compliance by the 
Contracting Parties as regards their statistical requirements. 
 
Dr. Hogarth pointed out the possibility of separating the meetings of the Compliance Committee from the 
Commission meetings, as an alternative to improve the functioning of the Committee. The Commission agreed. 
 
The Compliance Committee proposed the following recommendations for adoption by the Commission: 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT to Promote Compliance by Nationals of Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-

Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures 
(ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-14]). 

 
− Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Tuna Farming (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-07]).  
 
The Recommendations were adopted by the Commission. 
 
Other proposals for which no consensus had been reached by the Committee were referred to the Commission:  
 
− Resolution by ICCAT to Establish a Capacity Working Group (ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-19]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT on Additional Measures for Compliance of the ICCAT Conservation and 

Management Measures (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-15]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-13]). 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT Establishing a Programme for Transhipment (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-11]). 
 
After some modifications, the proposed Recommendations and Resolution were adopted by the Commission. 
 
The United States expressed its wish to host the meeting of the Working Group on Capacity. 
 
The Chair also informed on other proposals that were the subject of discussion in the Compliance Committee, 
two of which had been deferred from the 2005 meeting which, due to time constraints, were postponed for 
review in 2007: 
 
− Draft Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Management and Application of Underages and/or Overages 

of the Quotas/Catch Limits. Proposed in 2005. 
 
− Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on Compliance of Quotas and Catch Limits. Proposed by the United 

States in 2006. 
 
− Draft Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Definition of Large-Scale Fishing Vessels. Proposed in 

2005. 
 
− Draft Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Measures Pertaining to Large-Scale Fishing Vessels. 

Proposed by the United States in 2006. 
 
− Draft Recommendation by ICCAT to Harmonize the Measurement of Length of the Vessels Authorized to 

Fish in the Area of the Convention. Proposed by the European Community in 2006. 
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The texts of the above Draft Recommendations that have been postponed for review in 2007 are attached as 
ANNEX 12.  
 
The Report of the Compliance Committee was adopted by correspondence and is attached as ANNEX 10. 
 
 
12. Report of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation 

Measures (PWG) and consideration of any proposed recommendations therein 
 
Ms. Sylvie Lapointe, PWG Chair, informed the Plenary Session of the Commission on the following measures 
adopted by the Group: 
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT on an Electronic Statistical Document Pilot Program (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-16]). 
 
− Amending the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out 

Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-
12]). 

 
The Recommendations were adopted by the Commission. 
 
The PWG Chair also informed the Commission Plenary of the following measure for which no consensus was 
reached and which was submitted to the Commission for discussion:  
 
− Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Chinese Taipei (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-01]). 
 
Various delegations thanked Chinese Taipei for the effort made to comply with the Recommendation by ICCAT 
Regarding Control of Chinese Taipei’s Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Fishery [Rec. 05-02] adopted at the 2005 
Commission meeting and supported the re-establishment of its bigeye quota. However, they expressed the need 
to maintain monitoring measures on the activities of the Chinese Taipei fleet, measures which should be 
extended to the activities of Chinese Taipei vessels that operate with flags of convenience. 
 
The Recommendation was adopted by the Commission after some modification. 
 
Chinese Taipei appreciated the Commission’s recognition for its efforts and declared its willingness to continue 
collaborating and to continue with the monitoring work that has been initiated. 
 
Ms. Lapointe also informed that the PWG had discussed the revision of the Statistical Documents, based on the 
results of the 2nd Meeting of the Working Group to Review Statistical Monitoring Programs (Mallorca, April 24 
to 26, 2006) (see ANNEX 4.2), created for that purpose, and two proposed recommendations submitted to the 
PWG: the “Draft Consolidated Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical 
Document Program” and the “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Catch 
Documentation Program” (see ANNEX 12.6). Notwithstanding, it was not possible to finalize the work and so it 
is recommended that this work be continued in the inter-sessional period within the framework of the Working 
Group on Integrated Monitoring Measures. 
 
The PWG agreed with the “List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated 
(IUU) Fishing in the Convention Area” (attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 11). The Commission adopted this 
list in accordance with the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried 
Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 02-23], for 
electronic publication on the ICCAT web site. 
 
Ms. Lapointe indicated that the Working Group carried out a case-by-case review of the cooperation of the non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities, which is summarized in the table on the “Actions to be Taken 
in Relation to non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities in 2006” (attached as Appendix 3 to 
ANNEX 11). These actions were adopted by the Commission.  
 
The PWG agreed to send letters, in accordance with the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the 
Status of Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20] and the Resolution 
by ICCAT on Trade Measures [Res. 03-15], as follows:  
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− Letters to Bolivia and Georgia in relation to maintaining bigeye tuna trade sanctions. 
− Letter of identification to Cambodia, in accordance with the trade measures Resolution. 
− Letters to Cuba and Costa Rica revoking identification, in accordance with the trade measures Resolution, 

and requesting information on their fishing activities in the Convention area and their monitoring, control 
and surveillance methods. 

− Letter to Ecuador requesting further information on its fleet and on its monitoring, control and surveillance 
methods. 

− Letter to Maldives seeking information on its catches made in the Convention area. 
− Letter to Singapore revoking identification, in accordance wit the trade measures Resolution. 
− Letter to Sri Lanka requesting further information on its fishing activities in the Convention area. 
− Letter of identification to Sierra Leone, in accordance with the trade measures Resolution. 
− Letter to Togo requesting further information on its fleet and its monitoring, control and surveillance 

methods, and informing them of possible identification. 
− Letter to Netherlands Antilles revoking their Cooperating Status. 
 
The special letters were adopted by the Commission and are attached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 11. 
 
It was agreed to continue Cooperating Status for Guyana and Chinese Taipei. The Secretariat will send letters to 
these parties to inform them. On the other hand, Cooperating Status for Netherlands Antilles will be revoked as 
commitments made by that country had not been fulfilled. 
  
The PWG Report was adopted by correspondence and is attached as ANNEX 11. 
 
 
13. Discussion of ICCAT Review [Res. 05-10] 
 
The Executive Secretary presented the document on the strengthening of ICCAT, prepared by the Secretariat and 
based on the 2005 Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen ICCAT [Res. 05-10]. This document includes the 
provisions of pertinent international fishery instruments (UN Convention on the Law of the Sea, UNFSA, and 
FAO Action Plans) and highlights the articles of the ICCAT Convention appropriate to these provisions. The 
provisions for which there are no measures adopted by ICCAT are also included in the summary. 
 
Supplemental to the report presented by the Secretariat, Canada presented a draft resolution for the strengthening 
of ICCAT. This draft contemplates, as immediate actions, including the work of the Working Group on Capacity 
and the Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Management Measures, which should meet in 
2007, as a part of the process to strengthen ICCAT. In the short-term, Canada proposed creating a new Working 
Group on the future of ICCAT which should, inter alia,  review the Convention and evaluate its compatibility 
with the development in international legislation. This group could meet in 2008 and present its conclusions to 
the Commission in 2009. 
 
The various delegations that intervened congratulated the Secretariat for the document prepared and agreed with 
incorporating the work of the Working Group on Capacity and the Working Group to Develop Integrated and 
Coordinated Management Measures within the exercise to strengthen ICCAT. However, they considered that the 
date of the meeting of the second group should be established once the schedule of meetings for 2007 is known. 
With regard to the creation of a new group on the future of ICCAT, the delegates agreed that the terms of 
reference of such a group should be clearly specified and should be coherent with the agreements reached as the 
Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs that will be held in 2007 in Kobe. 
 
The proposal was adopted as the Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen ICCAT (attached as ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-
18]). 
 
The Commission also adopted the Resolution by ICCAT to Establish a Working Group on Sport and 
Recreational Fisheries (attached as ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-17]).  
 
 
14. Preparations for the 2007 Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs 
 
As the organizing country, Japan explained the objectives of the Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs which will be 
held in Kobe in 2007, following the recommendation made by COFI in 2005. The objective of this meeting is to 
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review the current status of the RFMOs and define the actions necessary to improve the management of tuna in a 
coordinated manner.  
 
Further to this explanation, the Executive Secretary informed that the Kobe meeting is part of the work already 
initiated on the coordination of the activities of the various tunas RFMOs and which has results, such as the 
recently-created joint web page (www.tuna-org.org), which gives access to the various positive lists of vessels 
and the IUU lists, as well as information of interest on the activities of the regional organizations. The creation 
and management of this web page has been assumed by the ICCAT Secretariat as part of the cooperative work 
among organizations. 
 
Mr. Meski also informed that the Secretariat had prepared a draft document for the meeting and encouraged the 
Contracting Parties to submit comments. The Executive Secretary indicated that the document was limited to a 
historical review of the work carried out by ICCAT, within the framework of the SCRS as well as the 
development and application of management measures, while it does not present any perspective for future 
development. Mr. Meski also informed on the “Discussion Document on the Possibility of a Performance 
Evaluation of Regional Fisheries Management Organizations” prepared by the Secretariat in consultation with 
the Chairman on the possibility of a performance evaluation of the RFMOs.  
 
Various delegations expressed their appreciation to the Secretariat for the work done in preparing the documents 
and considered that the Kobe meeting is a good opportunity for an exchange of experiences and points of view 
on the role that the RFMOs should carry out in the future. Some delegations indicated it would be convenient if, 
from this meeting, some proposals emerged on models for the functioning of the tuna RFMOs which respond to 
future management needs and which could be shared by the various organizations. In the same sense, a 
suggestion was made on the need to define transparent processes of performance evaluation of the regional 
organizations, while recognizing the difficulty this involves given the differences there are in the functioning of 
these organizations.  
 
The Chair proposed that the Chairman of the Scientific Committee attend the meeting and also encouraged the 
Contracting Parties to participate. 
 
 
15. Assistance to developing coastal States 
 
The Executive Secretary presented a document on a “Summary of Assistance Provided in 2006 to Developing 
Coastal States” which contains a summary of the activities on the capacity development carried out in 2006 and 
in which the Secretariat has been involved, mainly as concerns the management of the available funds. 
 
In 2006, the funds for assistance were destined mainly for the training of personnel to assist in participation at 
scientific meetings and the development of the revised ICCAT Manual. 
 
Training courses were financed in Brazil, Senegal and Ghana and activities for the recovery and improvement of 
data were financed in Ghana, Uruguay and Venezuela. Assistance was also rendered to scientists of coastal 
developing States to participate in the scientific inter-sessional meetings and the SCRS meeting.  
 
With regard to the revised ICCAT Manual, in 2006 Chapter 4 was translated to French and Spanish and Chapter 
2 has been developed. 
 
Together with the activities carried out that were charged to the funds for assistance, the document identified 
other current sources of financing in the fishing field for which coastal developing States can have access. 
Specifically, the document mentioned the trust fund, established by the UN in 2004, to assist developing States 
to implement the UNFSA. Further, the EC Delegate mentioned a document prepared by SEAFO which 
identified various sources of financing, presented and discussed last October, by that organization. The 
Secretariat was asked to compile the information relative to this document and distribute it among the ICCAT 
member. 
 
The delegations of the countries that had received funds for assistance expressed their appreciation and valued 
the results obtained very positively. 
 
Japan, as one of the contributors of funds through the JDIP, asked for support from the countries receiving funds 
to identify the major needs as regards statistics, so as to adapt its program to these needs. 
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In response to comments received at the 2006 Chairman’s Regional Workshops, the Chair noted his interest in 
funding data workshops in key regions in 2007. He noted more information would be forthcoming. 
 
Canada announced its contribution of CAN$ 500,000 to the United Nations for the implementation of Part VII of 
the UNFSA. 
 
 
16. Other matters 
 
16.1 40th Anniversary of ICCAT 
 
In commemoration of the 40th anniversary of the signing of the ICCAT Convention, a special session was held in 
which Dr. Alain Fonteneau, a scientist who has been closely involved with the Commission’s work since its 
beginning, gave a thorough review of ICCAT’s history and pointed out the challenges that the Commission has 
faced and the development ICCAT has had to carry out to meet these challenges.  
 
This presentation, together with those made during the special 40th anniversary session held during the 2006 
SCRS meeting, will be presented in a special ICCAT publication. 
 
16.2 Observer Program 
  
The Executive Secretary informed that, in response to the call for tenders to carry out the management of the 
observer program (Rec. [05-06]), four offers had been received. Following an initial assessment by the 
Secretariat, the Commission Officers and the Secretariat created a selection committee, comprised of five experts 
in this area, who carried out a second review. Both reviews coincided in considering the joint proposal from the 
Marine Resources Assessment Group-MRAG (of the United Kingdom) and the Capricorn Fish Monitoring- 
CAPFISH (a South African company) as the offer than best fit the specifications of the proposal. The Executive 
Secretary asked the parties involved to provide the necessary funds so as to be able to sign the contract. 
 
 
17. Date and place of the next meeting of the Commission 
 
The Executive Secretary informed the delegations that the Secretariat had received an invitation from Turkey to 
host the 20th Regular Meeting of ICCAT. 
 
The Delegate of Turkey intervened to reiterate his country’s willingness to host the 20th Regular Meeting of 
ICCAT in Istanbul. The Commission accepted and appreciated this invitation. 
 
It was decided to hold the 20th Regular Meeting of the Commission from November 12 to 18, 2007, with the 
possibility of adding two extra days at the start of the meeting to begin Compliance Committee discussions. 
 
 
18. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
The Chairman reiterated his appreciation to the Government of Croatia for the organization of the meeting and 
summarized the work carried out during this meeting. Dr. Hogarth thanked the delegates for their great efforts 
and expressed recognition of the work carried out by Chinese Taipei. 
 
The Executive Secretary congratulated the Commission for the work done at this difficult meeting and thanked 
the Government of Croatia and the team that contributed to organizing the meeting for the excellent work done, 
as well as for the constant support provided to the Secretariat throughout the meeting. He also thanked the 
interpreters and the Secretariat staff for their work. He reiterated his appreciation to all the delegations for the 
confidence invested in him and which is expressed through the renewal of his mandate. 
 
The 2006 Commission meeting was adjourned on November 26, 2006. 
 
The report of the final Plenary Sessions was adopted by correspondence. 
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ANNEX 1 
 

AGENDA 
 

1.  Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of Agenda and arrangements 
3. Introduction of Contracting Party Delegations 
4. Introduction and admission of Observers 
5. Decisions for Improving the Organization of Commission Meetings 
6. Matters pending from the 2005 Meeting 
 6.1 Possible Restructuring of the PWG and COC 
 6.2 Issues contained in Annex 11 of the 2005 ICCAT Proceedings 
7. Consideration of the adoption of a revised Compendium of ICCAT Conservation and Management 

Measures 
8. Summary Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
9. Report of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) 
10. Reports of Panels 1 to 4 and consideration of any proposed recommendations therein 
11. Report of the Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee (COC) and consideration of 

any proposed recommendations therein 
12. Report of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation 

Measures (PWG) and consideration of any proposed recommendations therein 
13. Discussion of ICCAT review [Res. 05-10] 
14. Preparations for the 2007 Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs 
15. Assistance to developing coastal states 
16. Other matters 
17. Date and place of the next meeting of the Commission 
18. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 

 
Commission Timetable 

 
HD = Head Delegates only (closed session). 
COC = Compliance Committee. 
PWG – Permanent Working Group. 
STF = STACFAD. 
PA1-PA4 = Panels 1 to 4. 
PLE = Plenary session. 
OFC= Commission Officers.  

Day 8:30-9:00 9:00-10:30 10:30-
11:00 

11:00-13:00 13:00-
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Thursday 16        OFC 
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Sunday 19  -- -- -- -- 

Monday 20 -  PA2 COC PA4 40th Anniversary 

Tuesday 21 - COC PA2  STF/PA3 PA1/PA4 

Wednesday 22 HD PWG COC -- -- 
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Friday 24 - PWG PA4 COC PA4/PA2 
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Sunday 26 - PLE 
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ANNEX 2 
 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 
 
CONTRACTING PARTIES 
 
Commission Chairman 
Hogarth, William T. 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, 20910-3282, Silver 
Spring, Maryland, United States 
Tel: +1 301 713 2239, Fax: +1 301 713 1940, E-Mail: bill.hogarth@noaa.gov 
 
SCRS Chairman  
Scott, Gerald P. 
SCRS Chairman, NOAA Fisheries, Southeast Fisheries Science Center Sustainable Fisheries Division, 75 Virginia Beach 
Drive, Miami, Florida 33149-1099, United States 
Tel: +1 305 361 4220, Fax: +1 305 361 4219, E-Mail: gerry.scott@noaa.gov 
 
ALGERIA 
Neghli, Kamel* 
Chargé d'Etudes et de Synthèse, Ministère de la Pêche et des Ressources Halieutiques, Rue des Quatre Canons, 16000, Alger, 
El Bihar 
Tel: +213 21 43 3165, Fax: +213 21 43 3938, E-Mail: kamneg@hotmail.com 
 
Bensegueni, Nadir 
Directeur des Pêches Maritimes et Océaniques, Ministère de la Pêche et des Ressources Halieutiques, Rue des Quatre 
Canons, 16000, Alger, El Bihar 
Tel: +213 21 43 31 84, Fax: +213 21 43 31 84, E-Mail: sdvd@mpeche.gov.dz 
 
ANGOLA 
N'Dombele, Dielobaka* 
Directeur des Relations Internationales, Ministère des Pêches, Direction des Relations Internationales, Avenida 4 de 
Fevereiro, 30, C.P.83, Luanda 
Tel: +244 92 333 663, Fax: +244 2 31 0560; 244 222 310479, E-Mail: intercambio-director@angola-minpescas.com 
 
BELIZE 
Mouzouropoulos, Angelo* 
Director General, International Merchant Marine Registry of Belize (IMMARBE), Marina Towers, Suite 204, Newtown 
Barracks, Belize City 
Tel: +501 223 5026 Fax: + 501 223 5048 E-Mail:  
 
Maaz, Julio 
Belize Fisheries Department, Princess Margaret Drive, Belize City 
Tel: +501 223 2623, Fax: + 501 223 2983, E-Mail: species@btl.net//julio.maaz@gmail.com 
 
BRAZIL 
Mesquita Pessôa, Maria Teresa* 
Directora da Divisao do Mar, da Antártida e do Espaço, Ministério das Relaçoes Exteriores, Esplanada dos Ministérios, 
Bloco H, Anexo I, 7º andar, Sala 736, Brasilia DF, 70.170-900 
Tel: +55 61 3411 6730, Fax: +55 61 3411 6906, E-Mail: mmesquita@mre.gov.br 
 
Carvalho Bonilha, Luiz Eduardo 
Director de Desenvolvimento da Pesca, Secretaria Especial de Aqüicultura e Pesca, Presidência da República, Esplanada dos 
Ministérios, Bloco "D" - Ed. Sede - 2ºAndar - Sala 230, Brasilia – DF, 70043-900 
Tel: +55 61 3218 3867, Fax: +55 61 3226 9980, E-Mail: luizbonilha@seap.gov.br 
 
Dias Neto, Jose 
Coordenador-Geral, Directoria de Fauna e Recursos Pesqueros, Instituto Brasileiro del Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos 
Naturales Renováveis, SCEN Trecho 02 Edificio Sede do IBAMA, Bloco "B" - Subsolo, Brasilia, Lago Norte, 70.818-900 
Tel: +55 61 3316 1480, Fax: +55 61 3316 1238, E-Mail: jose.dias-neto@ibama.gov.br 
 

                                                 
* Head Delegate. 
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Hazin, Fabio H. V. 
Universidade Federal Rural de Pernambuco-UFRPE/Departamento de Pesca e Aqüicultura-DEPAq, Rua Desembargador 
Célio de Castro Montenegro, 32 (Apto. 1702), Monteiro Recife, Pernambuco, 52070-008 
Tel: +55 81 3320 6500, Fax: +55 81 3320 6512, E-Mail: fhvhazin@terra.com.br 
 
Travassos, Paulo 
Universidade Federal Rural de Pernambuco-UFRPE, Laboratorio de Ecologia Marinha-LEMAR, Departamento de Pesca e 
Aquicultura-DEPAq, Avenida Dom Manoel Medeiros s/n Dois Irmaos Recife, Pernambuco, CEP 52171-900 
Tel: +55 81 3320 6511, Fax: +55 81 3320 6512, E-Mail: paulotr@ufrpe.br 
 
CANADA 
Jones, James B.* 
Regional Director General, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, P.O. Box 5030, 343 University Avenue, Moncton, New 
Brunswick E1C 9B6 
Tel: +1 506 851 7750, Fax: +1 506 851 2224, E-Mail: jonesj@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Atkinson, Troy 
155 Chain Lake Drive, Suite #9, Halifax, Nova Scotia, B3S 1B3 
Tel: +1 902 457 4968, Fax: +1 902 457 4990, E-Mail: hiliner@ns.sympatico.ca 
 
Bruce, Walter 
R.R.#1 Elmira P.O., Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, C0A 1K0 
Tel: +1 902 357 2638, Fax: +1 902 357 2638, E-Mail:  
 
Bruce, William 
Regional Director, Fisheries & Aquaculture Management, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, Northwest Atlantic Fisheries 
Center, 80 East White hills Road, P.O. Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland, A1C 5X1 
Tel: +1 709 772 4543, Fax: +1 709 772 2046, E-Mail: brucew@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Elsworth, Samuel G. 
South West Nova Tuna Association, 228 Empire Street, Bridgewater, Nova Scotia, B4V 2M5 
Tel: +1 902 543 6457, Fax: +1 902 543 7157, E-Mail: sam.fish@ns.sympatico.ca 
 
Fraser, James Douglas 
Huntley R.R.#2 - Alberton, Prince Edward Island, C0B IB0 
Tel: +1 902 853 2793, Fax: +1 902 853 2793, E-Mail: fraserd@i.s.n.net 
 
Hash, Rhonda 
Fisheries & Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario, K1A 0E6 
Tel: +1 613 998 2644, Fax: +1613 993 5995, E-Mail: hashr@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Lapointe, Sylvie 
Director Highly Migratory and Anadromaus Species and Aquaculture Management, International Directorate - Fisheries, 
Department of Fisheries & Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6 
Tel: + 1 613 993 68 53, Fax: + 1 613 993 59 95, E-Mail: Lapointesy@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Lester, Brian 
Fisheries & Oceans, 200 Kent Street Ottawa, K1E 0E6 
Tel: +1 613 990 0090, Fax: +1 613 990 7051, E-Mail: lesterb@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Lewis, Keith 
Legal Officer, Foreign Affairs and International Trade Canada, Oceans and Environmental Law Section (JLO), 125 Sussex 
Drive, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0G2 
Tel: +1 613 944 3077, Fax: +1 613 992 6483, E-Mail: keith.lewis@international.gc.ca 
 
Maclean, Allan 
Director, Conservation & Protection, Fisheries & Oceans Maritimes Region, P.O. Box 1035, 176 Portland Street, Dartmouth, 
Nova Scotia, B2Y 4T3 
Tel: +1 902 426 2392, Fax: +1 902 426 8003, E-Mail: macleana@mar.dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
McMaster, Andrew 
176 Portland St., Dartmouth, Nova Scotia 
Tel: +1 902 426 4766, Fax: +1 902 426 9683, E-Mail: mcmasterA@mar.dfo-mpo.gc.ca 



PARTICIPANTS: 15th SPECIAL MEETING 

 49

Neilson, John D. 
Head, Large Pelagics and Pollock Projects, Population Ecology Section, St. Andrews Biological Station, Fisheries and 
Oceans Canada, 531 Brandy Cove Road, St. Andrews, New Brunswick, E5B 2L9 
Tel: +1 506 529 5913, Fax: +1 506 529 5862, E-Mail: neilsonj@mar.dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Paul, Stacey 
Large Pelagics Program, Population Ecology Section/SABS Division, Fisheries and Oceans Canada/Biological Station, 531 
Brandy Cove Road, St. Andrews, New Brunswick E5B 2L9 
Tel: +1 506 529 5904, Fax: +1 506 529 5862, E-Mail: PaulSD@mar.dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Peacock, Gregory 
Executive Director, Federal-Provincial, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, 176 Portland 
Street, Dartmouth, Nova Scotia, B2P 1J3 
Tel: +1 902 426 3625, Fax: +1 902 426 9683, E-Mail: peacockg@mar.dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Rashotte, Barry 
Associate Director General Resources Management, Fisheries Management, Department of Fisheries & Oceans, 200 Kent 
Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6 
Tel: +1 613 990 0087, Fax: +1 613 954 1407, E-Mail: rashottb@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Richardson, Dale 
2370 West Sable Road, Sable River, Nova Scotia, B0T 1V0 
Tel: +1 902 656 2411, Fax: +1 902 656 2271, E-Mail: mdrichardson@ns.sympatico.ca 
 
Tremblay, Denis 
Senior Advisor, Resource Management, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, 104 Dalhousie Street, 3rd floor, Quebec City, 
Québec GIK 7Y7 
Tel: +1 418 648 5927, Fax: +1 418 648 4667, E-Mail: tremblden@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
CHINA (PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC) 
Liu, Xiaobing* 
Director, Ministry of Agriculture, Division of International Cooperation Bureau of Fisheries, Nº 11 Nongzhanguan Nanli, 
Beijing, 100026 
Tel: +86 10 6419 2974, Fax: +86 10 6419 2951, E-Mail: inter-coop@agri.gov.cn 
 
Di, Mu 
Foreign Ministry, Nº 2 Chao Yang Men Nan Da Jie, Beijing 
Tel: +86 010 6596 3728, Fax: +86 010 6596 3709, E-Mail: mu-di@mfa.gov.cn 
 
Liu, Zhanqing 
Manager, China National Fisheries Corp., 9F gan Jia Kou Mansion, Nº 21 San Li He Road; Haidian District, Beijing 100026 
Tel: +86 10 6831 2288, Fax: +86 10 8837 2176, E-Mail: liuzhanqing@cnfc.com.cn 
 
Wenjuan, Shen 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Nº2 Chaonan St., Beijing 100701 
Tel: +86 10 6596 3262, Fax: +86 10 6596 3276, E-Mail: shen_wenjuan@mfa.gov.cn 
 
CÔTE D'IVOIRE 
Djobo, Anvra Jeanson* 
Directeur des Productions Halieutiques, Ministère de la Production Animale et des Ressources Halieutiques, 01 B.P. 5521, 
Abidjan 01 
Tel: +225 21 35 61 69//21 350 409, Fax: +225 21 350 409, E-Mail: jeanson_7@hotmail.com 
 
Dadi, Sérikpa Guillaume 
Sous-directeur des Pêches Maritimes et Lagunaires 
Tel: +225 21 356 315, Fax: +225 21 350 409, E-Mail: serikpagui@yahoo.fr 
 
CROATIA 
Katavic, Ivan* 
Assistant Minister, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water Management, Ulica Grada Vukovara, 78 - P.O.1034, 10000 
Zagreb 
Tel: +385 1 6106 531, Fax: +385 6106 558, E-Mail: ivan.katavic@mps.hr 
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Tel: +385 21 632 244, Fax: +385 21 632 236, E-Mail:  
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Vzgadinska 2, 23273 Zali 
Tel: +385 23 335 743, Fax: +385 23 335 744, E-Mail:  
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Head of Unit of Marine Aquaculture, Ministry of Agriculture Forestry and Water Management, Directorate of Fisheries, 
Ivana Mazuranica 30, Zadar 23000 
Tel: +385 23 309 820, Fax: +385 23 309 830, E-Mail: mps-uprava-ribarstva@zd.htnet.hr 
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Put Vele Luke BB, 23272 Kali 
Tel: +385 23 282 800, Fax: +385 23 282 910, E-Mail: kali-tuna@kali-tuna.hr 
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Tel: +385 23 204 710, Fax: +385 23 333 729, E-Mail:  
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Tel: +33 4 67 48 34 92, Fax: , E-Mail:  
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Martí Pujol, Jordi 
Presidente, Asociación de Armadores de la Pesca de Atún con Artes de Cerco, c/Ramón y Cajal 20, 43860 L'Ametlla de Mar, 
Tarragona, Spain 
Tel: +34 977 510 395, Fax: +34 977 510 052, E-Mail: ferranbel@adecassessors.com 
 
Martínez Cadilla, Emilio 
Director General, Espaderos del Atlántico, S.A., Lonja de Grandes Peces, Puerto de Vigo, Oficina 12 y 13, 36202 Vigo, 
Pontevedra, Spain 
Tel: +34 986 822 789, Fax: +34 986 240 002, E-Mail: milo@espaderos.com 
 
Martínez Cañabate, David 
ANATUN, Urbanización la Fuensanta, 2, Murcia, Spain 
Tel: +34 968 845265, Fax: +34 968 844525, E-Mail: dmartinez@ricardofuentes.com 
 
Maza Fernández, Pedro 
FAAPE-CARBOPESCA, Muelle Pesquero, 272, Algeciras, Cádiz, Spain 
Tel: +34 956 630132, Fax: +34 956 630713, E-Mail: asopesca@cajamar.es 
 
Mejuto García, Jaime 
Instituto Español de Oceanografía, C.O de A Coruña, Muelle de Animas, s/n Apartado 130, 15080 A Coruña, Spain  
Tel: +34 981 205 362, Fax: +34 981 229 077, E-Mail: jaime.mejuto@co.ieo.es 
 
Mendiburu, Gérard 
Commission du Thon Tropical - CNPMEM Armement Aigle des Mers, B.P. 337, 64503 Ciboure Cedex, France 
Tel: +33 5 59 26 05 52, Fax: +33 5 59 26 05 52, E-Mail: mendiburu.gerard@wanadoo.fr 
 
Mirette, Guy 
43 Rue Paul Isai Agde, Le Grau d'Agde 34300, France 
Tel: +33 6 1017 0887, Fax: +33 4 6721 1415, E-Mail: criee.grau.agde@wanadoo.fr 
Modic, Tomaz 
Zupancicena 9, 1000 Ljubijana, Slovania 
Tel: +386 1 244 3409, Fax: +386 2443 405, E-Mail: tomaz.modic@zzrs.si 
 
Monteagudo, Juan Pedro 
ANABAC/OPTUC, c/Txibitxiaga, 24-entreplanta, 48370 Bermeo, Vizcaya, Spain  
Tel: +34 94 688 2806, Fax: +34 94 688 5017, E-Mail: monteagudog@yahoo.es 
 
Monteiro, Eurico 
Direcçao Geral das Pescas e Aquicultura, Avda. Brasilia, 1449-030 Lisboa, Portugal 
Tel: +351 21 303 5887, Fax: +351 21 303 5965, E-Mail: euricom@dgpa.min-agricultura.pt 
 
Morón Ayala, Julio 
OPAGAC, c/Ayala, 54-2ºA, 28001 Madrid, Spain  
Tel: +34 91 435 3137, Fax: +34 91 576 1222, E-Mail: opagac@arrakis.es 
 
Nouguier, Jean-Marie 
6, Rue des Trois Pins, Grau d'Agde, France  
Tel: +33 467 94 38 32, Fax: +33 467 94 38 32 
 
Noury, Bruno 
Producteurs de L'Ile d'Yeu, France 
Tel: +33 06 8000 8319 
 
Olaskoaga Susperregui, Andrés 
Federación de Cofradías de Pescadores de Guipuzkoa, Paseo de Miraconcha, 9 Bajo, 20007, Donostia, San Sebastián, 
Guipúzcoa, Spain 
Tel: +34 943 451 782, Fax: +34 943 455 833, E-Mail: fecopegui@euskalnet.net 
 
Ortega Martínez, Concepción 
Gerente, Asociación Empresarial Espaderos Guardeses (EGA), c/Manuel Alvarez 6 Bajo, 36780 A Guarda, Pontevedra, 
Spain 
Tel: +34 986 61 2515, Fax: +34 986 61 2516, E-Mail: gerencia@espaderosguardeses.com 
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Ortega Martínez, Concepción 
Gerente, Asociación Empresarial Espaderos Guardeses (EGA), c/Manuel Alvarez 6 Bajo, 36780 A Guarda, Pontevedra, 
Spain 
Tel: +34 986 61 2515, Fax: +34 986 61 2516, E-Mail: gerencia@espaderosguardeses.com 
 
O'Shea, Conor 
Regional Sea Fishery Control Manager, Seafood Control Division, Department of Communications, Marine and Natural 
Resources, Leeson Lane, 2, Dublin, Ireland 
Tel: +353 87 821 1729, Fax: +353 51 383 045, E-Mail: conor.o'shea@dcmnr.gov.ie 
 
Ottolenghi, Francesca 
Ministry of Agriculture - D.G. Fisheries, Consultant Consorzio Mediterraneo, Via A.6, Guattani 9, 00100 Rome, Italy 
Tel: +39 06 4416 4736, Fax: , E-Mail: ottolenghi@mediterraneo.coop 
 
Pereira, Joao Gil 
Universidade dos Açores, Departamento de Oceanografia e Pescas, 9900 Horta, Portugal 
Tel: +351 292 200 431, Fax: +351 292 200 411, E-Mail: pereira@notes.horta.uac.pt 
 
Perez, Serge 
54 Route de Palau, 66690 Sorede, France  
Tel: +33 6 0779 3354, Fax: +33 4 6889 3419, E-Mail: armement.sam@wanadoo.fr 
 
Peréz García, Simón 
Cofradía de Pescadores de Carboneras, c/La Puntica, 5, 04140 Carboneras, Almería, Spain 
Tel: +34 950 454032, Fax: +34 950 130103, E-Mail: cofpes@eresmas.com 
 
Pérez Pazó, Juan 
Dirección Xeral Rec. Mariños, Rúa Do Valiño 63-65, 15703, Santiago de Compostela, A Coruña, Spain 
Tel: +34 981 455 020, Fax: +34 981 455 025, E-Mail: xoan.perez.pazo@xunta.es 
 
Piccinetti, Corrado 
Director, Laboratorio di Biologia Marina e di Pesca dell'Università di Bologna in Fano, Viale Adriatico, 1/n, 61032 Fano, 
Marche, Italy 
Tel: +39 0721 802689, Fax: +39 0721 801654, E-Mail: cpiccinetti@mobilia.it//corrado.piccinetti@unibo.it 
 
Portela Baz, Francisco 
Asociación Nacional de Armadores de Buques Palangreros de Altura (ANAPA), Puerto Pesquero, Edificio Cooperativa de 
Armadores (ARVI), 36202 Vigo, Pontevedra, Spain 
Tel: +34 986 42 05 11, Fax: +34 986 41 49 20, E-Mail: 986610664@telefonica.net 
 
Raposo Fernandes, Luis Manuel 
Direcçao Regional das Pescas Governo Regional Dos Açores, Rua Consul Dabney, Edificio do Relógio, 9900-014 Horta, 
Faial, Açores, Portugal 
Tel: +351 292 208800, Fax: +351 292 391127, E-Mail: luis.mr.fermandes@azores.gov.pt 
 
Riera Juliá, Ignacio 
Secretaría General de Pesca Marítima, c/José Ortega y Gasset, 57, 28006 Madrid, Spain  
Tel: 5982 7118200, E-Mail: ignasi_riera@hotmail.com 
 
Rigillo, Riccardo 
Director of Unit, Ministero Politiche Agricole, Alimentari e Forestali, Direzione Generale della Pesca Marittima e 
Acquacoltura, Viale dell'Arte 16, 00144 Rome, Italy 
Tel: +39 06 5908 47 46, Fax: +39 06 5908 41 76, E-Mail: r.rigillo@politicheagricole.it 
 
Rodríguez González, Francisco José 
Buenventura Rodriguez Castro, Fernández Albor, 12, 36780 A Guarda, Spain 
Tel: +34 986 62 73 64, Fax: +34 986 62 74 05, E-Mail: buenacin@hotmail.com 
 
Rodríguez-Marín, Enrique 
Instituto Español de Oceanografía, C.O. de Santander, Promontorio de San Martín s/n, 39004 Santander, Cantabria, Spain 
Tel: +34 942 29 10 60, Fax: +34 942 27 50 72, E-Mail: rodriguez.marin@st.ieo.es 
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Rodríguez Moreda, Mercedes 
Organización de Productores Pesqueros de Lugo (OOP Lugo), Muelle s/n, 27890 San Cibrao, Lugo, Spain 
Tel: +34 982 57 28 23, Fax: +34 982 57 29 18, E-Mail: oplugo@teleline.es 
 
Rodríguez-Sahagún González, Juan Pablo 
Gerente Adjunto, ANABAC, c/Txibitxiaga, 24, entreplanta, Apartado 49, 48370 Bermeo, Bizkaia, Spain 
Tel: +34 94 688 2806, Fax: +34 94 688 5017, E-Mail: anabac@anabac.org 
 
Salou, Joseph 
SATHOAN, 28, Promenade JB Marty, Cap Saint-Louis 3-B, 34200 Sète, France 
Tel: +33 4 67460415, Fax: +33 4 6746 0513, E-Mail: sathoan@wanadoo.fr 
 
Santiago Burrutxaga, Josu 
Director de Pesca, Departamento de Agricultura y Pesca del Gobierno Vasco, Donosita, San Sebastián, 1, 1010 Vitoria-
Gasteiz, Álava, Spain  
Tel: +34 94 501 9650, Fax: +34 94 501 9989, E-Mail: jsantiago@suk.azti.es;j-burrutxaga@ej-gv.es 
 
Savouret, Pascal 
MAP/DPMA/SDPM, Direction des Pêches, 3, Place de Fontenoy, 75007 Paris, France 
Tel: +33 1 49 55 82 51, Fax: +33 1 49 55 82 00, E-Mail: pascal.savouret@agriculture.gouv.fr 
 
Scognamiglio, Gennaro 
U.NCI Unione Nationale Cooperative Italiane, UNEt Pesca, Italy 
Tel: +39 08 1844 6556, Fax: +39 08 1844 6556, E-Mail: unerpescacomp 
 
Sequeiros Álvarez, Manuel Ramón 
OR.PA.GU, c/Manuel Álvarez, 16, 36780 La Guardia, Spain  
Tel: +34 986 609 045, Fax: +34 986 611 667, E-Mail: administracion@orpagu.com//manuelsequeiros@yahoo.es 
 
Severino, Vincenzo 
Ass. Prod. Tonnifri del Tirreno-Salerno, Via Fiera Veccina, 3, 84122 Salerno, Italy 
Tel: +39 089 23 75 34, Fax: +39 089 99 51 378, E-Mail: vinsev@tiscali.it 
 
Sollai, Giacomo 
Via Dr. Gigli D'Oro, Rome, Italy  
E-Mail: giasollai@hotmail.com 
 
Souleres, Vanessa 
CLS Argos, 8-10 Rue Hermès Parc Technologique du Canal, 31520 Ramonville, Saint Agne, France  
Tel: +33 5 6139 4869, Fax: +33 5 6139 4797, E-Mail: vsouleres@cls.fr 
 
Teijeira, Francisco 
Director Gerente, Asociación de Armadores de Buques de Pesca de Marín, Puerto Pesquero, Edificio Anexo a Lonja, 36900 
Marín, Pontevedra, Spain  
Tel: +34 986 882 169, Fax: +34 986 883 178, E-Mail: armadoresmarin@telefonica.net 
 
Teixeira de Ornelas, Jose Alberto 
Director Regional das Pescas, Direcçao Regional das Pescas, Estrada da Pontinha, 9004-562 Funchal, Madeira, Portugal  
Tel: +351 291 203220, Fax: +351 291 229691, E-Mail: drpescas.madeira@mail.telepac.pt 
 
Tejedor Uranga, Jaime 
Presidente, Organización de Productores de Pesca de Bajura de Guipúzcoa (OPEGUI), Miraconcha 9, bajo, 20007 San 
Sebastián, Guipúzcoa, Spain  
Tel: +34 943 45 17 82, Fax: +34 943 45 58 33, E-Mail: fecopegui@euskalnet.net 
 
Turenne, Julien Marc 
Chef du Bureau de la Ressource, de la Réglementation et des Affaires Internationales, Ministère de l'Agriculture et de la 
Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, 3 Place de Fontenoy, 75007 Paris, France 
Tel: +33 149 55 82 31, Fax: +33 149 55 82 00, E-Mail: julien.turenne@agriculture.gouv.fr 
 
Tyrväinen, Pirjo 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, P.O. Box 30, Mariankatu 23 23 Helsinki, FI-00023, Finland 
Tel: +358 9 1605 2646, Fax: +358 9 1605 2640, E-Mail: pirjo.tyrvainen@mmm.fi 
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Ulloa Alonso, Edelmiro 
ANAPA/ARPOAN Puerto Pesquero, Edificio Cooperativa de Armadores, Puerto Pesquero s/n, 36202 Vigo, Pontevedra, 
Spain  
Tel: +34 986 43 38 44, Fax: +34 986 43 92 18, E-Mail: edelmiro@arvi.org 
 
Wendling, Bertrand 
SaThoAn, Cap Saint-Louis 3B, 28 Promenade JB Marty, 34200 Sète, France 
Tel: +33 4 6746 0415, Fax: +33 4 6746 0913, E-Mail: bwen@wandoo.fr 
 
Zabaleta Bilbao, Iñaki 
Federación de Cofradías de Pescadores de Bizkaia, c/Bailen 7 Bis bajo, 48003 Bilbao, Bizkaia, Spain 
Tel: +34 94 415 4011, Fax: +34 94 415 4076, E-Mail: cofradiber@euskalnet.net 
 
France (ST. PIERRE & MIQUELON)  
Artano, Stéphane* 
Président du Conseil Général, Conseil Général, Place Monseigneur Maurer, B.P. 187, 97500 St. Pierre et Miquelon 
Tel: +5 08 41 01 02, Fax: +5 08 41 22 97, E-Mail: cgspm@wanadoo.fr 
 
Guyau, Jean-Marc 
Administrateur Principal des Affaires Maritimes, Chef du Service, Service des Affaires Maritimes de Saint-Pierre et 
Miquelon, 1 Rue Gloanec; B.P. 4206, 97500 Saint-Pierre et Miquelon 
Tel: +508 411 530, Fax: +508 414 843, E-Mail: j-marc.guyau@equipement.gouv.fr 
 
Leguerrier Saubona Suraud, Delphine 
Chargée de Mission "Affaires internationales", Ministère de l'Agriculture et de la Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et 
de l'Aquaculture, 3 Place de Fontenoy, 75007 Paris, France 
Tel: +33 1 4955 8236, Fax: +33 1 4955 8200, E-Mail: delphine.leguerrier@agriculture.gouv.fr 
 
Theault, Charles 
Comité des Ressources Halieutiques, BV Constant Colmay, BP 4380, 97500 Saint-Pierre et Miquelon 
Tel: +508 411 520, Fax: +508 419 760, E-Mail: nouvpech.ctheault@cheznoo.net 
 
GHANA 
Tetebo, Alfred* 
Director of Fisheries, Ministry of Fisheries, P.O. Box 630, Accra 
Tel: +233 21 772 302, Fax: +233 21 776 005, E-Mail: mfrd@africaonline.com.gh 
Boye Ayertey, Samuel 
Ghana Tuna Association, P.O. Box CO 1384, Tema 
Tel: +233 22 208 560, Fax: +233 20 813 2660, E-Mail: ayerteysamuel@yahoo.uk.com 
 
Farmer, John Augustus 
President, Ghana Tuna Association, c/o Agmespark Fisheries, P.O.Box CO1828, Tema 
Tel: +233 22 212580/1, Fax: +233 22 212579, E-Mail: jafarmer@yahoo.com 
 
Okyere, Nicholas 
Managing Director Ghana 
Tel: +20 211 3330, Fax: +22 206101 
 
Quaatey, Samuel Nii K. 
Ag. Deputy Director of Marine Fisheries Research Division, P.O. Box BT-62, Tema 
Tel: +233 22 20 2346, Fax: +233 22 20 66 27, E-Mail: samquaatey@yahoo.com 
 
Tackey, Miltiades Godfrey 
President, National Fisheries Associations of Ghana, P.O. Box 868, Tema 
Tel: +233 20 8111530, Fax: +233 22 210806, E-Mail: niitackey @nafagfish.org 
 
GUATEMALA 
Villagrán, Erick* 
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación-MAGA, UNIPESCA, Km. 22 Carretera al Pacífico, Edificio La Ceiba 
3er nivel, Guatemala  
Tel: +502 630 5895/83, Fax: +502 630 5839, E-Mail:erick.villagran@gmail.com; unipesca@c.net.gt 
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GUINEA (REP.) 
Sory Sylla, Ibrahima* 
Directeur National de la Pêche Maritime, Ministère de la Pêche et de l'Aquaculture, Av. de la République, Commune de 
Kaloum - B.P. 307, Conakry 
Tel: +224 415228; 224 60260734; 224 64 38 3924, Fax: +224 451926, E-Mail: isorel2005@yahoo.fr 
 
HONDURAS 
Matuty, Alejandro* 
Director General de Pesca y Acuicultura, Secretaria de Agricultura y Ganadería, Col. Lara, Frente a Químico Farmacéutico 
Tel: +504 239 0908, Fax: +504 239 1994, E-Mail: digepesca@yahoo.com 
 
ICELAND 
Thórarinsson, Kristjan* 
LIU, Borgartuni 35, IS-105, Reykjavik 
Tel: +354 591 0300, Fax: +354 591 0301, E-Mail: k@liu.is 
 
JAPAN 
Miyahara, Masanori* 
Director, Fisheries Coordination Division, Resources Management Deptament Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 
Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku, 100-8907, Tokyo 
Tel: +81 3 3501 3847, Fax: +81 3 3501 1019, E-Mail: 
 
Hanafusa, Katsuma 
Counselor, Resources Management Department, Fishereis Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo 100-
8907 
Tel: +81 3 3591 1086, Fax: +81 3 3502 0571, E-Mail: katsuma_hanafusa@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
Hashizume, Kazuaki 
Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, 1-3-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyodu-Ku, Tokyo 100-8901 
Tel: +81 3 3501 0532, Fax: +81 3 3501 6006, E-Mail: hashizume-kazuaki@meti.go.jp 
 
Hyoe, Kiyomi 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku Tokyo 
Tel: +81 35501 8000, Fax: +81 35501 8332, E-Mail:  
 
Kawamura, Yoshiro 
Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 2-31-1 Eishin Bld. Eitai Koto-Ku, Tokyo 135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Masuko, Hisao 
Director, International Division, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 31-1 Eitai 2-Chome Koutou-Ku, Tokyo 
135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Miyabe, Naozumi 
Director, Temperate Tuna Resources Division, National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries, Fisheries Research Agency 
of Japan, 7-1, 5 Chome, Orido, Shizuoka-Shi, Shimizu-ku 424-8633 
Tel: +81 543 366 032, Fax: +81 543 359 642, E-Mail: miyabe@fra.affrc.go.jp 
 
Nakamura, Masaaki 
Adviser, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 31-1 Eitai 2-Chome Koto-Ku, Tokyo 135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Ohashi, Reiko 
Assistant Chief, International Division, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 31-1 Eitai 2 Chome Koto-Ku, Tokyo 
135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Shikada, Yoshitsugu 
Deputy Director, Far Seas Fisheries Division, Resources Management Department, Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 
Kasumigaseki, , Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo, 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3502 8204, Fax: +81 3 3591 5824, E-Mail: yoshitsugu_shikada@nm.maff.go.jp 
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Suzuki, Kazuhiko 
International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency of Japan, Resources Management Deparment, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, 
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3591 1086, Fax: +81 3 3502 0571, E-Mail: kazuhiko_suzuki@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
Takagi, Yoshihiro 
Special Advisor International Relations, Overseas Fishery Cooperation Foundation, 9-13 Akasaka-1, Minato-Ku, Tokyo 107-
0052 
Tel: +81 3 3585 5087, Fax: +81 3 3582 4539, E-Mail: takagi@ofcf.or.jp 
 
Takamura, Nobuko 
Interpreter, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-Operative Association, 31-1 Eitai 2-Chome Koto-Ku, Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo 135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Takase, Miwako 
Deputy Director, International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency of Japan, Resources Management Department, 1-2-1 
Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3591 1086, Fax: +81 3 3502 0571, E-Mail: miwako_takase@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
Uetake, Hideto 
Vessel Owner, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 31-1 Eitai 2-Chome Koto-ku, Chidaya-Ku, Tokyo 135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382, Fax: +81 3 5646 2652, E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
KOREA (REP.) 
Seok, Kyu-Jin* 
Counselor, International Cooperation, Ministry of Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, 140-2 Gye-dong, Jongno-gu, 110-793 
Seoul  
Tel: +82 2 3674 6995, Fax: +82 2 3674 6996, E-Mail: icdmomaf@chol.com;pisces@momaf.go.kr 
 
Park, Jeong Seok 
Scientist, International Cooperation Division, Ministry of Maritime Affairs & Fisheries, 140-2 Gye-dong, Jongno-gu 110-793 
Seoul 
Tel: +82 2 3674 6994, Fax: +82 2 3674 6996, E-Mail: jspark@momaf.go.kr 
 
LIBYA 
Zarrog, Hussinl A.* 
Chairman, National Authority of Marine Investment, Nami, Tripoli 
Tel: , Fax: +218 21 333 0666, E-Mail: merai.h.a@hotmail.com 
 
Zbida, Abdussalam 
Director, Secretariat of Agriculture, Animal and Water Wealth, Department of Marine Wealth, P.O. Box 30830, Tajura, 
Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 369 0001/3, Fax: +218 21 369 0002, E-Mail: a-m-zbida@yahoo.com 
 
Abdurahman Ben Hamed, Rafat 
Alfateh Tower, 2 Floor 14, office 148-149, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 335 1101, Fax: +218 21 335 1102, E-Mail: office@rhms-libya.com 
 
Ahmed Ouz, Khaled 
Alfateh Tower nº 2, Floor 14; office 149, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 335 1101, Fax: +218 21 335 1102, E-Mail: office@rhms-libya.com 
 
Almeghrbi, Aiad Hussen 
N.A.M.I., P.O. Box 80876, Tripoli  
Tel: +218 21 322 4478, Fax: +218 21 333 0666, E-Mail: camafish200@yahoo.com 
 
Forjani, Abdusalam 
Director Markting Manager, Nour Al-Hiat Fishery Co., P.O. Box 1154, Tripoli  
Tel: +218 21 361 5858, Fax: +218 21 361 5209, E-Mail: forjani2000@yahoo.com 
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Kalafala Elnadab, Omer 
Tripoli 
 
Khalifa Megbri, Abdulaziz 
National Marine Markenting, P.O.Box 83400, Tripoli  
 
Megrbi, Faragn K. 
Nation Marine Marketing, P.O. Box 83400, Tripoli  
 
Mohamed Ibrahim, Ali 
Permanent Committee of Fisheries in Libyan Waters, P.O. Box 83400, Street Ezawya, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 3340 932, Fax: +218 21 333 7283, E-Mail: comafish200@yahoo.com 
 
Musrati, Abas Ahmed 
Tripoli 
Tel: +218 5232941 
 
Omar-Tawil, Mohamed Y. 
Marine Biology Research Center, P.O. Box 30830, Tajura, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 369 001, Fax: +218 21 369 002, E-Mail: omartawil@yahoo.com 
 
Wefati, Aladdin M. 
President, Manager Director Nour Al-Haiat Fishery Co.1154, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 361 5858, Fax: +218 21 361 5209, E-Mail: a_wefati@yahoo.co.uk 
 
MEXICO 
Aguilar Sánchez, Mario* 
Representante de la Comisión Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca en Washington. D.C.1666 K St., Washington, DC, United 
States 
Tel: +1 202 2938 138, Fax: +1 202 2418 138, E-Mail: mariogaguilars@aol.com 
 
Fleischer, Luis 
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca-SAGARPA, Crip- la Paz, Km. 1, Carretera a Pichilingue, 23100, La Paz, B.C.S. 
Tel: +52 612 12 21367, Fax: +52 612 12 21367, E-Mail: lfleischer21@yahoo.com 
 
Solana Sansores, Luis-Rafael 
Director General de Investigación Pesquera en el Atlántico, Instituto Nacional de Pesca-SAGARPA, Calle Pitágoras nº 1320, 
3ª piso Colonia Santa Cruz Atoyac. Delegación Benito Juarez, C.P. 03310, México  
Tel: +52 229 130 4520, Fax: +52 229 130 4519, E-Mail: solana_sansores@yahoo.com.mx 
 
MOROCCO 
Fahfouhi, Abdessalam* 
Chef de Division de la Protection des Ressources Halieutiques, Ministère de l'Agriculture, du Développement Rural et de la 
Pêche, Quartier Administratif, Place Abdellah Chefchaouni, B.P. 476 Agdal, Rabat 
Tel: +212 37 68 81 21, Fax: +212 37 68 8089, E-Mail: fahfouhi@mpm.gov.ma 
 
Benmoussa, Abderraouf 
Chef du Service de la Coopération et des Affaires Juridiques, Ministère de l'Agriculture, du Développement Rural et de la 
Pêche, B.P. 476, Haut Agdal, Rabat 
Fax: +212 37 688194, E-Mail: benmoussa@mpm.gov.ma 
 
Bennouna, Kamal 
Président, Association Nationale des Armateurs à la Palangre Réfrigéré (ANAPR) Sevilla, Spain 
Tel: +212 4884 3007, Fax: +212 48 843025, E-Mail: lamakes@yahoo.es 
 
Boulaich, Moustapha 
Concessionnaire de Madragues, Avant-port de Mehdia, 23 Rue Moussa Ibonou Nouceir, 1er étaga nº1, Tanger 
Tel: +212 37388 432, Fax: +212 37388 510, E-Mail: boulaich-1@menara.ma 
 
El Ktiri, Taoufik 
Chef de service à la Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, Ministère de l'Agriculture, du Développement Rural 
et de la Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, Nouveau Quartier Administratif, Haut Agdal, Rabat 
Tel: +212 37 68 81 15, Fax: +212 37 68 8089, E-Mail: elktiri@mpm.gov.ma 
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El Omari, Abdelhamid 
Représentant la société "Les Madragues du sud", Avant-port de Mehdia, 23 Rue Moussa ibnou Nouceir, Tanger  
Tel: +212 37 388432, Fax: +212 37 388 510/37564678, E-Mail: omari-12@hotmail.com 
 
Idrissi, M'Hamed 
Chef, Centre Régional de l'INRH à Tanger/M'dig, B.P. 5268, 90000 Drabeb, Tanger 
Tel: +212 39 325 134, Fax: +212 39 325 139, E-Mail: mha_idrissi2002@yahoo.com 
 
Hibatou Al Abadila, Maa Alaynine 
President, Fédération de la Chambres des Pêches Maritimes, 5 Rue Beni Ouaraine, Souissi, Rabat 
Tel: +212 37 65 02 04, Fax: +212 37 653012, E-Mail: haibatou6@yahoo.fr  
 
Saouss, Mustapha 
SALY Fishing Corporation, Port d'Agadir 
Tel: +212 48 82 11 80, Fax: +212 48 82 3922, E-Mail: petitmehdi@yahoo.com 
 
NAMIBIA 
Ithindi, Andreas P.* 
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, Private Bag 13355, 9000 Windhoek 
Tel: +264 61205 3020, Fax: +264 61 224 564, E-Mail: pithindi@mfmr.gov.na 
 
Bester, Desmond R. 
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, Private Bag 394, 9000 Luderitz 
Tel: +264 63 20 2912, Fax: +264 6320 3337, E-Mail: dbester@mfmr.gov.na 
 
Hart, George Wayne 
Ministry of Fisheries & Marine Resource, Namibian Large Pelagic Ass., P.O. Box 2513, Walvis Bay 
Tel: +264 81 127 3710, Fax: +264 64 20 7460, E-Mail: namcoast@iway.na 
 
Van Zyl, James W. 
Ministry of Fisheries & Marine Resources, Private Bag 13355, Windhoek 
Tel: +264 81 128 8560, Fax: +264 64 207 460, E-Mail: nmp@mweb.com.na 
 
NICARAGUA 
Marenco Urcuyo, Miguel Angel* 
Director Ejecutivo, Ministerio de Fomento, Industria y Comercio, Administración Nacional de Pesca y Acuicultura-
ADPESCA, Apartado 2020 Km. 6 1/2 Carretera Sur, 2020, Managua 
Tel: +505 267 0932, Fax: +505270 0954, E-Mail: miguel.marenco@mific.gov.ni; adpesca@mific.gob.ni 
 
NORWAY 
Holst, Sigrun* 
Deputy Director General, Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs, P.O. Box 8118 Dep, N-0032, Oslo 
Tel: +47 22 24 26 68, Fax: +47 22 24 26 67, E-Mail: sigrun.holst@fkd.dep.no 
 
Nottestad, Leif 
Senior Scientist, Institute of Marine Research, P.O. Box 1870 Nordnesgaten, 33, 5817 Bergen 
Tel: +47 99 227 025, Fax: +47 55 23 86 87, E-Mail: leif.nottestad@imr.no 
 
Rodrigues Eusebio, Turid B. 
Deputy Director General, Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Oslo-DEP, Bergen 
Tel: +47 2224 3612, Fax: +47 2224 2782, E-Mail: tbe@mfa.no 
 
PANAMA 
Franco, Arnulfo Luis* 
Asesor, Autoridad Marítima de Panamá, Dirección General de Recursos Marinos y Costeros, Clayton 404-A, Ancón, Panama 
Tel: +507 317 0547, Fax: +507 317 3627, E-Mail: afranco@cwpanama.net 
 
Silva Torres, David Iván 
Dirección General de Recursos Marinos, Autoridad Marítima de Panama 
Tel: +507232 7510, Fax: +507 232 6477, E-Mail: drmarinos@amp.gob.pa // davidsilvat@yahoo.com 
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PHILIPPINES 
Adora, Gil A.* 
Assistant Director, Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources (BFAR), 3rd floor, Philippine Coconut Administration Bldg, 
PCA Building, Elliptical Road, Quezon City  
Tel: +632 426 6589, Fax: +632 426 6589, E-Mail: gaadora@bfar.da.gov.ph// gi_adora@yahoo.com 
 
Ganaden, Reuben 
Bureau of Fisheries, PCA Building, Elliptical Rd., Quezon City 
E-Mail: syrichard@pldtdsl.net 
 
Sy, Richard 
Sun Tai International Fishing Corp, Suite 701, Dazma Corporate Center 321, Manila, Damarinas St.,Binondo 
Tel: +632 244 5565, Fax: +632 244 5566, E-Mail: syrichard@pldtdsl.net 
 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION 
Kukhorenko, Konstantin G.* 
Director, AtlantNIRO, Atlantic Research Institute of Marine Fisheries and Oceanography, 5, Dmitry Donskoy Str., 236000 
Kaliningrad 
Tel: +7 4012 21 56 45, Fax: +7 4012 21 99 97, E-Mail:oms@atlant.baltnet.ru;office@atlant.baltnet.ru 
 
Eremeev, Vladimir 
Deputy of General Director, Rustuna Ltd., 2 Prospekt Kalinina, 236035 Kaliningrad 
Tel: +7 4012 576 596, Fax: +7 4012 576 568, E-Mail: eremeev@star.koenig.ru 
 
Leontiev, Sergey 
Head of the Laboratory, VNIRO, Russian Federal Research Institute of Fisheries and Oceanography, 17, V. Krasnoselskaya, 
107140, Moscow 
Tel: +7 495 264 9465, Fax: +7 495 264 9465, E-Mail: leon@vniro.ru 
 
SAO TOME & PRINCIPE 
Eva Aurelio, José* 
Ministerio dos Asuntos Económicos, Dirección de Pesca, C.P. 59, Sao Tomé  
Tel: +239 222 091, Fax: +239 222 828, E-Mail: aurelioeva57@yahoo.com.br 
 
Anibal, Olavio 
Direcçao das Pescas, C.P. 59, Sao Tomé,  
Tel: +239 2 22091, Fax: +239 222828, E-Mail: olavoanibal@hotmail.com // etybi@yahoo.fr 
 
SENEGAL 
Diop, Ndèye Tické Ndiaye* 
Directeur des Pêches Maritimes, Ministère de l'Economie Maritime, Direction des Pêches Maritimes, 1 Rue Joris, B.P. 289, 
Dakar 
Tel: +221 823 0137, Fax: +221 821 4758, E-Mail: dopm@sentoo.sn 
 
Diatta, Youssouph 
Chargé de Recherches, Centre de Recherches Océanographiques de Dakar Thiaroye-CRODT/ISRA, LNERV, Route du Front 
de Terre, BP 2241, Dakar 
Tel: +222 832 8265, Fax: +221 832 8262, E-Mail: youssouphdiatta@hotmail.com 
 
Diop, Moussa 
Chef de Division Aménagement et Gestion à la Direction des Pêches Maritimes, Direction des Pêches Maritimes, Dakar  
Tel: +221 823 01 37, Fax: +221 821 4758, E-Mail: myccadiop@yahoo.fr 
 
Diouf, Abdou 
Président, Fédération Sénégalaise de Pêche Sportive (FSPS), Bd de la Libération - B.P. 22568, Dakar 
Tel: +221 822 3858, Fax: +221 821 4376, E-Mail: fsps@sentoo.sn 
 
Fernandez Souto, Anibal Sérafin 
Président GAIPES, Directeur de la Société SENEVISAB.P. 1557, Nouveau Quai de Pêche, Mole 10, 1557  
Tel: +221 889 6868, Fax: +221 823 6811, E-Mail: senevisa@vieirasa.sn 
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Keita, Papa Namsa 
Directeur des Industries de la Transformation de la Pêche, Ministère de l'Economie Maritime et des Transports Maritimes 
Internationaux, Km. 10,5 - Bd C.C.D., B.P. 50700 Dakar 
Tel: +221 823 0802, Fax: +221 853 0802, E-Mail: domp@sentoo.sn//pmkeita@gmail.com 
 
Mboup, Colonnel Dame 
Directeur de la Protection et de la Surveillance des Pêches, Ministère de l'Economie Maritime et des Transports Maritimes 
Internationaux, Dakar  
Tel: +221 823 2465, Fax: +221 821 3119, E-Mail: dpsp.dir@gmail.com 
 
Ndaw, Sidi 
Chef du Bureau des Statistiques à la Direction des Pêches, Ministère de l'Economie Maritime, Direction des Pêches 
Maritimes, Building Administratif, B.P. 289, Dakar  
Tel: +221 823 0137, Fax: +221 821 4758, E-Mail: sidindaw@hotmail.com 
 
Talla, Mariéme Diagne 
Chef du Bureau Législation et Suivi des Accords et Convention, Ministère de l'Economie Maritime et des Transports 
Maritimes Internationaux, Direction des Pêches Maritimes, 1, Rue Joris, B.P. 289, Dakar 
Tel: +221 823 0137, Fax: +221 821 4758, E-Mail: dopm@sentoo.sn 
 
SOUTH AFRICA  
Share, André* 
Chief Director, Resource Management (Marine) - Marine and Coastal Management, Department of Environmental Affairs 
and Tourism, Private Bag X2, Roggebaai, 8012 Cape Town  
Tel: +27 21 402 3552, Fax: +27 21 421 5151, E-Mail: ashare@deat.gov.za 
 
Kaye, Andrew 
South African Tuna Association, P.O.Box 15121, Vlae Bkrg, 8018 Rogge Bay, Cape Town 
Tel: +27 21 422 3322, Fax: +27 21 422 3324, E-Mail: andrew@kaytrad.co.sa 
 
Lucas, Don 
S.A. Tuna Longline Association, 13 Bradwell Road, 8001Vredehoek 
Tel: +27 21 510 7924, Fax: +27 21 510 1268, E-Mail: comfish@mweb.co.za 
 
Mugjenkar, Abeeda 
Chief Director, Monitoring, Control, Surveillance, Marine and Coastal Management, Private Bag X2, Roggebaai, 8012 Cape 
Town  
Tel: +27 21 402 3550, Fax: +27 21 425 7324, E-Mail: amugjenkar@deat.gov.za 
 
Smith, Craig 
Deputy Director, Pelagic and High Seas Fisheries Management, Marine & Coastal Management, Department of 
Environmental Affairs and Tourism, Private Bag X2, 8012 Rogge Bay Cape Town 
Tel: +27 21 402 3048, Fax: +27 21 421 7406, E-Mail: csmith@deat.gov.za 
 
ST. VINCENT & THE GRENADINES 
Ryan, Raymond* 
Chief Fisheries Officer, Fisheries Division Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, Richmond Hill, Kingstown, St. Vincent and 
The Grenadines, West Indies 
Tel: +1 784 456 2738, Fax: +1 784 457 2112, E-Mail: fishdiv@caribsurf.com 
 
TUNISIA 
Chouayakh, Ahmed* 
Directeur de la Conservation des Ressources Halieutiques, Ministère de l'Agriculture et des Ressources Hydrauliques, 
Direction Générale de la Pêche et de l'Aquaculture, 30 Rue Alain Savary, 1002 Tunis 
Tel: +216 71 890 784, Fax: +216 71 799 401 
 
Jaouhar, Ben Hmida 
Fédération de la Pêche du Thon en Tunisie, 11 nouveaux ports de pêche SFAX, 3065 Tunis  
Tel: +216 98 319 885, Fax: +216 74 497704, E-Mail: jaouhar.benhmida@tunet.tn 
 
Nadhif, Mohamed 
Directeur Général de la Pêche, Ministère de l'Agriculture et des Ressources Hydrauliques, 30 Rue Alain Savary, 1002 Tunis 
Tel: +216 71 892953, Fax: +216 71 799401, E-Mail:  
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TURKEY 
Anbar, Nedim* 
Adviser to the Minister on ICCAT and BFT matters, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Ataturk Bulv. Bulvar Palas is 
merkezi Nº141, B-Block, D-101 Bakanliklar, 06640 Ankara 
Tel: +90 312 4198 054, Fax: +90 312 4198 057, E-Mail: nanbar@oyid.com 
 
Badak, Ismet 
Cihangir Mah., Burnaz Cao. No 22/A, Avcilar, Istanbul 
Tel: +90 212 517 7046, Fax: +90 212 517 7048, E-Mail: ergun@basaranbalikcilik.com 
 
Basaran, Ergun 
Cihangir Mah., Burnaz Cao. No 22/A, Avcilar, Istanbul 
Tel: +90 212 517 7046, Fax: +90 212 517 7048, E-Mail: ergun@basaranbalikcilik.com 
 
Fat, Mehmet 
Su Ucinlero Malo no 16, Kumhapi, Istambul 
Tel: +90 212 517 7040, Fax: +90 212 638 0624, E-Mail: mehmetfa@aktuna.com 
 
Ahmet Sagun, Tuncay 
Abide-I Hürriyet Cad.Polat Celilaga Is Hani No:9 Kat:12 Daire 48, Mecidiyeköy, Istanbul 
Tel: +90 212 213 6845, Fax: +90 212 213 9272, E-Mail: sagun@sagun.com 
 
Akderi, Bilun 
Osmargazi Mah Battalgazi cad, Sajan Plaza Nº 33, Sanardira Kartal, Istanbul 
Tel: +90 216 561 2020, Fax: +90 216 561 5707, E-Mail: sagun@sagun.com 
 
Gözgözoglu, Erkan 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Eskisehir Yolu 9.Km, Lodumlu, Ankara 
Tel: +90 312 286 7592, Fax: +90 312 287 0041, E-Mail: egozgozoglu@tarim.gov.tr 
 
Kul, Nazim 
Su Ucinlero Malo no 16, Kumhapi, Istambul 
Tel: +90 212 517 7040, Fax: +90 212 638 0624, E-Mail: narzimkul@aktuna.com 
 
Kürüm, Vahdettin 
Head of Fisheries Department, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, General Directorate of Protection and Control, 
Akay Cad. No:3 Bakanliklar, Ankara 
Tel: +90312 4198319, Fax: +90312 4198319, E-Mail: vahdettink@kkgm.gov.tr 
 
Onen, Niyazu 
Ahí Evran Cad. Polaris Plaza Kat 10, Maslak, Istambul 
Tel: +90 212 346 0510, Fax: +90 212 346 0525, E-Mail: niyazi.onen@dardonel.com.tr 
 
Sagun, Seda 
Osmargazi Mah.Battalgazi Cad., Sajan Plaza Nº 33; Sanardira Kartal, Istanbul 
Tel: +90 216 561 2020, Fax: +90 216 561 5707, E-Mail: sagun@sagun.com 
 
Türkyilmaz, Esra 
Abi Evran Cad. Polaris Plaza Kat 10, Maslak, Istambul 
Tel: +90 212 346 0510, Fax: +90 212 346 0525, E-Mail: esra.turkyilmaz@dardanel.com.tr 
 
UNITED KINGDOM (OVERSEAS TERRITORIES) 
Halfyard, Adrian* 
Aviation & Maritime Team, Foreign & Commonwealth Office - Room WH424, King Charles St., SW1A 2AH, London 
Tel: +44 20 7008 2633, Fax: +44 207 008 3189, E-Mail: adrian.halfyard@fco.gov.uk 
 
UNITED STATES 
Hogarth, William T.* 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland 
20910-3282  
Tel: +1 301 713 2239, Fax: +1 301 713 1940, E-Mail: bill.hogarth@noaa.gov 
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Anderson, Karl E. 
Congressional Affairs Specialist, U.S. Department of Commerce - NOAA, 14th and Constitution, NW, Washington DC 
20230 
Tel: +1 202 482 3139, Fax: +1 202 482 4960, E-Mail: karl.anderson@noaa.gov 
 
Barrows, Christopher 
Deputy Chief of Fisheries Law Enforcement, US Coast Guard, Commandant (CG-3RPL-4), United States Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street S.W., Washington DC 20593-0001 
Tel: +1 202 372 2187, E-Mail: chris.m.barrows@uscg.mil 
 
Blankenbeker, Kimberly 
Foreign Affairs Specialist Office of International Affairs, National Marine Fisheries Services/NOAA, 1315 East West Hwy, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3282 
Tel: +1 301 713 2276, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: kimberly.blankenbeker@noaa.gov 
 
Bogan, Raymond 
Bogan and Bogan, Esquires, LLC, 526 Bay Avenue, Point Pleasant Beach, New Jersey 08742 
Tel: +1 732 899 9500, Fax: +1 732 899 9527, E-Mail: rbogan@boganlawjoffice.com 
 
Clark, Michael 
NOAA Fisheries, 1315 East West Hwy, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2347, Fax: +1 301 713 1917, E-Mail: michael.clark@noaa.gov 
 
Crabtree, Roy 
Doc. NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service, 263 13th Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 
Tel: +1 727 824 5301, Fax: +1 727 824 5320, E-Mail: roy.crabtree@noaa.gov 
 
Delaney, Glenn 
601 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 9005, Washington, DC 20004 
Tel: +1 202 434 8220, Fax: +1 202 639 8817, E-Mail: grdelaney@aol.com 
 
Denit, Kelly 
NOAA Fisheries Service, 1315 East West Hwy, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2276, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: kelly.denit@noaa.gov 
 
Dunn, Russell 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 263 13th Avenue South, St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 
Tel: +1 727 551 5740, Fax: +1 727 824 5388, E-Mail: russell.dunn@noaa.gov 
 
Fordham, Sonja V 
Policy Director, The Ocean Conservancy, The Shark Alliance and Shark Conservation Program Director, c/o Oceana, Rue 
Montoyer, 39, 1000 Brussels, Belgium 
Tel: +322 513 2242, Fax: +1 202 872 0619, E-Mail: sonja@oceanconservancy.org 
 
Graves, John E. 
Professor of Marine Science, Virginia Institute of Marine Science, College of William and Mary, P.O. Box 1346, Gloucester 
Point, Virginia 23062 
Tel: +1 804 684 7352, Fax: +1 804 684 7157, E-Mail: graves@vims.edu 
 
Harrelson, Leah 
United States Department of Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington, DC, 20230 
Tel: +1 202 482 3663, Fax: +1 202 501 8147, E-Mail: lharrelson@doc.gov 
 
Hayes, Robert 
US Commissioner for Recreational Interests Ball Janik LLP, 225 Reinekers Lane, suite 420, Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
Tel: +1 703 519 1895, Fax: +1 703 519 1872, E-Mail: rhayes@joincca.org 
 
Hinman, Ken 
President, National, National Coalition for Marine Conservation, 4 Royal Street SE, Leesburg, Virginia 20175 
Tel: +1 703 777 0037, Fax: +1 703 777 1107, E-Mail: hinmank@mindspring.com 
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Kerstetter, David 
CIMAS - University of Miami, 4600 Rickenbacker Causeway, Miami, Florida 33149 
Tel: +1 305 361 4242, E-Mail: dkerstetter@rsmas.miami.edu 
 
Kraniotis, Patricia 
NOAA, Office of General Counsel for International Law, 14th Constitution, NW, Rm. 7837, Washington DC 20230 
Tel: +1 202 482 3816, Fax: +1 202 371 0926, E-Mail: patricia.kraniotis@noaa.gov 
 
Lent, Rebecca 
Director, Office of International Affairs, NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, 
Maryland 20910-3232 
Tel: +1 301 713 9090, Fax: +1 301 713 9106, E-Mail: rebecca.lent@noaa.gov 
 
Mattice, Alice 
Office of U.S. Trade Representative, 600 17th Street NW, Washington, DC 20508 
Tel: +1 202 395 9590, Fax: +1 202 395 9517, E-Mail: alice_mattice@ustr.eop.gov 
 
McGowan, Michael 
Bumble Bee Seafoods, 9615 Granite Ridge Rd, San Diego, California 92123 
Tel: +1 858 715 4054, Fax: +1 858 715 4354, E-Mail: mcgowan@bumblebee.com 
 
McTee, Sarah 
NOAA Fisheries, 1315 East West Hwy, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2347, Fax: +1 301 713 1917, E-Mail: sarah.mctee@noaa.gov 
 
Merritt, Rita 
38 Pelican Drive, Wrightsville BH 28480 
Tel: +910 231 9730, Fax: +1 910 256 3689, E-Mail: miridon@ec.rr.com 
 
Moore, Ben E. 
Outerbanks Outfitters, P.O. Box 3330, 1010 West Fort Macon Road, Atlantic Beach, 28512 
Tel: +1 252 2402500, Fax: +1 252 240 2507, E-Mail: bmoore@outerbanksoutfitters.com 
 
Nelson, Russell 
Nelson Resources Consulting, Inc., 765 NW 35 Street Oakland Park, Florida 33309 
Tel: +1 954 566 0470, Fax: +1 561 449 9637, E-Mail: drrsnnc@aol.com 
 
Nice, Marlene M. 
Economic Officer, Embassy of the United States of America, UL. Thomas Jefferson, 2, 10010 Zagreb, Croatia 
Tel: +381 1 661 2225, Fax: +385 1 661 2178, E-Mail: nicemm@state.gov 
 
Park, Caroline 
NOAA Office of the General Counsel, SSMC3-Room 15123, 1315 East-West Highway, Rm 15123, Silver Spring, Maryland, 
20910-3282 
Tel: +1 301 713 9675, Fax: +1 301 713 0658, E-Mail:  
 
Paterni, Mark 
U.S. Department of Commerce, NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service, Office for Law Enforcement, 8484 Georgia Ave. 
Suite 415, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 427 2300, Fax: + 1 301 427 2313, E-Mail: mark.paterni@noaa.gov 
 
Pineiro, Eugenio 
Caribbean Fishery Management Council, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1301 713 2276, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: gpsfish@yahoo.com 
 
Porch, Clarence E. 
Research Fisheries Biologist, NMFS-Southeast Fisheries Center, 75 Virginia Beach Drive, Miami, Florida 33149 
Tel: +1 305 361 4232, Fax: +1 305 361 4219, E-Mail: clay.porch@noaa.gov 
 
Powers, Joseph E. 
School of the Coast & Environment, Louisiana State University, 2147 Energy, Coast & Environment Bldg., Baton Rouge, 
Louisana 70803 
Tel: +1 225 578 7659, Fax: +1 225 578 6513, E-Mail: jepowers@lsu.edu 
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Rogers, Christopher 
Chief, Trade and Marine Steward Ship Division, National Marine Fisheries Service/NOAA, Office of International Affairs, 
1315 East-West Highway, Rm. 12657, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3282 
Tel: +1 301 713 9090, Fax: +1 301 713 9106, E-Mail: christopher.rogers@noaa.gov 
 
Ruais, Richard P. 
Executive Director, East Coast Tuna Association & Blue Water Fishermen’s Association, 28 Zion Hill Road, Salem, New 
Hampshire 03079 
Tel: +1 603 898 8862, Fax: +1 603 894 5898, E-Mail: rruais@aol.com 
 
Schulze-Haugen, Margo 
U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-west Highway, Rm. 13458, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2347, Fax: +1 301 713 1917, E-Mail: margo.schulze-haugen@noaa.gov 
 
Sissenwine, Michael P. 
Box 2228, Teaticket, Maryland 02536 
Tel: +1 508 566 3144, E-Mail: m_sissenwine@surfglobal.net 
 
Thomas, Randi Parks 
U.S. Tuna Foundation, 1101 17th Street NW, Suite 609 Washington, DC 20036 
Tel: +1 202 857 0610, Fax: +1 202 331 9686, E-Mail: RPThomas@tunafoundation.org 
 
Thompson, Gloria 
1315 East-West Highway, Rm. 14627, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2239, Fax: +1 301 713 1940, E-Mail: gloria.thompson@noaa.gov 
 
Toschik, Pamela 
U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration, Office of International Affairs, 14th & 
Constitution Avenue NW, Rm. 6224, Washington, DC 20230 
Tel: +1 202 482 4347, Fax: +1 202 482 4307, E-Mail: pamela.toschik@noaa.gov 
 
Warner-Kramer, Deirdre 
Office of Marine Conservation OES/OMC, Rm. 2758, Department of State, Washington, DC 20520-7818 
Tel: +1 202 647 2883, Fax: +1 202 736 7350, E-Mail: warner-kramerdm@state.gov 
 
URUGUAY 
Montiel, Daniel* 
Director Nacional, Dirección Nacional de Recursos Acuáticos-DINARA, Constituyente, 1497, Piso 1º, 11200, Montevideo  
Tel: +5982 409 2969, Fax: +5982 401 3216, E-Mail: dmontiel@dinara.gub.uy 
 
Alcalde, Pablo 
Rio de la Plata, S.A., Plaza Independencia, 831/408, 11100, Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 9016574, Fax: +5982 901 6574, E-Mail: je@pescalegal.com 
 
Conte, Gustavo 
Iorstar, S.A., General Pacheco, 1042; Rbla Edison, 11900 Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 924 8456, Fax: +5982 924 3130, E-Mail: landasur@adinet.com.uy 
 
Domingo, Andrés 
Dirección Nacional de Recursos Acuáticos-DINARA, Sección y Recursos Pelágicos de Altura, Constituyente 1497, 11200 
Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 40 46 89, Fax: +5982 41 32 16, E-Mail: adomingo@dinara.gub.uy 
 
Etchart Miranda, Jorge Nelson 
Río de la Plata, S.A., Plaza Independencia, 831/408, 11100 Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 9016574, Fax: +5982 901 6574, E-Mail: je@pescalegal.com 
 
German Delgado, Mario 
Frelux, S.A., Convención 1511 - 1er piso, Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 902 5478, Fax: +5982 900 3992, E-Mail: freluxsa@hotamail.com 
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Silva Casuriaga, Marysa Mercedes 
Frelux S.A., Convención 1511, 1er piso, Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 902 5478, Fax: +5982 9003992, E-Mail: freluxsa@hotamail.com 
 
VANUATU 
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ANNEX 3 
 

OPENING ADDRESSES & 
STATEMENTS TO THE PLENARY SESSIONS 

 
 
3.1 OPENING ADDRESSES 

 
By Dr. William T. Hogarth, Commission Chairman 
 
First of all, I want to take this opportunity to thank our Croatian hosts for selecting such a wonderful location for 
our meeting. Dubrovnik is a spectacular city. I also want to thank Croatia and our Secretariat staff for the 
excellent meeting arrangements. 
 
I would like to offer a special welcome to our newest Contracting Party, Syria. You represent our 42nd member, 
and we look forward to having you as a member. 
 
Since I have asked my fellow Commissioners not to give oral opening statements, I will make mine as brief as 
possible. However, as Mr. Miyahara used to say, please be patient. 
 
This is a very special year since it is the 40th Anniversary of the Commission. ICCAT has a long-standing history 
in fisheries management and we will be truly tested this year because of all the important stocks we will be 
discussing. I do not say this lightly. ICCAT’s credibility as a fisheries management organization is on the line 
this year, particularly because of the critical situation facing eastern bluefin tuna. 
 
There has been unprecedented media and other attention on the Mediterranean bluefin situation, and the world 
will be watching for the outcome of this meeting. I recognize that this will be a very difficult and sometimes 
contentious meeting, but I implore all Parties to work together to deal with these issues. I hope we can build on 
the efforts of the previous Chairman and the Regional Workshops I conducted to improve the functioning and 
transparency of the Commission. We will discuss the regional workshops later in the agenda, but I would like to 
express my gratitude to all those that participated in these meetings. 
 
I want to take a moment to remind everyone that this Commission was formed, and I quote from the Convention, 
“to maintain the populations of tuna and tuna-like fishes that may be taken in the Convention area at levels 
which will permit the maximum sustainable catch”. This is a very important point to remember as we progress 
through the meeting. 
 
This Commission has shown that it can meet stock management challenges. A rebuilding program was adopted 
in 1999 for northern swordfish, and, now with still three years remaining swordfish is nearly rebuilt. This is a 
significant accomplishment for the Commission and clearly shows what we can accomplish when we work 
together. I hope, in fact, I expect that we will do the same thing for bluefin tuna, a truly magnificent fish. Make 
no mistake, this will require sacrifices by all Parties involved, but we must take strong action to address this 
severe situation. 
 
The conservation and management measures for both stocks of swordfish and blue and white marlins will also be 
discussed. While news from the SCRS is generally positive for these stocks, data reporting continues to be a 
problem. Lack of data in all ICCAT fisheries has been and continues to be a major concern for this Commission. 
The situation is reaching a crisis point. We must thoroughly discuss this problem and identify effective solutions 
at this meeting. 
 
Other important issues that need to be addressed this year include the strengthening of ICCAT, adoption of the 
Compendium, and assistance to developing states. 
 
RFMOs are being subjected to increasing scrutiny at the international level. Therefore, we must work together to 
ensure that decision-making at ICCAT is efficient, transparent, and inclusive and that the decisions taken are 
effective for meeting the objectives of the Convention. 
 
To conclude, I look forward to a productive meeting. Having said that, I do hope that you find some time to 
enjoy this gorgeous city. Thank you. 
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By Mr. Zdenko Krmek, Secretary of State, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry & Water Management of 
Croatia 
 
It is a great pleasure for me to greet you in the name of the Croatian government and to wish you a warm 
welcome to the 15th Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of the Atlantic 
Tunas. 
 
We are honored by the fact that you have decided to hold this conference in the city of Dubrovnik in Croatia. I 
am convinced that decisions that will be taken during this meeting will be of high importance for this extremely 
sensitive part of the fishing industry. At the same time, I'm hoping that you will find some spear time to discover 
and enjoy the beauties of this Croatian region of which we are so proud. 
 
At the very beginning I would like to express my compliments to Dr. Bill Hogarth as this is the first Conference 
under his chairmanship. To him and to his colleagues I wish lots of success in times to come. Since Commission 
meetings tend to be long and demanding, I have no doubt that this one will be much the same. I am certain that 
under the chairmanship of Dr. Hogarth we can expect a successful meeting. Furthermore, I would like to 
congratulate Mr. Driss Meski on his engagement without which the organization of this meeting and the overall 
work of the Commission would not be the same. Last but not least, I would like to thank Dr. Ivan Katavic and 
his co-workers for the successful organization of this meeting. 
 
By coming here, I believe that you got the chance to perceive the importance of the Adriatic Sea for Croatia as 
well as the impact of the fisheries which surpasses its commercial dimension. The sea and the life of people by 
its coast have produced our national specificities and have marked our history. Probably one of the most 
significant relations between men and the sea was determined by tunas, a species that has always been close to 
our coast and to our hearts. 
 
Fishery in Croatia shares a long tradition and we are proud of Croatian contributions to this activity. Croatian 
fishermen have been one of the pioneers in development of fishery techniques used in both farming and catching 
fish. I'm hoping that the generations to come will continue to cherish our legacy and will carry on with 
developments in this activity. Hereby, I am especially referring to tuna farming and fishing due to social and 
commercial importance that these activities have. 
 
We in Croatia have chosen to have and to promote ecologically, socially and economically sustainable fisheries 
and these decisions have also been incorporated into our national strategy for fishery development. Our fisheries 
policy is aiming at creating measures that will both protect our natural resources and will ensure preservation of 
our environment. Nevertheless, we have to keep in mind that the focus of this effort should primarily be set on 
those who depend on fishing and farming activities. 
 
Now, allow me to get back to the issue of tuna management measures, especially those for Atlantic bluefin tuna 
although similar considerations may be applied to the rest of the species that are covered by ICCAT. 
 
Tuna farming is particularly important and delicate issue in Croatia due to our specificities concerning tuna 
fishing and tuna farming which can not easily be applied elsewhere in the world. The Adriatic Sea, as the 
northernmost Mediterranean bay, according to the recent scientific basis, is a place where tuna grows but does 
not spawn. These biological characteristics of the Adriatic Sea were crucial in the development of a management 
system used in Croatia today. Nowadays, tuna farming forms the most important segment of our country's 
fishery industry. At the same time we mustn't forget that this activity is linked with a series of other activities 
such as capture fisheries, processing industry and above all the overall organization of the tuna market. I believe 
you will all agree that tuna fishing and tuna farming imply the source of life and livelihood for a considerably 
larger number of people apart from those directly involved in these activities. 
 
I am aware of the fact that sometimes politicians need to choose between two types of solutions: the best ones 
and the possible ones. This is not an easy task. On the other hand, if we agree to mutually sacrifice somewhat we 
can all gain benefit. Yet, with the help of a good scientific backup and constructive dialog, this choice can be 
made easier. This year, as in previous times, within the framework of the Scientific Committee of ICCAT, 
scientists have made firm basis which have to serve as ground foundations for further discussions. All of us who 
are monitoring developments in fisheries are familiar with potential damages caused on fish stocks by 
introducing measures not based on scientific advice. Up to this moment, the most severe damage has been made 
by overlooking the protection of the spawning population. Subsequently, I honestly believe that your future work 
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will be led by the scientific advice since it is the only possible guarantee for the continuation of tuna fishing and 
tuna farming. 
 
But, all member States of this Commission need to acknowledge their mistakes. Honest dialog and dedication to 
the implementation of management and monitoring measures represent our strongest tools. Experiences from the 
past tell us that problems are not generated by the decisions made at conferences like this one, but mostly arise 
from their practical application. Catch statistics, adequate monitoring and control, prevention of illegal and 
unreported catch are some of the mechanisms that seek our mutual cooperation. Therefore, I am asking all of you 
to keep in mind these attitudes in your future work, and to approach the issues at hand in a constructive 
environment. 
 
Due to all that has been said, I consider the work of this Commission highly important and would personally like 
to encourage you to face the challenges of the present time. I thank you very much for your attention and once 
again I would like to wish you a successful meeting.  
 
Finally, allow me to proclaim the 15th Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of 
Atlantic Tunas inaugurated.  
 
 
By Mr. Šime Vidulin, Vice-President, Croatian Chamber of Economy 
 
It is my great pleasure to greet you all on behalf of Croatian Chamber of Economy and our members from the 
fisheries sector, as well as to wish you successful work on defining measures which will mark out the future of 
this extremely important economic activity, for both Croatia and many other countries in the world.  
 
I am hoping that your stay in Dubrovnik will be pleasant, and that the results of your work will ensure the 
sustainable management of natural resources, taking into account the sensibility for those who live from this 
kind of activity, the fishermen, which I believe is possible and is our mutual goal. 
 
All of us, who participate in this conference today, are witnesses of a time in which the fisheries sector as a 
whole throughout the world is passing through very difficult moments. Data indicate that the stocks of many fish 
species are threatened, which is why setting up measures that will ensure long-term sustainability in this sector 
are becoming more important. Concerning this, tuna doesn’t differ from other fish species; furthermore, tuna is 
one of the most important fish species in the fisheries sector at the world economic level. That is the reason why 
this conference and its work have additional value and importance. 
 
Tuna fishing and farming, particularly in the Mediterranean don’t represent economic activity only, but also 
imply survival and the continuation of tradition for many coastal and insular communities, providing that the 
Mediterranean stays as it was during its history. Concerning this, Croatia shares the destiny of other 
Mediterranean countries. 
 
Tuna fishing and multi-annual tuna farming in Croatia have extremely high importance. We were among the 
pioneers in tuna farming and we believe that we have found out the model which can ensure the sustainable and 
healthy production branch. The multi-annual farming cycle ensures higher productivity and concurrent mortality 
decrease, while spawning stock remain unaffected. 
 
This exact model, which began its development in the middle of the nineties of the last century in Croatia, has 
built, after years of development, an important segment of the national food industry. Today, in the structure of 
total food products export tuna participates is more than 7%, while this percentage in fisheries products for 
export is higher than 60%, contributing considerably to the positive trade balance of the entire fisheries sector. 
Due to this, this activity is extremely important within common economic movements in the Republic of Croatia. 
However, in bringing measures for tuna management, which will surely result with far-reaching effects on this 
activity in the Mediterranean and the East Atlantic, the specificity and the tradition must not be forgotten. 
 
For the last management period, ICCAT set up a number of measures which aimed at the sustainable 
management of tuna stocks. We believe that such measures can bring about results if all participants really apply 
the mechanisms and particularly strengthen the surveillance and control in this area.  
 
Croatian economy shares the concern of all countries regarding the future of tuna fishing and farming and we 
wish to believe that it is possible to find an acceptable solution of management measures for the forthcoming 
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period. Those measures must surely aim at providing the future for both, tuna stocks and fishermen. If adequate 
protection mechanisms, based on scientific grounds and recommendations, are not found, the future of this 
activity and people who live from it will be at stake. 
 
Now, with this year’s new pack of management measures, ICCAT is celebrating its 40th Anniversary. I would 
therefore like to congratulate the Commission on the successful work carried out so far and hope to see many 
more anniversaries. I hope that this 40th Anniversary will be celebrated in atmosphere of constructive dialogue 
and of sound and efficient management measures put forward. Thank you. 
 
 
By Mr. Djuro Market, Vice-Mayor of the City of Dubrovnik 

It is an honor to greet you all on behalf of the city council and wish you a warm welcome to Croatia and this 
marvellous city of ours. I truly hope that you will have a pleasant stay in Dubrovnik and that you will find time 
to enjoy its beauties and get an insight into its tradition and culture regardless of the busy meeting schedule. 

I also hope that Dubrovnik will justify its historical significance of an economic and trade centre in the 
Mediterranean and confirm itself as the place where significant and long term important decisions are brought. 

We as the citizens of Dubrovnik are extremely proud of our rich history that gave us the name “the pearl of 
Mediterranean”, known worldwide. Namely, this town, founded during the first half of the 7th century, and 
proclaimed an independent Republic in the 13th century, had an important role in development of navigation and 
trade in the Mediterranean region. 

Throughout the history the city has maintained diplomatic relations with numerous countries and hence became 
the link between the eastern and western Mediterranean. We gave a significant contribution to medicine 
development – we established the first quarantine in the world, situated in port of Dubrovnik during the 13th 
century. 

The fishery also played an important role in Dubrovnik history and nowadays represents a fast growing industry 
throughout our country, suburban areas, as well as on numerous islands.  

Due to its position and coast length, Croatia is dedicated to fisheries, which, in my belief, made a huge progress 
in tuna farming and became exceptionally important in overall Croatian industry. I am aware that you are here to 
bring some important decisions regarding tunas and tuna-like species that will be acceptable for all. That’s not an 
easy task and we will try to help you by doing what we know best, to host you. 

I also have to express my gratitude for choosing our town for this years’ Commission Meeting and at the same 
time the place for celebration of the Commission’s 40th Anniversary. 

People have been coming to Dubrovnik for many years and all have felt at home. Hopefully it will be the same 
for you. I also hope that this visit to Dubrovnik will not be the last one.  

Once more, I wish you all a pleasant stay and fruitful meeting. Thank you.  
 
 
3.2 OPENING STATEMENTS BY CONTRACTING PARTIES 
 
Algeria 
 
Algeria wholeheartedly thanks the Government of Croatia for hosting the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT in the 
beautiful city of Dubrovnik, a city of such rich cultural heritage and we hope that the work of this session is 
carried out successfully. 
  
Algeria is also much honored to welcome Syria, who recently joined the large ICCAT family, which this year is 
celebrating the 40th Anniversary of its Convention. On this honorable occasion, Algeria wishes to extend its 
wishes for long life and success of our Commission. 
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Precisely, the future of the Commission depends on the fishing resources, whose conservation is the 
responsibility of this Commission. In this respect, Algeria would like to express its concerns on the point of 
convergence of the scientific advice as it concerns the serious risks of decline of the tuna stocks. 
 
This situation is even more disturbing than the management and conservation measures that ICCAT will adopt, 
which are more and more severe, particularly for our professionals, who are subject to more constraints in the 
exercise of their activities and who find themselves more at a disadvantage than the illegal fishers. 
  
For our part, Algeria is convinced that IUU activities, in all its origins and forms, are one of the major causes of 
the problems of sustainable exploitation with which we are faced, and insofar as these practices persist they will 
continue to undermine the efforts deployed by our States and render in vain the sacrifices made by our fishers. 
  
In the course of the work at this session, Algeria considers that the Commission has to face a double challenge: 
one in the short-term to urgently respond to the alert given by the scientists, and the other, in the long-term, to 
slow down the scale of conservation and management measures and to redirect our efforts and discussions to 
matters concerning implementation and IUU fishing. 
  
In this respect, Algeria considers that the implementation and, thus, the effectiveness of measures that will be 
adopted at this meeting should not fail to be reinforced by taking into consideration the situation of developing 
countries that are devoted to consolidating, in the framework of a concerted, responsible and sustainable 
approach, emerging tuna industries, next to ancient artisanal fisheries.  
 
In closing, Algeria congratulates the Secretariat for the quality of its work and expresses its complete availability 
to cooperate in a constructive manner with all the delegations, who we wish an enjoyable stay in this magnificent 
city of Dubrovnik.  
 
Brazil 
 
It is a great pleasure for the Brazilian delegation to be here in this beautiful city of Dubrovnik. We are convinced 
that the ancient wisdom that emanates from this old city will inspire us all during this meeting, which is certainly 
one of the most important in the history of this Commission. First of all, we would like to thank the Government 
and the people of Croatia for the warm hospitality and praise the Secretariat for the usual hard work and the 
efficient organization of such an important event. We also would like to express our appreciation for your firm 
leadership, which has been crucial for the strengthening of ICCAT. Under your wise stewardship, we are assured 
that during this meeting ICCAT will not fall short in fulfilling its obligations in relation to the conservation of 
Atlantic tunas and tuna-like species. The challenges we are facing this year are indeed great, but much greater, 
we are certain, is our capacity and determination to overcome them. 
 
The Regional Workshops, an innovative idea you have put forward, were already an important step towards a 
successful meeting this week. During those workshops, held for the first time in the history of the Commission, a 
lot of progress could already be achieved in relation to the definition of priorities, meeting arrangements and 
exchange of ideas. Above all, however, the Regional Workshops helped to build mutual confidence and trust, 
ingredients that will be essential for a positive outcome along the next days. It will not be an exaggeration to 
state that ICCAT future is at stake. Its capacity to properly manage the tuna stocks under its mandate is being 
challenged by catches of eastern bluefin tuna that go well beyond the maximum sustainable yield. The stock is so 
heavily overfished that the possibility of a collapse is already getting dangerously close. Either the Commission 
acts now, in a firm and unequivocal way, or might very well see this task being taken out of its hands, a failure it 
simply can’t afford to let happen. In this regard, Brazil is getting more and more concerned with the progressive 
deterioration of the data submitted by the several Contracting Parties. In our view, the obligation to supply 
accurate date in a timely manner surpasses all others under ICCAT provisions. Without accurate data, sound 
scientific advice becomes impossible, and so becomes the proper management of the exploited stocks. We fear 
that failure to fulfill this primary obligation has not been dealt with in the compliance committee with the 
seriousness and firmness it needs to, a shortcoming we hope to see resolved during the meeting. 
 
Another issue of great importance will be the exercise of quota allocation for both bluefin tuna and swordfish 
stocks. It is clear to us that time has come for ICCAT to fully apply the criteria it has upon for the allocation of 
fishing possibilities. We realize, with satisfaction, that the application of the new criteria has been even included 
as a specific item in the Agenda of all four panels. Let’s hope that, more than mere intentions, they will translate 
into action, towards a more balanced and equitable share of the tuna resources of the Atlantic Ocean. 
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Another issue of great concern to Brazil has been the application of ICCAT Recommendations and Resolutions 
in a way that go beyond the scope of what has been agreed upon. This is particularly worrisome, when it 
involves trade restrictive measures. It is our understanding that a due process for the imposition of sanctions has 
been established by Resolution 03-15. We sincerely hope all contracting parties to respect what they have agreed 
upon, refraining from adopting unilateral measures, that could seriously erode trust and irreversibly jeopardize 
the future of this Commission. 
 
This year ICCAT is celebrating its 40th Anniversary. We are proud to have hosted its foundation 40 years ago in 
Rio de Janeiro and to have been an active member of this Commission since then. We are convinced that greater 
and more effective cooperation among parties is the only way to achieve the objectives we share as members of 
ICCAT and as always, we are ready to work with a constructive spirit in this end. Thank you. 
 
Canada 

 
Canada is very pleased to be in the historic city of Dubrovnik for this year’s annual ICCAT meeting. We thank 
the Government of Croatia for its gracious offer to host this important meeting. As we have all seen, Dubrovnik 
is a city that has shown the world how to overcome adversity, and its recovery has been remarkable. 
 
We too must find the means and will to overcome difficult circumstances and show the world that we can re-
invent this organization and put in place the measures necessary to protect some of the world’s most precious 
aquatic resources. This is no less than an obligation we have to our future generations. We must do the right 
thing. 
 
ICCAT is somewhat of an enigma. It has notable successes, but it also has some glaring failures that threaten its 
very existence.  ICCAT has developed a model for the world on the use of trade measures to combat over-fishing 
by vessels using flags of convenience. Yet we also have compliance rules that are routinely ignored by members 
and for which there is little or no accountability. 
 
We all understand the importance of basing decisions on sound science, yet many of our Parties do not even 
provide basic catch statistics. As a result, our scientists are faced with the challenging task of providing advice 
without up to date and complete information. 
 
This doesn’t make sense. ICCAT has shown the world that by following scientific advice, establishing a 
rebuilding plan and sticking to catch limits, fish stocks can recover. North Atlantic swordfish is a testament to 
this, and something of which we should be proud.   
 
The SCRS assessment of east Atlantic bluefin is an indictment of our management. It is also a warning that if we 
don’t act now, we could very well see this stock collapse. There is simply too much fishing in relation to the 
productive potential of this stock. We must reduce the number of vessels fishing or the fishing effort that they 
exert. Many believe we are incapable of providing reasonable management oversight. It’s up to us to prove them 
wrong. 
 
We have increasing evidence of the interrelatedness of the east and west components, and such linkages imply 
that management actions taken in the east and west must be consistent and coordinated. 
 
In Canada’s view, ICCAT needs to achieve three goals at this meeting. 
 
First we have a fundamental duty as per the ICCAT Convention to restore stocks to levels that can produce the 
maximum sustainable yield. 
 
Second, we need to agree upon a set of measures that will strengthen compliance and allow us to establish a solid 
rebuilding plan for east Atlantic bluefin. Without this basic step, we will run the risk of having others, such as 
CITES, step in and do what we cannot or will not. 
 
The third goal for ICCAT is to put in place the foundation for a long-term solution to overcome the chronic 
weaknesses that plague us. To achieve this, we must commit ourselves to the process of reforming and 
strengthening ICCAT. 
 
Last year Canada, Côte d’Ivoire, European Community and the United States introduced a resolution to this 
effect and while many Parties supported it, there was some resistance to our proposal. Given the SCRS report, 
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we trust that all members will commit to a process that will see us review each and every aspect of ICCAT and 
its functioning; compare it against the framework intended in UNCLOS and expressed clearly in UNFSA and 
other relevant international instruments, and develop an implementation plan to get us there. 
 
Canada is committed to the reform and strengthening of regional fisheries management organizations across the 
globe. At this meeting, Canada will introduce a recommendation for ICCAT to establish a Working Group to 
meet inter-sessionally, review the document prepared by the Secretariat, and to bring forward to the Commission 
the changes necessary to ensure effective and sustainable management of Atlantic tunas and tuna-like species. 
 
Canada believes that while we need to implement measures this year to establish some basic control on the 
activity of members, it is only by reforming our practices and mandate that we can achieve success in the longer 
term. We no longer have the luxury of time to do this in a piecemeal manner. Our collective behaviour of the 
past 10 years clearly shows this. 
 
We need a sustained and comprehensive approach to re-establish control, hold members accountable, re-build 
stocks and regain the trust of the world. 
 
Several years ago, Canada outlined its motto for ICCAT:  conservation, compliance, consistency and clarity. 
 
We now need a commitment to get us there. 
 
Côte d’Ivoire 
 
Côte d’Ivoire would like to congratulate the Government of Croatia for having accepted to host the 15th Special 
Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas in this beautiful and bewitching 
city of Dubrovnik, for the hospitality extended to the participants and for all the facilities put at our disposal. 
Please extend to the local Authorities of Dubrovnik our sincere recognition. 
 
Côte d’Ivoire would also like to express its appreciation and congratulations to the ICCAT Executive Secretary 
for the excellent organization of this meeting. 
 
Côte d’Ivoire cannot stress enough the nutritional and socio-economic importance of the fishing resources to our 
country. In effect, the fishing products, with a per capita consumption of 18 kg, represent the most important 
source of animal protein for the Ivorian population. It is for this reason that Côte d’Ivoire attaches great 
importance and accords significant interest in all matters concerning the management of these resources whose 
exploitation should be responsible and sustainable. 
 
For its part, Côte d’Ivoire is committed to implement and respect ICCAT’s conservation and management 
measures as well as all other pertinent measures, such as the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing. 
 
It is no secret that the world fishing production is dropping, after being stable for more than a decade. This is the 
case for many fisheries, and especially the tuna fisheries. A lot of sacrifice, discipline and moderation are needed 
on the part of the ICCAT Contracting Parties and non-Contracting Parties to rebuild the stocks in poor condition 
and to maintain them at levels that again permit their sustainable exploitation. 
 
The Commission should be vigilant that the measures that are envisaged are fair, equitable and non-
discriminatory. In this sense, it is essential that the quotas allocated to the various parties are based on the 
application of the allocation criteria adopted with difficulty by ICCAT.  
 
Croatia 
 
We would like to reiterate our appreciation to the Executive Secretary for his continuous cooperation and 
assistance in organization of this Meeting.  
 
The Tentative Agenda for this year's Commission Meeting indicates some tough and difficult discussions. This is 
the year of the stock re-assessment and the new multi-year managing decisions that need to be taken. We believe 
that the discussions shall be fruitful, although the Commission is going to face some stormy seas. But hopefully, 
a safe harbour for both the tuna and the industry will be found.  
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This Commission has thus far reached important decisions, and has managed to work out the most difficult 
negotiations, but we never the less believe that there is still space for some improvements. Timely tabling of the 
proposals and focused discussions are, by all means, the steps in the right direction. This is the track that we 
would strongly encourage and support. 
 
Concerning the issues at hand, we have all recently closely followed the discussions regards the status of the 
Mediterranean and eastern Atlantic bluefin stocks. The SCRS has done enormous and complex work this year on 
bluefin tuna stock assessment, giving us a significant number of alternative management scenarios, that have 
been labelled red, yellow and green, where several of them might be used to begin recovery of the stock, giving 
possibilities to reduce fishing mortalities and to rebuild the spawning stock biomass up to levels that are 
considered safe enough to avoid fishery and stock collapse. We believe that this advice is invaluable and that it 
will make the difference. The issues of minimum landing sizes, length at first maturity, spawning areas and 
seasons may not be overlooked when considering the protection of the stocks. We strongly believe that 
responsible scientific advice should be the basis for all our decisions, and that with the given options in mind we 
can truly move to the levels of decisions. Provisional decisions on any of these issues, reached without a strong 
support from the scientific community may, in the end, not only be wrong but to some extent disastrous, both for 
the stocks and for those living off this activity. 
 
Regarding the implementation of the recommendations, we would like to use this opportunity to inform the 
Commission that the Republic of Croatia has implemented all relevant provisions, including the minimum 
landing size, and is enforcing the control measures to the maximum extent possible with the available 
institutional capacities and resources. Along this line, we have also initiated the VMS-system, tracking the 
activities of tuna fishing vessels, as well as currently working on further installations. The Croatian Government 
is strongly supporting sustainable development of this activity, giving support to all additional control 
mechanisms, including monitoring and observers on farms, as well as more specific and more detailed farming 
reports. We do not expect that future development of tuna farming in Croatia is going to be represented in 
increasing production, but in developing of all the mechanisms that could improve quality of production, 
especially regarding environmental and control issues.  
 
Tuna-related activities have developed significantly in the last years. Perhaps now is also the time to consider not 
only the issues of the biological and ecological significance, but those related to the market as well. It is our 
strong belief that only through a good regulation of the market we can truly control what goes on in the field. 
The fish can be caught by any vessel in any area, and this might be difficult to control, but it will in any case 
reach the market at some fixed point. The export and import data, verified by the countries, can indicate what is 
actually happening both in the sea and at market level. Just as well, market-related mechanisms can be the only 
one truly effective when it comes to the issues of the IUU. Following the FAO resolutions, all regional fisheries 
management organizations are called upon to discuss and take measures to prevent, deter and eliminate the IUU 
fishing. This has in the past shown to be the most difficult issue, and the white and black lists have not had true 
effect so far. Perhaps it is now time to consider the actual mechanisms that could be employed to this end. 
 
Finally, allow me to once again thank the Executive Secretary and to congratulate him for all the achievements 
and efforts he has put into the successful functioning of the Commission, and to wish us all a fruitful meeting.  
 
France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) 
 
On behalf of the France (St. Pierre & Miquelon), I would like to thank Croatia for hosting the 15th Special 
Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas. On this occasion I would like 
to express our satisfaction with the increase in Contracting Parties to this Commission which this year welcomed 
two new members to whom I extend a warm welcome. 
 
France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) shares the concerns of the parties here present concerning the 
conservation of the stocks of tunas in the Atlantic, which is a matter of fishing in a sustainable manner, 
particularly so that future generations and their populations dependent on fishing will develop great respect of 
our environment and its resources. 
 
France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) was allocated in 1998 a fixed quota of 4 t annually of west Atlantic 
bluefin tuna, whose overages or underages should be added to or deducted from the following year’s catch. 
Similarly, as concerns North Atlantic swordfish, France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) was allocated a fixed quota of 
35 t per year, whose overages or underages should be added to or deducted from the two years following the year 
of the catch. 
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Since these implementations have been carried out, the reports of underages have permitted to increase the 
annual possibilities of catches. These initial quotas are insufficient for our islands, whose population of 7,000 
depends on fishing. 
 
Similarly, the matter of the stock assessments scheduled this year by ICCAT Recommendations [Rec. 04-05] 
and [Rec. 03-03], France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) requests, in order to respond to the needs of the 
population of St. Pierre & Miquelon, a significantly higher catch quota than that currently allocated to it. 
 
We wish this meeting to be very successful in all its work and that during the course of responsible and 
constructive discussions together we can continue the path towards the sustainable management that we have all 
established. 
 
Japan 
 
On behalf of the Japanese Delegation, I wish to make some opening remarks at the 15th Special Meeting of 
ICCAT. 
 
First of all, I would like to express our sincere appreciation to the Government of Croatia for hosting the 15th 
Special Meeting of ICCAT.  
 
Taking this opportunity, I would like to mention the following points in which Japan has grave concerns. 
 
This year’s meeting is quite important since the Commission needs to adopt conservation and management 
measures for many major stocks. In addition to this, there are many other important issues, such as an 
appropriate input to the Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs next January, strengthening of the organization, fishing 
capacity, and IUU fisheries.  
 
Having said this, eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna is the most important and urgent matter to be addressed at this 
meeting. The SCRS reported very serious stock status as a result of the uncontrolled expansion of bluefin tuna 
farming. Urgent and strict conservation a management measures are needed to avoid the collapse of this stock. 
The Commission should give highest priority at this meeting to the adoption of effective conservation and 
management measures on this stock. 
 
The Commission should pay serious attention to the SCRS Report. It indicates that the current catches of eastern 
bluefin tuna reach almost 50,000 t, considerably exceeding the 32,000 t of TAC, fishing mortality is more than 
three times the level that would permit the stocks to stabilize at the MSY level, current fishing would drive the 
spawning stock biomass to a very low level, and the combination of high F and low SPR is considered to result 
in a high risk of fisheries and stock collapse. The main reason that caused this situation is the rapid expansion of 
bluefin tuna farming. The lack of effective control and monitoring of faming activities is hiding the unreported 
fishing for bluefin tuna. To rebuild the stock, emergency measures are essential to change the current farming 
practice. Mixing bluefin tuna of various resources in one cage makes it impossible to trace the farmed products 
back to the original catch amount. In addition, the growth rate and mortality rate during transportation and 
farming has yet to be obtained. These problems disable the Commission to review compliance by each flag state 
with its national allocation that catches bluefin tuna for farming. Japan has no intention, as the biggest bluefin 
tuna market country, to continue to accept fish caught inconsistent with the Commission regulation. Japan will 
present proposals to address these issues.  
      
Along with the establishment of the TAC and its national allocation, extension of closure periods and an increase 
in minimum size to be agreed based on scientific advice from SCRS are also needed.  
 
I understand that since various countries and business entities are involved in bluefin tuna farming it is not an 
easy task to reach an agreement. However, we should bear in mind that if the Commission fails to adopt effective 
management measures, the credibility of ICCAT, which has been the leading regional tuna management 
organization for over four decades, will be damaged irremediably. It would also cause general doubt on the 
competence and ability of fisheries management as regard to the all tuna regional management organizations.  
 
Under these circumstances, we should make our best effort to reach a consensus and adopt the conservation and 
of management measures on eastern bluefin tuna for the next management period. Decisions by voting might 
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lead to a number of objections and could jeopardize the integrity of the Commission. Even in the case of no 
agreement on eastern bluefin conservation and management measures including TAC and national allocation, it 
should be regarded as not non-restrictive fishing conditions but no fishing opportunity at all next year, i.e. we 
can neither fish bluefin tuna nor sell or buy it.  
     
Finally, we express our sincere commitment to contribute positively to this meeting to bring about fruitful 
results. Thank you.    
 
Mexico 
 
The Mexican Delegation wishes to thank the Authorities of Croatia for the excellent facilities provided to carry 
out the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT. 
  
At the same time, we express appreciation for the work carried out by the Secretariat to organize this meeting, 
and we wish every success to our Chairman, Dr. William Hogarth, who initiates his work before this 
Commission. 
 
We would like to express special recognition for the work carried out through the Regional Workshops, and in 
particular, that carried out in Belize where diverse interests and concerns of the ICCAT members from the 
American Continent were expressed and discussed. This exercise is, without a doubt, a good means to channel 
our work and to achieve overall satisfactory results.  
 
For this meeting, the Mexican Delegation recognizes the need and importance of cooperation and coordination in 
order to work towards sustained fishing and the agreement of actions to confront our major problems. In this 
sense, we insist on the need to take urgent measures for the protection of the species that require special attention 
in this forum. 
 
In this respect, the status of the stock of eastern bluefin tuna is urgent and worrying and, without a doubt, 
requires additional measures for its protection. In the case of the western bluefin tuna stock, the situation is 
different since this stock is showing signs of recovery and this responds to the measures adopted in ICCAT 
which have been implemented by the coastal countries in that area. 
 
For this reason, the Government of Mexico considers it necessary to implement additional conservation 
measures and compliance actions urgently for bluefin tuna. Further, it considers it essential that these measures 
be applied especially in the eastern Atlantic area where this resource is in a particularly critical situation, which 
affects the entire stock. 
 
Likewise, the Mexican Delegation will insist on the implementation of the ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of 
Fishing Possibilities for the allocation of match quotas, in which the various elements contained in these Criteria 
should be recognized and, particularly, the right of the coastal Status to develop their fisheries, should be a 
fundamental element that governs such allocation. 
 
In this sense, we will insist on Mexico’s interest in counting on larger match quota for species such as swordfish 
and bluefin tuna. This, in the understanding that we are a coastal State that is highly committed to the ideals of 
this Commission which recognizes the efforts our country has made to achieve the responsible fishing of these 
species. 
 
We will also insist on the establishment of clear and transparent rules for the transfer of catch quotas, since this 
is an allocation method which can affect the conservation of the resources; a review of the mechanisms for quota 
underages and overages, which can also jeopardize the stability of the stocks by not taking the natural mortality 
of the species into account.  
 
As a priority item, we will support initiatives aimed at strengthening research work and the collection of data that 
reinforce our knowledge on the marine resources under ICCAT mandate, and that these initiatives strengthen 
national capacities for scientific research and management. 
 
We will also support measures of an administrative nature that are aimed at improving the efficiency of the 
Commission, and mechanisms that result in improving the current financial situation. 
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As regards the implementation of trade restrictions, we are interested that these be applied in a transparent and 
non-discriminatory manner, so that these are the last resort to promote the conservation of the resources under 
ICCAT competence. 
 
Finally, we would like to express our confidence that this is an excellent opportunity to reach a consensus on 
these and other issues of interest for our countries, and we hope the results of our work are also successful. 
 
Namibia 
 
The majestic scenery of Dubrovnik and the serenity of its ancestral beauty set the scene for pragmatic 
deliberations and portend successful outcome of this august meeting. Namibia is pleased to once again come 
together with the broad membership of the ICCAT family. The Namibian delegation expresses its profound 
gratitude to the Government of Croatia for hosting the 15th Special Meeting of the Commission in this beautiful 
town and wishes the Commission a happy 40th Anniversary!  
 
Namibia is proud to be a member of ICCAT and be party to the crafting and implementation of ICCAT 
conservation and management measures. ICCAT has implemented a large body of stock conservation measures, 
which help contribute to the sustainable management and utilization of the species under its purview. Namibia 
considers the adoption of the 2001 ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing Possibilities as one of the major 
milestones achieved by the Commission. The momentum set since 2002 to accommodate the growing interests 
of the developing coastal States in the gradual implementation of these criteria should not be interrupted. We 
need to recognize the progress achieved so far and gradually move towards full implementation of the allocation 
standards set forth. 
 
The development of emerging fisheries due to the growing interests of parties who did not previously fully 
participate in ICCAT fisheries requires that the Commission monitors the issue of fishing capacity so that over-
capacity does not occur or even worsen. Namibia supports measures to address this issue. Meanwhile efforts 
have been made for electronic innovations in response to excessive paper work employed to track trade of tuna 
and tuna-like resources and for data exchange. Namibia believes that development of bilateral programs to 
advance this innovation will go a long way towards improvements in the quality of information exchange.  
 
The Namibian delegation takes this opportunity to wish the Commission and all participants a fruitful meeting. 
 
Norway 
 
The Norwegian Delegation would like to express its appreciation to the Government of Croatia for hosting the 
15th Special Meeting of ICCAT in the beautiful city of Dubrovnik. 
 
This year’s Commission meeting is particularly important with regard to the management of the Atlantic bluefin 
tuna stock. The state of this stock is critical and urgent measures are called for. To redress the situation difficult 
and painful measures must be taken. Norway is fully aware of the costs involved. In fact, Norway has for a long 
time suffered the consequences of the stock decline. In the past Norway was by far the most important fishing 
nation of Atlantic bluefin tuna in the North East Atlantic, counting for over 70% of the total catches in some 
years, with large fish up to 400 kg. During the last decades, however, the stock has been practically absent from 
our waters as the normal feeding migrations northwards to the most productive ecosystems in the northeast 
Atlantic have not taken place. Indeed, there is a lack of older fish which would normally undertake the long 
migration out of the Mediterranean Sea.  
 
Atlantic bluefin tuna is a highly migratory species and it should be a primary objective for ICCAT to adopt 
management measures which will enable the stock to increase and the individual fish to grow to their full 
potential. This would be beneficial to all countries concerned.  
 
Norway will call upon ICCAT’s members to join efforts and cooperate with the view of future sustainable 
harvesting of this important stock in accordance with our obligations and rights under UNCLOS and in particular 
the UN Fish Stock Agreement.   
 
Philippines 
 
First of all, the Philippine delegation would like to extend its appreciation to the Government of Croatia for 
hosting this meeting in the beautiful city of Dubrovnik. 
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The Philippines is pleased to participate in the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT and look forward to working with 
all delegations on the issues facing ICCAT this year. 
 
The Philippines, having attended ICCAT meetings as an observer and a Cooperating non-Contracting Party and 
as member of the Commission since 1998, would like to reconfirm its commitment in the sustainable 
exploitation of fishery resources in the ICCAT Convention area and will support actions that will stop over-
fishing and excess fishing capacity, as well as the implementation of conservation and management measures 
based on best scientific advice. 
 
Since its participation in ICCAT, the Philippines have endeavored to provide statistical information on the 
catches of its fleet in the Atlantic Ocean and will continue to adhere to the approved resolutions and 
recommendations of the Commission. 
 
The Philippines is deeply committed to the principles and obligations embodied in the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and the associated Implementing Agreement in the Conservation 
and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish stocks. As a member of the Commission 
we want to demonstrate the seriousness of our commitment in the sustainable conservation and management of 
fishery resources in the Atlantic Ocean as well as other areas where Philippine flagged fishing vessels are 
operating. 
 
The Philippines  is a classic case of a developing country that is just in the process of establishing its own fishing 
industry and for which practically all international instruments relating to conservation and management of 
fisheries resources calling on more developed fishing States to extend consideration and assistance in the 
development of their fishing industry. It may be recalled that at the meeting in New Orleans in 2004, the 
Philippines was authorized an additional three fishing vessels from the five fishing vessels that were authorized 
to fish in the Atlantic Ocean at any given time, for this we are grateful to the Commission. However, our request 
for a quota of 4,000 tons of bigeye, as well as quota for the other species managed by ICCAT was not given 
consideration. We are reiterating this request because we firmly believe that new participants to the fishery be 
afforded a fair and equitable scheme in the allocation of quotas. 
 
Sao Tomé & Principe 
 
The Delegation of St. Tome & Principe would like to wholeheartedly express its appreciation to the Government 
of Croatia and especially the city of Dubrovnik for hosting the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT, a very important 
event for the conservation of Atlantic tuna. 
 
A special note of recognition goes out to the Commission Chairman and the Secretariat of the Commission for 
the excellent work carried out throughout the year. 
  
St. Tome & Principe considers that the Commission is constantly progressing since some regional activities have 
been carried out, such as working groups, training for its members to improve their statistics, the timely 
transmission of pertinent documents and information and, above all, democracy in the discussions at its 
meetings. All this makes our organization a strong and sustainable institution, which will have positive 
repercussion on the management and conservation of the species. 
 
ICCAT needs to confront challenges, notably the decline in the catch of bluefin tuna and other species as well as 
the lack of submission of fishery data by Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, and this 
can be achieved through more collaboration and international assistance to improve scientific and technical 
capacity, from the point of view of countries located in the North, Central, South, East and West Atlantic Ocean. 
 
Esteemed members and Secretariat of ICCAT, the St. Tome & Principe delegation is committed to collaborate 
with the Commission and proposes to reinforce equilibrium any way it can for the sustainable and equitable 
management of the opportunities within the precepts of the regulations adopted in the framework of the 
Organization. 
 
Once again, St. Tome & Principe congratulates the Chairman, the Executive Secretary and his staff and the 
members for special organization of the 15th Special Meeting of the Commission, and for the 40th Anniversary 
of the Commission. We express our wishes that this anniversary marks the year as one of promotion of 
sustainable balance and tolerance. Thank you for your attention. 
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Senegal 
 
The Republic of Senegal wishes to thank the Republic of Croatia for hosting the 15th Special Meeting of the 
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas. 
 
Concerned about the sustainable exploitation of the tuna stocks within the scope of international agreement, 
Senegal has resumed its activities in ICCAT since December 2004. Its withdrawal from the organization in 
December 1988 was dictated by the political context of a structural adjustment and thus by the need to reduce 
public expenses. 
 
After Seville, this year marks our second participation in the Commission’s work and Senegal intends, thus, to 
play an important role in the sustainable management of the high seas resources, particularly tunas and tuna-like 
species. 
 
Thus, the Sub-regional Workshop for the collection and processing of statistics on the tuna fishery was organized 
in Saly, Senegal, from March 20 to 25, 2005, under the auspices of ICCAT and with financing from the Japan 
Data Improvement Project (JDIP). Following that workshop, Senegal submitted a plan for the improvement of 
tuna statistics to ICCAT. 
 
Other important measures have been taken by Senegal, notably: 
 
− Decree No. 006477 of September 25, 2006, approving the National Plan of Action for the conservation and 

management of the stocks of sharks and rays. 
 
 The National Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Shark Stocks (“PAN-requins”) 

developed and approved by an ensemble of players whose objective is in accordance with international and 
sub-regional plans of action for the conservation and management of sharks. 

 
− Within the framework of implementing the Sub-regional Plan of Action on Sharks, Senegal has coordinated 

a study on the empirical knowledge of fish-sawshark;  
 
− An inter-ministerial decree on regulating the import of fishing products. This objective of this decree is to 

define the conditions of sanitary and documentary of the fishing products imported. 
 
− A revision of Law No. 98-32 of April 14, 1998 on the maritime fishing code decree of implementation 

whose objective, among others, is to readapt our legal arsenal to the current fishing context. This revision of 
the code will take into account the management and conservation measures decreed in the framework of 
international bodies in which Senegal is a member, in particular, the International Commission for the 
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT). 
 

− Tuna vessels over 24 m authorized to operate in waters under Senegalese jurisdiction will henceforth be 
obliged to have an observer on board.  

 
− Decree No. N°007958 of December 5, 2005, Senegal has made it obligatory to have a beacon on board all 

the vessels authorized to operate in Senegalese jurisdictional waters. The tuna vessels authorized by the 
Directorate of Protection and Surveillance of Fishing in Senegal (DPSP) to fish in our waters have, in 
particular, a real-time VMS system. 

 
− Decree No. 00856 of March 3, 2005, established a national registry of fishing vessels, an effective tool for 

monitoring, surveillance and implementation of fishing regulations.  
 
− Transshipments at see are prohibited; these can be authorized, exceptionally, in the port interior. They must 

be subjected to a preliminary report and be placed under the supervision of the DPSP. 
 
− A national plan of action against illegal, unregulated and unreported fishing (IUU) is being developed. 
 
As you will note, considerable efforts are deployed by Senegal within the scope of ICCAT. After the last SCRS 
meeting, Senegal was identified to assist ICCAT with the Billfish Research Program for the east Atlantic. In this 
context, $1,500 has been allocated by ICCAT to monitor this species. These efforts merit being continued, 
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specifically on the institutional, technical and financial level so as to implement an effective scheme to monitor 
the tuna fishery and, in particular, the artisanal and sport fisheries.  
 
Up to now, Senegal has not been allocated any quota. As regards bigeye tuna, Senegal, in the perspective of the 
implementation of a tuna platform and the increase in its tuna fleet requests a 7,000 t quota. With regard to 
swordfish, Senegal hopes to obtain fishing possibilities of at least equal to 2,000 t, to take into account the 
threats that this species has. 
 
Concerning the placing of observers on board tuna vessels over 24 m, this is foreseen in the Senegalese 
regulation. From now on, all tuna vessels over 25 m authorized to fish in waters under Senegalese jurisdiction 
will be required to have an observer on board. 
 
In this connection, Senegal would like to support ICCAT to strengthen the capacities of its observers concerning 
the rules for monitoring tunas in view of their eventual insertion in the ICCAT rules. 
 
ICCAT should continue to be a special normative context for the fundamental needs of sustainable exploitation 
of the living resources under its protection. 
 
Senegal hopes that the present meeting takes into account the concerns of the developing countries that are of an 
institutional, technical or financial nature, in order to facilitate their involvement in decision-taking, in order to 
result in adequate and prompt implementation of the ICCAT recommendations. Senegal regrets its absence from 
the last meeting in Madrid which was due to budgetary constraints.  
 
In this regard, more involvement of the Commission Sous Regionale des Pêches, CSRP (Sub-Regional 
Commission on Fisheries (SRCF) in ICCAT could induce the CSRP Member States to become more interested 
in ICCAT’s activities. In effect, pooling of resources of the CSRP members countries could contribute 
effectively to the achievement of ICCAT’s objectives. Thus, it is essential that ICCAT contact CSRP in view of 
establishing a partnership. 
 
South Africa 
 
The South African delegation wishes to extend its sincere appreciation to the Government of Croatia for hosting 
this 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT in this beautiful city of Dubrovnik. We are particularly grateful for the 
efforts of the Chairperson to attend to the concerns of the developing States and the regional consultative 
meetings he initiated.   
 
As one of the founding members of ICCAT, South Africa is pleased to note the tremendous growth in terms of 
membership, data gathering, cooperation and sharing of information with the fishing nations. This has provided 
an excellent basis for South Africa to put management and conservation measures in place to ensure the 
sustainability of extremely important migratory fish stocks in keeping with the objectives of ICCAT. In so doing, 
South Africa has increased its capacity in respect of Resource Management, Monitoring Control and 
Surveillance and Research. South Africa has implemented a vessel monitoring system in all its inshore and 
offshore fishery sectors and has gone to great lengths to address IUU fishing. As a developing coastal State, 
South Africa is steadily building its capacity in the large pelagics fishery sector and has allocated long-term 
fishing rights in this sector in 2005, thus contributing to the expansion of our fishing performance.     
 
We note with concern the pressure on certain fish stocks that were highlighted in the SCRS Report and are 
pleased that the Commission has taken and is continuing to take effective action to protect and rebuild these 
resources for future generations. South Africa is committed and fully supports the ICCAT management and 
conservation measures. 
 
St. Vincent & the Grenadines 
 
St. Vincent and the Grenadines is pleased to participate in this 15th Special Session of the ICCAT Commission in 
Dubrovnik, Croatia for the first time as a Contracting Party to ICCAT. We take this opportunity to bring to the 
Commission our concerns, needs and measures taken by our country to regulate all Vincentian registered vessels 
fishing on the high seas.  
 
We have made substantial efforts to fulfil our reporting and compliance obligations to ICCAT as a fishing 
nation. This is consistent with the fundamental policy of sustainable use of all our resources. To this end we have 
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enacted legislation and have passed the relevant regulations; we are currently monitoring vessels utilising a 
satellite vessel monitoring system; which has been recently upgraded for greater efficiency; the moratorium on 
the registration of high seas fishing vessels is still maintained and vessels are currently reporting detailed 
statistics.  
 
Additionally, we have signed a memorandum of understanding with Chinese Taipei to cooperate on fisheries 
matters and I am pleased to say that this cooperation has already started in the area of monitoring control and 
surveillance of high seas fishing vessels and general cooperation on ICCAT compliance issues. Discussions were 
held with: (i) Trinidad and Tobago, who has agreed to cooperate on port monitoring through the exchange of 
information; (ii) the United States with which we are exploring training and assistance opportunities in 
monitoring control and surveillance, including at the market place; and (iii) Japan who has continued their 
technical and financial assistance in numerous fisheries related areas. We have implemented most activities 
outlined in our remedial action plan for the regulation of all vessels (local and foreign), a plan which has been 
regarded as ambitious. St. Vincent and the Grenadines would like to thank the members of the Commission who 
provided support during our preparation for membership.  
 
St Vincent and the Grenadines is a developing state with special needs, given our limited financial and human 
resources, and opportunities for economic diversification. It is important that recognition be given to our 
dependence on our marine resources, not only, for economic benefits, but as a major contributor to food security, 
and poverty alleviation.       
 
Our problems are compounded by the eminent demise of the banana industry, our nation’s main foreign 
exchange earner for many years. Consequently, the fishing industry, local and high seas, is of increasing 
importance as a source of revenue. However, global issues, such as increasingly stringent sanitary and phyto-
sanitary standards, rising commodity prices, particularly, oil prices create major challenges. It is in recognition of 
these challenges that the government of St Vincent and the Grenadines has in place comprehensive strategies for 
the development of the fisheries sector, invested significant financial resources in fisheries institutional and 
infrastructural enhancement, and has become a Contracting Party to ICCAT.  
 
Our country recognises the need to obtain reasonable quota and anticipates that our rights as a developing coastal 
state to fish resources in the ICCAT Convention area will be fully accommodated and respected. In this regard 
we request that these deliberations take account of our needs as a small developing state by ensuring that any 
quotas which are allocated to St. Vincent and the Grenadines could facilitate a viable fishing industry. We will 
continue our efforts to refine mechanisms to regulate our fishing fleet as deemed necessary for compliance with 
the Convention.  
 
Given the current capacity and the significant sacrifices made by our fishing industry during the past five years, 
we request membership of Panels 1, 2 and 4 and the following quotas: 1000 t of North Atlantic albacore, and 300 
t of North Atlantic swordfish. 
 
Furthermore, we wish to advise the Commission of our intention to harvest 2100 t of bigeye tuna in 2007. Thank 
you. 
 
Uruguay 
 
The Delegation of the Eastern Republic of Uruguay wishes to greet and thank the Government of Croatia, and 
particularly the city of Dubrovnik, for hosting the 15th Special Meeting of the Commission, on occasion of its 
40th Anniversary, in this magnificent venue. We would also like to express our greetings and recognition to the 
Commission Chairman and the Secretariat for all the work carried out to organize this important event.  
 
We consider that the Regional Workshops convened by the Chairman were a true success, which allowed a 
horizontal exchange among the parties to communicate their problems, expectations and aspirations. We believe 
that this path of integrated dialogue that has started, will allow the Commission to walk along more stable lines 
of agreement, where poor countries have more opportunities and we hope that these Workshops are incorporated 
permanently to the functioning of this Commission.  
 
This year the Commission’s meeting is particularly important as a reply has to be provided concerning the 
situation of various stocks of species which were assessed by the SCRS and that in some cases, such as bluefin 
tuna, the situation is of concern. This represents a challenge for ICCAT and its role in the adequate 
administration of resources. 
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We firmly believe that the conservation of our fishing resources is based fundamentally on scientific grounds 
and thus, the Commission must provide greater support to the Scientific Committee providing better possibilities 
to Member States for research and data collection and control.  
 
Uruguay has claimed that the efforts for the management and administration of resources are recognized and 
valued, in particular, for poor countries on the coast. We understand that the adequate management and 
administration of resources and economic development are not contradictory matters and contributing to resolve 
these matters is part of our work. 
 
During this meeting our delegation is committed to collaborate with the Commission in the implementation of 
Allocation Criteria and collaborate in making this the basis of understanding in this years’ allocation of quotas  
 
In the 15th Special Meeting of the Commission, Uruguay hopes to avoid the difficulties and strengthen the 
functioning and commitment of this organization and Contracting Parties as regards the conservation and 
equitable distribution of resources. It is a challenge that we hope to overcome between Parties, bearing in mind 
the criteria and determination of the Commission Chairman. Thank you. 
 
United States 
 
I would like to begin by thanking our Croatian hosts for their warm hospitality in this beautiful city of 
Dubrovnik. This is the first visit to Dubrovnik for all of us on the United States delegation, and we are very 
impressed with the rich culture and history of this stunning UNESCO World Heritage site. 
 
This year’s ICCAT meeting is likely to be the most challenging in many years. With new stock assessments of 
bluefin tuna, swordfish and marlin, the Commission has a significant number of management measures to put in 
place. In addition, ICCAT must address overall compliance issues, including chronic data reporting deficiencies, 
which severely hampers the SCRS’ ability to monitor and assess the status of the stocks.  
 
This year’s scientific results run the full gamut from positive to alarming news.  
 
On the positive end, ICCAT members should be extremely proud of achieving their first-ever successful 
international fish rebuilding program. North Atlantic swordfish are now considered nearly fully recovered. This 
success shows that a multilateral effort to develop science-based measures, implemented through a multi-year 
rebuilding program, can result in a rebuilt stock and tremendous socio-economic benefit from the fishery.  
 
At the other extreme in the scientific results, bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean are 
considered on the brink of stock collapse. It is clear that harvests in this fishery are completely out of control. 
Conservative estimates from the SCRS put catches over the last couple of years, indeed perhaps the last decade, 
at least 50,000 t, which is roughly twice the level recommended by the scientists in 2002. The cumulative 
overage over the last four years is estimated to be at least 76,000 t.  
 
Perhaps the most disturbing situation is that even long-time members of ICCAT are overrunning their quotas 
and/or not fully reporting their catches. How can new or potential members view their responsibilities seriously 
when compliance is clearly not a priority in several fisheries?  How can developing countries be expected to put 
effort into monitoring and compliance when even industrialized nations are not meeting their ICCAT data 
reporting obligations?  
 
In 2002, the United States reluctantly agreed to a package of management measures for eastern bluefin tuna, 
based on a commitment by eastern harvesters to reduce undersized bluefin tuna catch and to significantly 
improve data collection. Clearly these commitments have not been honored. In addition to TAC overruns 
(doubly damaging given that the TAC was set above scientifically advised levels), data reporting is worse than 
ever, and any benefits to the eastern bluefin stock from the promised reductions in small fish were offset by 
overall increases in harvests.  
 
Overall, the United States is appalled at the continued poor performance with data reporting by a large number of 
ICCAT members. The SCRS continues to report that for a number of species, including eastern bluefin, their 
scientific analyses have been hampered and/or delayed due to the lack of full reporting of data. We must 
implement the data compliance measure adopted last year to make progress on this never-ending problem. 
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In stark contrast with the east, the western Atlantic bluefin fishing countries agreed to a scientifically 
recommended rebuilding program, have stayed well within, and even below the catch limits, and have fully 
reported their data. While this year’s stock assessment indicates that the western rebuilding program may need 
adjustment, recovery is likely being hampered by continued rampant over-fishing in the eastern Atlantic. SCRS 
states that the over-harvests in the east have an impact on the western stock because of mixing.  
 
Given the status of the eastern bluefin tuna resource ICCAT must take effective action to implement appropriate 
management actions and measures to ensure compliance with management decisions. These are not new 
concerns, and ICCAT’s credibility as a competent management authority depends on taking meaningful action 
this year.  
 
Indeed, it seems that only in the case of Chinese Taipei has ICCAT been successful in addressing overcapacity, 
compliance, and reductions in fishing effort. This experience should serve as a model for moving forward with 
overall management and compliance issues by the entire Commission. Equity demands a similar response to 
similar problems. 
 
Given the sacrifices of the U.S. fleet, there is a strong call from our constituents to ensure a level playing field 
across the global fishery. All fishing fleets must share in the burden of reducing fishing effort, catch and 
capacity. All management authorities must share in the responsibilities to monitor and control their fishing fleets, 
and fully report their data to ICCAT as required. Only a multi-national effort can ensure that ICCAT meets its 
objective of maintaining stocks at scientifically based levels that provide maximum sustainable yield, thereby 
ensuring the maximum long-term socio-economic benefits from the fishery resources under our stewardship. 
Thank you.      
 
 
3.3 OPENING STATEMENTS BY COOPERATING NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES, ENTITIES OR 

FISHING ENTITIES     
 
Chinese Taipei 
 
First of all, I would like to extend my appreciation to the Government of Croatia for choosing the beautiful and 
historic city of Dubrovnik as the venue for the annual meeting of ICCAT. Their warm hospitality could be felt 
once we arrived in the airport of Dubrovnik. I would also extend my appreciation to the Secretariat staff for their 
tireless and diligent work in preparing the meeting. There has been much improvement in the dissemination of 
meeting documents. Thanks to the efforts to the Secretariat staff. 
 
I must also thank the Chairman for arranging the Informal Workshops of different groups during the inter-
sessional period, listening to the voices from different sources with the aim of improving the progress of the 
annual meeting and to the extent practicable avoiding bureaucracy in the meeting. We highly appreciate your 
efforts in this respect. The Chairman mentioned in the Informal Workshops that this annual meeting will be a 
tough one with plenty of work lying in front of us, and notably the issue of conservation of bluefin tuna in the 
Atlantic. Failure to reach effective conservation measures will undermine the sustainability of the stock as well 
as the creditability of the Commission. My delegation will wholeheartedly cooperate with you and other 
members to reach a resolution acceptable to all. I firmly believe, with your wisdom and the cooperative spirit of 
members and cooperating non-members, the Commission will be able to achieve this goal. 
 
Last year the Commission adopted a recommendation requiring Chinese Taipei to enhance its management of 
the bigeye tuna fishery, coupling with unprecedented conditions. Despite the short period of time given for the 
implementation of this recommendation, I am proud to say that Chinese Taipei has fully and completely 
achieved this task. We sent progress and final reports to the Secretariat for circulation to members, and I am sure 
you have received them in time. Thanks to the prompt action of the Secretariat staff despite some complaints of 
the workload. My colleague will brief you in the appropriate session on the work done and continued to be done 
in the future to ensure compliance and sustainability of tuna stocks. Among the work we have done worth 
highlighting are our efforts to control fishing capacity to be commensurate with the fishing possibilities.  
 
Account was taken in a global sense rather than focusing only on the Atlantic. The government and the industry 
have spent some 200 million US dollars in reducing 160 LSTLVs by buying back the vessels and their licenses 
for scrapping or sinking for use as artificial reef by the end of 2006. We are proud to say we have managed to 
complete this difficult task. 59 vessels have had their engines dismantled and destroyed ready for sinking in our 



ICCAT REPORT 2006-2007 (I) 

 94

territorial waters and for use as artificial reef. After completion of the vessel reduction program, I am sure the 
remaining fleet size will commensurate with the fishing possibility available to us. 
 
To demonstrate our determination in continuing our efforts in the fisheries management, the government has 
approved allocation of 113 million dollars for a six-year program and creation of eight new posts of fisheries 
officers for the follow up of the management of deep sea fisheries. This includes the restructuring of our longline 
fisheries with a further reduction of 16 LSTLVs in 2007, focusing on the Pacific and the Indian Oceans. At this 
time of budgetary constraint in the public sector as well as the policy of a small size government, the approval of 
such a large budget and new posts was not easy. 
 
Chinese Taipei has already learnt a lesson, and the lesson is a painful and expensive one. I hope the Chairman 
and members of the Commission recognize the work we have done in full and complete compliance with the 
requirement of the Recommendation and our efforts in continuing the management of fisheries. 
Recommendation 05-02 is a one-year measure, and in recognition of our work and future efforts, 
Recommendation 04-01 should resume to apply to Chinese Taipei. We appreciate your kind consideration in this 
regard. 
 
Finally, I wish this session of ICCAT fruitful results. 
 
 
3.4 OPENING STATEMENTS BY OBSERVERS FROM INTER-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) 
 
FAO is very grateful for the invitation extended by the Secretariat of the International Commission for the 
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), to observe the 15th Special Meeting. FAO has been keeping a close 
and effective working relationship with ICCAT and desires to continue such collaboration. 
 
FAO appreciates, in particular, the cooperativeness of the ICCAT Secretariat in responding to FAO’s periodic 
requests for information relating to ICCAT’s activities. Such collaboration greatly assists FAO in meeting its 
global fisheries reporting responsibilities.   
 
The important role of regional fishery bodies (RFBs) in contributing to ensure sustainable and responsible 
fisheries management all over the world has been increasingly recognized. The Twenty-sixth Session of the FAO 
Committee on Fisheries (COFI) and the Ministerial Meeting on Fisheries held in March 2005 in Rome 
underscored the importance of RFBs, in particular, Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs) and 
expressed their expectation that these organizations would take the lead as we move toward more responsible 
fisheries. The Fourth Meeting of Regional Fishery Bodies held just after the COFI also reconfirmed the 
important role of RFBs in sustainable fisheries. We are now in the midst of preparation for the next session of 
COFI and the meeting among Secretariats of RFBs both scheduled to be held in March 2007 and expect active 
participation of ICCAT in those meetings as it has done so far. 
 
RFMOs were recognized as the primary mechanism for international cooperation in conserving and managing 
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks during the Review Conference on the UN Fish Stock 
Agreement held in May 2006. It was widely agreed that the improvement of regional organizations’ functioning 
and alignment of their conventions and adopted measures with the Agreement’s standards should be a priority. 
The implementation of precautionary and ecosystem-based approaches to fisheries management and 
strengthening of monitoring, control and surveillance regimes were underscored among others in order to 
modernize RFMOs. The need for performance reviews based on transparent criteria was also underscored. 
ICCAT was highlighted as one of examples for others to follow.   
 
There is significant diversity existing among RFBs. Some do not have mandate to manage fisheries. Some are 
new and need more experiences of collaborative and collective regional fishery governance. There are a couple 
of initiatives going on in establishing new RFMOs. Among those RFBs, ICCAT is one of the world’s leading 
RFMOs having a long history and much experience in the management of sustainable fisheries and expected, as 
a model for other RFMOs, to continue playing a significant role in regional action to secure sustainable and more 
responsible fisheries management. 
 
I will carefully observe the proceedings of this meeting and report back to the management of FAO’s Fisheries 
Department.  
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I would like to conclude by stating that I bring to the meeting greetings from FAO’s Assistant Director-General 
for Fisheries, Mr. Ichiro Nomura. He wishes the meeting’s every success in its deliberations. Thank you very 
much. 
 
Ministerial Conference on Fisheries Cooperation Among African States Bordering the Atlantic Ocean 
(COMHAFAT) 
 
The Ministerial Conference on Fisheries Cooperation Among African States Bordering the Atlantic Ocean, 
ATLAFCO (Conférence Ministérielle sur la Coopération Halieutique entre les Etats Africains Riverains de 
l’Océan Atlantique, COMHAFAT) expresses, on behalf of its President, its Permanent Secretariat and its 
member countries, its profound gratitude and sincere appreciation to the Government of Croatia and the local 
authorities of Dubrovnik for their generous hospitality to the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT. 
  
The Permanent Secretariat of COMHAFAT appreciates the invitation set to him by the ICCAT Executive 
Secretary, to participate in the 15th Special Meeting, and takes this opportunity to congratulate ICCAT on the 
celebration of its 40th Anniversary. 
  
ICCAT and COMHAFAT, who share the same concerns as regards the conservation and preservation of the 
fishing resources, in particular, the stocks of tunas and tuna-like species, are determined to reinforce even more 
their collaboration and cooperation in order to respond to the Atlantic coastal countries, in contributing to the 
fight against all types of illegal exploitation of tunas and tuna-like species. 
  
Conscious of the importance of tunas in world trade, based on reliable statistical and scientific data of the SCRS, 
and in accordance with the ICCAT Recommendations, the Governments of the Member States of COMHAFAT 
have taken some courageous political decisions that have resulted in measures to fight against all activities that 
may lead to the destruction of the marine resources, particularly the stocks of tunas and tuna-like species. 
 
Notwithstanding, the developing countries, especially those of COMHAFAT, express their willingness to 
collaborate and actively and effectively cooperate with international instruments and the developing countries in 
deploying considerable effort to implement responsible fishing. Thus it is important that encouraging support is 
given to these countries. 
 
In this regard, and in the interest of durable and fruitful cooperation to assure the sustainable exploitation of 
tunas, the Member States of COMHAFAT consider that the 15the Special Meeting of ICCAT constitutes an 
opportunity which much be used for the implementation of measures that are fair and equitable for all the 
Parties. 
  
COMHAFAT wishes the 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT a successful meeting and reiterates its congratulations 
to the Executive Secretary on the occasion of the 40th Anniversary of the organization. It also looks forward to a 
consolidation of close and fruitful collaboration with ICCAT.  
 
 
3.5 OPENING STATEMENTS BY OBSERVERS FROM NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
 
Greenpeace 
 
In May 1999, Greenpeace published a report denouncing the depletion of the eastern stock of the northern 
bluefin tuna population and analyzing its causes. Greenpeace had been working in previous years in the region, 
exposing how illegal fishing was threatening one of the key species in the Mediterranean Sea. Pirate fishing by 
vessels flagged to third countries was identified as the main threat to the bluefin tuna population at that time. 
Today the situation has deteriorated even further. Illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing for tuna is 
rampant in the region and is mainly carried out by vessels flagged to Mediterranean countries, with the stock at a 
high risk of collapse. 
 
The state of the bluefin tuna fishery in the Mediterranean is yet another clear example of the failure of 
Governments and the Regional Fisheries Management Organizations they are party to, to guarantee the 
sustainable management of the marine resources under their competence. 
 
The problems of the bluefin tuna fishery are well established. They include extremely high levels of IUU fishing 
mainly by Mediterranean fleets; overcapacity largely created through public subsidy policies; misreporting and 
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extremely poor quality of the reported data; and poor knowledge of some of the basic parameters of bluefin tuna 
biology. In addition, the geographical expansion of fishing effort in recent years to cover the whole 
Mediterranean Sea leaves no refuge areas for the bluefin tuna to retreat to or rebuild from. 
 
Earlier this year Greenpeace witnessed, at sea, the lack of control over the activities of these tuna fishing fleets. 
Two Greenpeace ships, the Esperanza and the Rainbow Warrior, documented their fishing activities. Copies of a 
document that summarizes the findings made at sea are available to delegates. These include: the use of spotter 
planes during the month of June; unregulated transshipments; illegal longline fishing during the month of June; 
amongst others... Under the existing rules, neither Governments nor regional bodies are in a position to enforce 
fisheries regulations in the region. Countries are not complying with their international obligations, and not even 
basic data is available for scientists in many cases. Governments with vessels involved in the fishery have not 
only allowed the increase of fishing effort on an already overexploited species, they have greatly contributed to 
it. 
 
This lack of control is not only a problem in the bluefin tuna fishery. The Rainbow Warrior also spent several 
weeks, from 17 June to 15 July this year, in the Tyrrhenian and Ionian Seas to document the illegal use of 
driftnets by Italian vessels in contravention of ICCAT Recommendation [03-04]. For every kilometer of driftnet 
found by Greenpeace, hundreds of kilometers are still deployed in the Mediterranean Sea. The highly unselective 
nature of this gear, its continued use even inside spawning grounds of swordfish during spawning season, the 
unreported catches from this illegal fishery and the consequent distortion of data, results in an increasing 
pressure on the stock of swordfish, which is already showing serious signs of strain. A report of the findings 
from this tour will also be available to delegates. 
 
The International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas celebrates its 40th Anniversary at this 15th 
Special Meeting of the Commission and at this year's meeting its main task will be to review the management of 
bluefin tuna fisheries. In previous years, ICCAT has taken positive steps by approving measures to fight IUU 
fishing, such as the establishment of mechanisms to consistently apply trade sanctions, or the creation of black 
lists of fishing vessels. These have opened the way for other RFMOs to establish similar measures. If the ICCAT 
parties sitting around this table are serious about defending the future of bluefin tuna in the Mediterranean, then 
you will act at this Commission meeting to further strengthen these measures and adopt the necessary new 
restrictions on fishing for bluefin tuna. Delegates attending this 15th Special Meeting have the benefit of 
unequivocal scientific advice from the SCRS on bluefin tuna. 
 
Amongst the measures needed to manage and control the activities of the fleets that target bluefin tuna in the 
East Atlantic and Mediterranean we want to stress the paramount importance of expanding the seasonal closure 
of the fishery, from May 1, to July 31. Given the lack of control in the region, this is the only measure that can 
guarantee an immediate and enforceable decrease in fishing effort in the short term and give the eastern stock of 
the bluefin tuna population a chance to recover. 
 
Time is running out for the northern bluefin tuna of the Mediterranean. Unless serious steps are taken now, 
ICCAT will be remembered as managing the collapse of one of the most important and profitable fisheries of our 
time, the decimation of one of the oceans’ champion species, and the disintegration of a way of life for the 
fishermen of the region dependent on this ecosystem for their livelihoods. 
 
International Game Fish Association (IGFA) 
 
The International Game Fish Association (IGFA) is a non-profit organization that represents recreational anglers 
throughout the world. IGFA was established in 1939, has active members in 123 countries, is the governing body 
for international recreational fishing and provides rules for ethical angling practices. Many of IGFA’s members 
target highly migratory species managed by ICCAT. 
 
IGFA has an International Committee of Representatives in nearly 90 countries, who have been chosen for their 
integrity, fishing knowledge and concern for sportsmanship and conservation. These international representatives 
report to IGFA on issues affecting our interests and are a primary way that IGFA participates in the international 
recreational fishing community. 
 
In addition to compiling decades of catch information from around the world, IGFA staff, trustees, and 
international representatives participate in international cooperative research and management efforts. Presently, 
IGFA represents its membership and recreational anglers in general on numerous regional, national and 
international fisheries management panels, and also funds and participates in research relating to game fish and 
their habitats. Whether participating in cooperative research or management, IGFA’s core purpose is to provide a 
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link and facilitate interaction and information exchange between recreational anglers and fisheries scientists and 
managers. 
 
IGFA wishes to express our appreciation to ICCAT for arranging this 15th Special Meeting of the Commission 
and our gratitude to the city of Dubrovnik, Croatia for hosting us. We also wish to congratulate the ICCAT 
Chairman, Dr. Bill Hogarth, on his appointment as Chairman. We hope that IGFA, as an observer, will be able to 
contribute to the management policies of the Commission so that our marine resources are managed in a 
sustainable manner for all users. 
 
IGFA’s primary interest in this meeting is the conservation of bluefin tuna. We urge the Commission to take a 
conservative approach to managing this important fishery. We have serious concerns about the status of bluefin 
tuna, particularly the east Atlantic/Mediterranean stock. IGFA wishes the Commission to take action towards the 
increasing amount of IUU catch associated with tuna farming operations. This illegal fishing is jeopardizing an 
important resource that recreational anglers are entitled to. IGFA believes in fisheries management based on the 
best available science, and we urge the Commission to adopt recommendations set forth by the Standing 
Committee on Research and Statistics. We furthermore respectfully request that the Commission demand 
Contracting Parties to comply with existing and future management recommendations for bluefin tuna and other 
stocks under the Commission’s purview. 
 
World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF) 
 
This is an important year for ICCAT, probably a crucial one. This year ICCAT celebrates its 40th Anniversary. 
Indeed, four decades ago ICCAT was created by fishing states to make it a tool to achieve the sustainable 
management of tuna resources in the Atlantic Ocean. Unfortunately today we all know this goal is far from 
having been achieved.  
 
Nowadays, talking about ICCAT’s failure means taking about the critical situation of the bluefin tuna stocks in 
the Atlantic, which supports the most important bluefin tuna fishery in the world. To the worrying status of the 
West Atlantic bluefin tuna stock after several years undergoing a long-term recovery plan, it adds the 
catastrophic situation of the East Atlantic stock – as uncovered this year by ICCAT’s SCRS. In the history of 
fisheries management it is hard to find a scientific assessment produced by a formal scientific committee which 
speaks louder or more clearly on the high risk of collapse of a fish stock of global importance such as bluefin 
tuna. The SCRS report also shows clearly what should be done to bring the East Atlantic bluefin tuna stock back 
to safe biological limits and reverse the current over-fishing situation. ICCAT scientists show there are no 
shortcuts to achieving recovery – advocating the closure of the fishery during the spawning period (particularly 
in June) and an increase in the minimum catch size to equate size at maturity, thus meaning short-term 
sustainable catches of no more than 15,000 t per year. 
 
These tough reactive measures respond to the lack of political will, or inability, of several Contracting Parties to 
enforce ICCAT conservation regulations during the last years, which has resulted in the current disastrous 
situation. This stands behind the huge level of IUU fishing estimated by the SCRS and demonstrated by WWF, 
with real catches amounting to 50,000 t, 56% higher than the quota and more than 3 times the level considered 
sustainable by scientists. And the worst thing is that the main culprits of this situation are fleets belonging to 
prominent ICCAT Contracting Parties. 
 
In spite of this pessimistic situation, WWF has adopted during the last years a firm commitment to work together 
with ICCAT and its Contracting Parties to help overcome this sad scenario. From our overall engagement with 
the development of an improved and really effective global network of Regional Fisheries Management 
Organizations, WWF’s technical inputs to ICCAT, aiming at helping halt the destruction trend of Atlantic 
bluefin tuna stocks, have been rigorous, and always founded by a positive and proactive attitude. 
 
Much is at stake at this 15th Special Meeting of ICCAT, including the very credibility of this organization and its 
Contracting Parties, which is inextricably linked to the fate of Atlantic bluefin tuna, with an exploitation history 
going back several millennia. Never before has the body of evidence been so overwhelming on the need for 
ICCAT to react. Perhaps for the first time in a meeting of ICCAT it can be said without exaggeration that the 
world will be looking at Dubrovnik during the next ten days. WWF hopes the expectations of citizens 
worldwide, making up the constituencies of ICCAT Contracting Party delegations gathered here, for a strict, 
scientifically based recovery plan for the east Atlantic bluefin tuna stock will not be deceived. 
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ANNEX 4 
 

REPORT OF INTER-SESSIONAL MEETINGS 
 
 

4.1 REPORT OF THE 4TH MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP TO DEVELOP INTEGRATED AND 
COORDINATED ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES (Palma de Mallorca, 
Spain - April 19 to 21, 2006) 

 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The meeting was opened by the Commission Chairman, Dr. William Hogarth (USA), who welcomed 
participants. 
 
The List of Participants is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 4.1. 
 
 
2. Election of the Chairman 
 
The Panel 2 Chairman, Mr. Julien Turenne (EC-France) was elected Chairman.  
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
Ms. Kelly Denit (United States) was appointed Rapporteur for the Working Group. 
 
 
4. Adoption of the Agenda 
 
The Agenda (Appendix 2 to ANNEX 4.1) was adopted without amendment. 
 
 
5. Review of information relevant to stock structure and mixing 
 
The Chair requested an update from SCRS since the last Working Group meeting. 
 
Dr. Gerry Scott (SCRS Chair) reported that scientific activity on bluefin tuna has continued since the Working 
Group last met. He stated that the volume of research has been high, but more could be done with regards to 
analyzing mixing if support from the Commission was provided. He pointed out that mixing of the two stocks is 
occurring, but the degree of mixing is unknown. Dr. Scott also emphasized that there are biological differences 
between the stocks in the eastern and western Atlantic. 
 
Several delegations requested further elaboration on what the SCRS had done with respect to the 
recommendations from the 3rd meeting of the Working Group last year. Dr. Scott responded that the SCRS 
analyzed data with regards to time/area closures in the Gulf of Mexico and Mediterranean and minimum sizes. 
Further elaboration was requested and Dr. Scott stated that due to lack of data, particularly from the 
Mediterranean, more detailed analysis was not possible and that there was inadequate data to look at farming, but 
expressed hope that more data would be available for the June assessment. He further stated that a full evaluation 
of the measures was not possible until the SCRS had an updated assessment. He hoped the SCRS would be able 
to provide full evaluation by November, but emphasized the need for the information from the June assessment. 
Dr. Scott again pointed to the lack of data quality and quantity in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean as a 
limiting factor in the type of analysis the SCRS would be able to conduct with regards to the eastern stock and 
mixing.   
 
Several delegations asked questions and the SCRS Chairman provided answers to each in turn, the bulk of which 
is summarized in a document he provided to the Working Group (See Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.1).  
 
 



4th WG BFT MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES – MALLORCA 2006 
 

 99 

6. Develop alternative options for managing Atlantic bluefin tuna and consideration of the feasibility of 
alternative scenarios 

 
Possible components for the management regime to be discussed at the annual meeting were discussed. The 
recommendations resulting from this discussion are included under Agenda item 8 below. 
 
 
7. Other matters 
 
There were no other matters discussed. 
 
 
8. Recommendations 
 
The Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Management Strategies 
recommends that Parties have contacts prior to the annual meeting on specific issues related to bluefin tuna 
management measures. 
 
The Working Group has identified components that should be considered when elaborating bluefin tuna 
management measures. These components are set forth below, but the list is not exhaustive and not prioritized. 
  
  Multi-annual management plan  
  Annual TAC and allocation of quotas 
   - Overages/Underages 
   - Chartering 
  Compliance with conservation measures 
  Boundary/demarcation line 
  Time/area closures 
  Measures to address fishing effort 
   - Closed seasons for PS/LL 
   - Balance between effort and quotas 
  Minimum size 
  Control and monitoring 
   - Real time monitoring of catches 
   - VMS 
   - Observer coverage (cages and vessels) 
   - Data collection 
  Market aspects 
   - Statistical Document Program 
   - Consistency between imports/exports and conservation measures 
  IUU fishing activities 
  Measures to address farming activities 
 
The Working Group also recommends that: 
 
 The SCRS continue its efforts to provide the Commission with responses to the recommendations resulting 

from the 3rd meeting of the Working Group in Fukuoka, taking into account the ICCAT Workshop on Bluefin  
Mixing (ANON. 2002). 

 
 The Commission have a thorough discussion of the implementation of the current management regime and 

identify areas that need improvement and take steps to address them: the need to work on measures allowing 
real time monitoring of catches and farming activities, improvement of data collection, better monitoring of 
the implementation of VMS were emphasized. The objectives and coverage of an observer program should be 
defined and discussed. The Statistical Document Program should also be improved in order to have a better 
monitoring of commercial activities and to allow cross-checking between catches, farming, exports and 
imports data. The Working Group recognizes that these issues should be addressed by the relevant bodies of 
ICCAT. 
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 The Commission should examine the implications of the Secretariat’s involvement in the implementation of 
management measures, including, for the bluefin tuna fisheries, real-time monitoring of catch and farming 
activities, VMS, and observer coverage. Discussions of the financial and personnel implications for the 
Secretariat given this expanded role should also occur. 

 
 
9.  Adoption of the report 
 
During adoption, the United States delegation made a closing statement, attached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 
4.1.  
 
The report was adopted during the meeting. 
 
 
10.  Adjournment 
 
The Executive Secretary thanked the European Community and the Government of Spain for hosting the 
meeting. 
 
The meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
Reference 
 
ANON. 2002. ICCAT Workshop on Bluefin Mixing. Col. Vol. Sci. Pap. ICCAT, 54(2): 261-352.  
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Appendix 2 to ANNEX 4.1 
 

Agenda 
 

1. Opening of the Meeting 
2. Election of the Chairman 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
4. Adoption of the Agenda 
5. Review of information relevant to stock structure and mixing 
 5.1 Review of scientific information on bluefin tuna biology 
 5.2 Review of historical data from the fisheries 
 5.3 Evaluation of available biological information on stock structure 
 5.4 Consideration of available biological information on mixing 
6. Develop alternative options for managing Atlantic bluefin tuna taking account of information arising from 
Items 5.1 to 5.4 and consideration of the feasibility of alternative scenarios 
7. Other matters 
8. Recommendations 
9. Adoption of the report 
10. Adjournment 

 
Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.1 

 
 

Summary from SCRS Chair 
 
 
1) What did the Fukuoka Working Group ask the SCRS to analyze?  
 
The Commission, through the 3rd Meeting of the Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Management Strategies (Fukuoka, Japan, April 20 to 23, 2005), requested (in summarized 
form) the following advice from SCRS: 
 
 a) Assess effectiveness of the current multi-annual management plan, including the new minimum size, the 

eradication of the tolerance and the regulation of farming activities; 

 b) Advise on possible additional measures to reinforce the current management measures; 

 c) Evaluate the feasibility and benefits of : 
  - maintenance, modification or elimination of the current boundary at 45ºW,  
  - additional management measures for areas where mixing occurs,  
  - time and area closures in spawning and nursery areas; and 
  - time and area closures for directed bluefin tuna pelagic longline fishing activities, including elimination
   of the 45ºW management boundary. 
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d) Inform the Commission on the feasibility of operational models to take account of mixing; 

 e) Establish priorities within its proposed research program. 
 
2) What has the SCRS analyzed to date? 
 
Potential effectiveness of minimum sizes 
 
For the eastern stock, [Rec. 04-07] established new minimum size limits of 10 kg and 6.4 kg (with no tolerance) 
in the Mediterranean and eastern Atlantic, respectively. Because these new limits only entered into force in June 
2005, it is too early to evaluate them with observed results. The Committee therefore carried out theoretical 
yield-per-recruit (YPR) calculations to address the long term potential impact of these limits. The YPR analyses 
were based on the fleet-specific selectivity patterns for the early 1990s that were estimated in the last (2002) 
assessment, which reflect the size limits that were in force at that time (i.e., from [Rec. 74-01]). The Committee 
then calculated the changes in equilibrium yield-per-recruit and spawning-biomass-per-recruit that would result 
from applying different selectivity patterns that reflected different size limits. The Committee also examined 
different levels of implementation error (see Table 1 to Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.1). The results suggest that 
the new size limits could increase yield and spawning biomass per recruit substantially compared to the early 
1990s situation (Y/R and S/R could increase by 8.8% and 16.5% respectively). However, these potential benefits 
could be foregone if the size limits are implemented with error. It is also evident from these analyses that these 
size limits alone are not sufficient to achieve MSY biomass levels. 
 
Table 1 to Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.1. Long-term yield and spawning biomass per recruit (S/R) for BFT-East 
resulting from different size limits with varying levels of implementation error (but at current effort levels). 
Percent differences are relative to the first row. 
 

Regulation Error Y/R (% diff) S/R (% diff) 

[74-01]  Unknown  10.92   67.74  
[04-07]  0 11.88  8.8 78.88 16.5 
[04-07]  25% 11.62  6.5 75.94 12.1 
[04-07]  50% 11.38  4.2 73.12 7.9 

 
Potential effectiveness of spawning area closures 
 
Bluefin spawning in the Mediterranean occurs from mid-May through mid-July and mainly during May in the 
Gulf of Mexico. During the spawning season, bluefin tuna concentrate in certain areas and this produces changes 
in catchability. Larval density distributions provide a basis for description of the known spawning areas for 
bluefin. Larval sampling has not yet been systematically conducted, and so important spawning locations might 
go unidentified. 
 
Based on catch data, a time-area closure of the entire Mediterranean in April-June to protect spawning 
aggregations could result in a reduction of catch from the Mediterranean on the order of 40% (assuming that the 
displaced effort would not compensate). Mediterranean catches represent close to 100% of the eastern plus 
Mediterranean area catch of large fish and about 60-80% of the catch of small fish of from the eastern plus 
Mediterranean area. Closure of the entire Mediterranean during July-September results in a reduction of catch on 
the order of 30%, again presuming no compensation by the displaced effort. Such compensation would diminish 
the catch savings. In some cases displaced effort due to a Mediterranean closure cannot be compensated because 
the fisheries of some countries have no further bluefin fisheries other than those in the Mediterranean. Finer 
scale closures of spawning areas within the Mediterranean during the spawning season would likely result in 
lower potential savings in catch, but the current resolution of the ICCAT data does not permit more precise 
estimation of this potential. 
 
The data indicate that the highest quarterly catch volumes from the Gulf of Mexico occur January-June. Based 
on these data a time-area closure of the entire Gulf of Mexico in April-June to protect spawning aggregations 
could result in a reduction of catch from the Gulf on the order of 65%, presuming that the displaced effort would 
not compensate. Closure of the entire Gulf of Mexico during quarters January-June to protect spawning age fish 
could result in a reduction of catch on the order of >90%. However catches in the Gulf of Mexico represent less 
than 10% of the overall western bluefin tuna catch of larger fish and the fisheries in the Gulf of Mexico do not 
solely target bluefin. Finer scale closures of spawning areas within the Gulf of Mexico during the spawning 
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season would likely result in lower potential savings in catch, but the current resolution of the ICCAT data does 
not permit more precise estimation of this potential. 
 
If the west bluefin stock does not substantially mix with the east, then closure of the Gulf of Mexico during 
spawning times (and with effort in other areas and times remaining the same) would be expected to increase 
overall western spawning biomass (S/R) in the long run to about 14% more than current levels with an increase 
in yield (YPR) of about 9%. 
 
If substantial mixing does occur, then the potential for improving the long term eastern and western stock status 
and eastern and western fisheries by closing both spawning areas could be larger. However, the success of these 
closures could only be achieved by eliminating the fishing opportunities of some countries that have no other 
access. We do not have good estimates of the rates of mixing as of yet. 
 
Other management alternatives 
 
More elaborate management strategy evaluations than those which are addressed here will have to be addressed 
in the context of the next stock assessment when the stock sizes and fishing mortality rates are re-estimated 
based upon changes in the catch, catch-at-size, catch-per-unit-effort, tagging and other relevant biological 
information. The data limitations, especially in the Mediterranean may limit the methods that may be used for 
the assessment and for analysis of management strategies. Furthermore, consensus on providing a balanced set of 
advice with respect to other time-area closures could not be achieved during this meeting. Additionally, 
uncertainties in determining the effectiveness of alternative management strategies are likely to remain large 
without an investment in comprehensive long term research. 
 
The feasibility of alternative procedures to address spatial mixing between eastern and western bluefin 
 
The SCRS examined the feasibility of operating modeling approaches and concluded that operating models 
appear to be a useful mechanism for evaluating management procedures. A schedule for the development of 
these activities is given in SCRS/2005/011. 
 
Research priorities 
 
A table of research priorities appears in the SCRS report for 2005. Following from the 3rd Meeting of the 
Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Management Strategies (Fukuoka, 
Japan, April 20 to 23, 2005), at which it was recommended “that the research efforts needed to be better 
harmonized and coordinated and that the SCRS should establish priorities within its proposed research program 
and in this regard should inform the Commission on the feasibility of operational models to take account of 
mixing,” a previous research plan was reviewed in the context of ongoing and recent national and BYP-
sponsored bluefin research as well as new research activities reported at the meeting.  
 
At the outset of this review, it was reiterated that collection and reporting of catch and effort is a basic 
responsibility of the CPCs. Past failures to meet these basic obligations have led to extreme uncertainties in even 
the basic level of catch and its composition for bluefin (and other species), especially in the Mediterranean.  
 
The Committee was informed of a large-scale tagging program (in excess of €1,000,000) co-funded by the 
European Commission and EU Members which will be undertaken in 2005/2006. The main component of the 
program is electronic tagging of adult bluefin in the Mediterranean and eastern Atlantic. It was noted that this 
level of funding is in line with the research plan presented in Col. Vol. Sci. Pap. ICCAT, 56(3): 987-1003 and 
should provide useful results for further addressing stock dynamics hypotheses raised on the basis of electronic 
tagging of bluefin in the western Atlantic (Block et al., Nature, 2005). Initiation of this project permits large 
reduction in the estimated costs of conducting the Research Plan outlined in op. cit. and the Prioritized Research 
Plan presented in Table 16.7 (of the 2005 SCRS Report) reflects both this and the prioritization scheme agreed 
by the Committee. 
 
3) What does the SCRS plan to analyze that will be ready to discuss at the fall meeting? 
 
More elaborate management strategy evaluations will be addressed during and after the June stock assessment 
when stock sizes and fishing mortality rates will be re-estimated. These will focus largely on the feasibility and 
benefits of: 
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 - maintenance, modification or elimination of the current boundary at 45ºW,  
 - additional management measures for areas where mixing occurs, 
 - time and area closures in spawning and nursery areas; and 
 - eliminating the current 45 degree W management area boundary and instead introducing time and area 

closures for directed bluefin tuna pelagic longline fishing activities. 
 
However, it is important to realize that data limitations, especially in the Mediterranean, may limit the types of 
analyses that can be conducted. Moreover, substantive results from the operational modeling project are not 
likely to be forthcoming for 2 or 3 years. 
 

 
Appendix 4 to ANNEX 4.1 

 
Statement by the USA 

 
The United States expresses its disappointment that the Working Group has not given sufficient priority to the 
development of integrated management taking account of mixing, which was clearly the impetus for establishing 
the Group. In fact, the word mixing is rarely mentioned in the report. In particular, the United States is 
disappointed in the lack of tangible actions to protect fish in the central Atlantic, which is known to be an 
important mixing area, as well as on both eastern and western spawning grounds.  In spite of shortcomings in the 
outcome of this meeting, the United States remains committed to work toward integrated management taking 
account of mixing, based on scientific advice from SCRS. In this regard, we look forward to SCRS’s further 
analysis of the issue at its upcoming meetings, and urge all members to be responsive to advice from SCRS. 
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4.2 REPORT OF THE 2nd MEETING OF THE WORKING GROUP TO REVIEW STATISTICAL 
MONITORING PROGRAMS (Palma de Mallorca, Spain - April 24 to 26, 2006) 

 
 
1. Opening of the Meeting 
 
The meeting was opened by the Executive Secretary, Mr. Driss Meski, who welcomed participants. Mr. Meski 
thanked the European Community and Spain for hosting the meeting.  
 
The List of Participants is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 4.2. 
 
There were no oral or written opening statements. 
 
 
2. Election of the Chairman 
 
Ms. Kimberly Blankenbeker (United States) was elected to Chair the meeting. 
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
Ms. Kelly Denit (United States) was appointed Rapporteur for the meeting. 
 
 
4. Review of the Meeting Terms of Reference 
 
The Chair drew attention to the Terms of Reference for the Working Group. 
 
 
5. Adoption of the Agenda 
 
The EC requested that the following two matters be explicitly referenced in the agenda under Item 8:  Definition 
of international trade terms and improving the biannual reporting system, which were also discussed at the 2005 
Working Group meeting. The EC also requested that issues with longer term implications, such as electronic 
statistical document systems, should be taken later under Item 8. The Agenda (Appendix 1 to ANNEX 4.2) was 
adopted with this amendment. The Chair noted that the matters to be discussed under Item 8 were not listed in 
priority order and that matters of priority and focus for the Working Group should become apparent as the 
meeting unfolded.  
 
 
6. Overview of issues raised at the 1st Working Group meeting 
 
The Chair reviewed the Report of the 1st Meeting of the Working Group (Fukuoka, Japan, April 20-23, 2005) 
and introduced the PWG Chair’s working document from the 2005 annual meeting (Appendix 3 to ANNEX 
4.2) to help guide discussions. 
 
 
7. General exchange of views on main focus of and issues for 2nd Working Group meeting 
 
The Parties had a general exchange of views on the potential long-term direction of the ICCAT statistical 
document programs. Specifically, it was agreed that a statistical document program should have three main 
objectives: (1) be a tool to monitor compliance by Parties, (2) provide statistical information to SCRS, and (3) 
aid in the fight against IUU fishing. It was noted that according to the FAO, the definition of IUU fishing applies 
to both Contracting and non-Contracting Parties.  
 
In addition, Parties agreed on the need to include some catch data in the statistical documents, but some Parties 
stressed that this connection should not affect national catch data programs already in place. Further, several 
Parties voiced concern regarding a complete shift to a catch documentation scheme, similar to CCAMLR’s, 
particularly if this information would be used by third Parties to monitor the quota of others and unilaterally 
close markets.  Taking these views into account, the Group agreed to include information on date and port of 
landing in statistical documents, but there was no consensus to establish a new catch documentation scheme (See 
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Recommendations under Agenda Item 9).  It was noted by some Parties, however, that a properly constructed 
trade monitoring scheme was a logical and appropriate progression in the effort to ensure the effectiveness of 
ICCAT conservation and management measures. 
 
The Group also discussed the use of an electronic statistical document system. Some Parties indicated that they 
saw this as a long-term goal, but that interim steps should be taken to improve the current paper-based system. In 
addition, the capacity of developing countries to move to an electronic system was noted as an item that would 
need to be addressed. The Parties also noted that the use of an electronic system would greatly facilitate the 
cooperation and exchange of information between Parties. It was agreed that those Parties interested in pursuing 
an electronic system should work bilaterally and/or multi-laterally to examine the feasibility of such a model in 
the ICCAT context with an initial focus on frozen bluefin tuna and could submit a proposal to the Commission 
for discussion at the 2006 annual meeting (See Recommendations under Agenda item 9).         
 
 
8. Discussion of specific issues, including possible next steps 
 
Using the Chair’s working document as a guide (Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.2), the Working Group discussed 
issues related primarily to the operation and implementation of the existing programs. Certain themes became 
evident. One theme was strengthening the ICCAT programs against fraud and abuse and standardizing 
implementation of the programs across ICCAT’s membership. Facilitating information exchange was another 
central theme.  Additionally, it was noted that complementary methods, such as the use of observers, tagging or 
other measures, are an important future step. The Working Group agreed on a number of proposals, which are 
presented in Agenda Item 9 below.  
 
Consensus could not be reached on all options discussed. These included: 
 
 1. Definitions of international trade terms. The Working Group noted the complexity of this issue, 

particularly in light of domestic laws and regulations of each CPC. The Working Group agreed that this 
matter would benefit from internal review by each CPC and should be discussed at the 2006 ICCAT 
meeting.  

 
 2. Declarations by operators and endorsements by authorities. One Party expressed concerns that the 

declarations contained in the statistical documents and re-export certificates contain reservations, noting 
that the current wording could weaken enforcement of the program. Others noted that such reservations 
were standard in a variety of legal documents and took into account that the person signing could not 
necessarily have first hand knowledge of some items on the statistical document. It was also noted that 
such reservations should not hinder taking action against an individual if there was clear evidence that a 
document had been knowingly falsified. Given the legal complexity of this issue, particularly in light of 
domestic laws and regulations of each CPC, the Working Group could not agree to delete the reservations 
from the statistical documents. One Party noted regret with regard to this. 

 
 3. Consignment identification. The Working Group could not agree on whether consignment identifiers, such 

as mode of transport, and the bill of lading, should appear in the instructions of the statistical documents 
and re-export certificates (see Table 1 to ANNEX 4.2, below).  Several Parties expressed support for the 
inclusion of such information, even if only on a voluntary and/or provisional basis, as it would further 
strengthen implementation of the programs by improving the ability to track shipments and verify the 
legality of the product. Others questioned the practicality as well as the utility of including such 
information. Further, some Parties expressed concern that voluntary elements in the statistical document 
program could become required by importing States before being made mandatory by the Commission. 
There was also debate regarding whether the information should be supplied prior to export or recorded 
after import of the product given the unpredictable nature of flights, modes of transport, etc. At the request 
of the Working Group, the EC agreed to give a presentation at the annual meeting to further elucidate the 
problems they have experienced with regard to tracing the origin of product in the absence of consignment 
information on statistical documents.  
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 4. Catch information, catch limits and programs: A proposal was made to require that statistical documents 

be generated at the time of catch in order to improve monitoring and control and better support ICCAT’s 
conservation and management measures. Some Parties expressed strong concern regarding this proposal. 
Some Parties noted that such a change would unacceptably alter the scope of the statistical document 
program, lead to unilateral and discriminatory trade measures, and undermine the role of the Compliance 
Committee and the Commission. It was stressed by some parties that flag States must be the only Party 
responsible for implementation of their quotas or catch limits, not third Parties.  Other Parties highlighted 
the increasing importance of the responsibility of the importing State. 

 
 5. Cooperation and exchange of information: The need to improve cooperation and the exchange of 

information between Parties was a central topic of discussion. Several Parties indicated that the statistical 
document program would be more effective if communication between Parties could be improved. Several 
suggestions were put forward including: using a secure internet site for rapid exchange of information 
between importing and exporting States; increasing the frequency of reporting to ICCAT; an electronic 
system to improve access to data; providing cumulative catch information by flag States and chartering 
States on the ICCAT website; and monitoring of trade data by the importer or the Secretariat who would 
notify a flag State when it was approaching its quota limit. Many Parties had concerns with these 
suggestions, particularly the last two items, because they felt it was the sole responsibility of the flag State 
to maintain catches within its quota and any alleged failure to do so should be brought to the attention of 
the Commission via the Compliance Committee.  There was also concern by some that the issue of catch 
data reporting was beyond the scope of the working group terms of reference. 

 
 6. Bluefin tuna farming and trade tracking: One Party requested clarification from Parties participating in 

farming of the steps taken to ensure accurate tracking of caged bluefin tuna on statistical documents, when 
fish from multiple flag States have been placed in the same cage. One suggestion was to tag each fish. 
Some Parties expressed concern about the number of fish that would have to be tagged, the cost of tagging, 
and potential injury to or mortality of the fish. It was requested that those Parties participating in the catch, 
transport, and farming of bluefin tuna provide feedback on this issue before the 2006 annual meeting. 

 
 7. Document protection: The Working Group briefly discussed the possibility of developing a system of 

unique document numbers to improve document protection but could not reach consensus on this matter.  
 
 
9. Development of recommendations for improvements of the programs 
 
The Working Group reached consensus on several areas and recommends the Commission consider the 
following at the 2006 annual meeting to improve the ICCAT statistical document programs. 
 
A. Document protection and retention. The Working Group recognized the concern over potential forged and 

fraudulent statistical documents and recommends that the Commission adopt the recommended changes 
outlined below: 

 
Additions to Instructions for ICCAT Statistical Documents and Re-export Certificates 
 
New “General Instructions” heading: 

a) Product quantities must be written in both numbers and letters 
b) Blank spaces must be crossed out from the forms 
c) Modification of information declared by the exporter must be approved by the validating authority. 

Table 1 to ANNEX 4.2. Consignment information. 
If by sea/air: Container number 
 If more than one – attach list) 
     If no container: Vessel name; OR 
 Flight number; AND 
 Bill of Lading/Airway Bill number; AND 
 Date and place of issue 
If ground transport: Truck registration number and nationality; OR 
 Railway transport number; AND 
 Date and place of issue 
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d) Statistical documents must be retained from the time of validation for a minimum period of two 
years, or longer to meet domestic requirements. 

 
 The Working Group also recognized that developing a system of exchange of real-time information would be 

a key step to help deal with the issue of fraudulent documents. 
 
B. Consignment identification. The Working Group recommends the following changes to the Commission: 
 

Addition to Re-export Certificates: 
 

– Additional column under ‘Description of Imported Fish’ and ‘Description of Fish for Re-export’ 
titled ‘Statistical Document Number’. 

 
Change to Re-export Certificate Instruction Sheet: 

 
– Change all ‘verified’ to ‘certified’. 
 
– Under paragraph 1 for bluefin tuna, move the last five sentences beginning with ‘A copy of the 

original bluefin tuna statistical document accompanying the bluefin tuna at the time of 
importation….’ and ending with ‘.... a properly documented Re-export Certificate’ to a new Note 6. 

 
Change to Re-export Recommendation: 

 
– Change all ´verified´ to ´certified´. 
 
Change to all statistical document instructions and re-export certificates: 
 
– Change paragraph 7, final sentence to read, “This requirement may be waived according to ICCAT 

Resolution [94-04].” 
 
Change to all statistical documents and document instructions: 
 
– As a link between catch and trade, create a new box within the documents, which will contain the 

required fields “date of landing” and “port of landing” and corresponding instructions for the box. 
 
   Change to Appendix 6 of the statistical document program (see F below for an explanation): 
 

– Delete the Note requiring provision of name, title, etc of validating officials. 
 

Taking these changes into account, the Working Group requests that the Secretariat provide Parties with a 
consolidated document similar to the recommendations for bigeye and swordfish, which includes all of the 
relevant bluefin tuna statistical document recommendations and resolutions for consideration by the 
Commission during the 2006 annual meeting. To the extent that the consolidation may change a reference to a 
particular ICCAT recommendation or resolution in the instructions or elsewhere, the Secretariat to propose an 
appropriate approach for ensuring proper references are maintained. 
 

C. Cooperation and information exchange. The Working Group reminds Parties that, under the instructions for 
the three statistical document programs, importing Parties are required to send a copy of the completed 
statistical document to the exporting country. In order to facilitate review of possibly fraudulent statistical 
documents, the Working Group recommends that each Party notify the Secretariat a point of contact who is 
competent to handle issues associated with statistical documents and/or to verify the information contained 
therein. It was noted that the timing of when to use this process should be identified and a suggested starting 
place for discussion was section I.3 “Grounds for doubt exist in particular in the following situations” found 
in Appendix 4 of the Report of the 1st Meeting of this Working Group. 

 
D. Electronic Statistical Document Program. The Working Group recommends that the Commission authorize 

ICCAT Contracting Parties to develop pilot projects to examine the feasibility of electronic systems. These 
pilot projects should be developed on a bilateral or multilateral basis, including both importing and exporting 
countries, and would be subject to Commission approval. The project designs should reflect the diverse 
technical and resource capacities of the ICCAT Parties. It was envisioned that these projects would be 
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implemented in parallel to the existing paper-based system. At the conclusion of the project, the participating 
Parties would prepare a report containing a description of the electronic system, details of its implementation, 
and conclusions regarding the feasibility of expansion. The report would be provided to the Secretariat for 
compilation and presentation to all Parties. 

 
E. Access to information by non-CPCs. The Working Group recalled that, based on agreements at the 2005 

annual meeting, non-CPCs can have access to the validation and catch information maintained by the 
Secretariat in order to verify their information and facilitate the effectiveness of the SDPs. It was clarified that 
the Secretariat should communicate about this matter with non-CPCs that have provided validation 
information to the Commission within the last two or three years. 

 
F. Names and signatures of validating authorities.  The Working Group recommends that the note in Appendix 6 

of the statistical document programs setting forth a format for the submission of names and other information 
of validating authorities be deleted as this is inconsistent with the terms of the statistical document 
recommendations, which do not require the submission of signatures and names of individual validators. 

 
G. Conversion factors.  The Working Group took note that conversion factors for “steak” and “block” forms of 

swordfish and bigeye tuna had not been developed and recommended that the SCRS undertake this work.  
 
 
10. Other matters 
 
The delegate from Korea stressed the importance of improving statistical monitoring programs in ICCAT, such 
as by moving to an electronic system and developing a CDS-type approach, given the need to enhance control 
over illegal fishing. He reported that Korea had recently identified some illegal activity and that this situation 
demonstrated how important it was to make additional improvements to the ICCAT trade monitoring system. 
 
No other matters were discussed. 
 
 
11. Adoption of the Report and adjournment 
 
The Report was adopted.  
 
The Chair thanked the Rapporteur, Secretariat, and interpreters for their hard work over the course of the 
meeting. The Working Group expressed appreciation to the Chair for her hard work as well.  
 
The meeting was adjourned. 
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX 4.2 
 

Chair´s Working Document 
Working Group to Review Statistical Monitoring Programs 

2005 Meeting Follow-Up 
 
A. Information to be provided/discussed at the 2005 Commission meeting: 
 

1. Section 9, Item 1:  Guidelines on Verification of SDs and re-export certificate:  Internal review to be 
conducted by parties and written information to be provided for 2005 meeting. 

 
2. Section 9, Item 2:  Definitions of International Trade Terms: Internal review by parties suggested; 

additional discussions possible at 2005 ICCAT meeting. 
 

3. Section 10, Item A:   Implementation:  Review current SDP implementation by parties, including 
responses to Secretariat letter, and consider appropriate actions. 

 
4. Section 10, Item B: Document Protection: Discuss possible development of a procedure to create 

unique document numbers, taking into account current CPC procedures. 
 

5. Section 10, Item F:  Link to other import/export formalities:  CPCs with experience in the issue of 
linking statistical documents with relevant declarations of imports, export, and re-exports are to provide 
relevant information to ICCAT in 2005. 

 
6. Section 10, Item G:  Cooperation and Exchange of Information:  Written information on matters of 

practice concerning retrospective validation procedures is to be provided in 2005. 
 

7. Section 10, Bluefin tuna: Bluefin Tuna Farming and Trade Tracking: Parties participating in catch, 
transport, and farming of bluefin tuna are to provide information on the possible need for improvements 
to statistical document programs. 

 
B. Draft list of consensus items that could potentially be addressed in 2005 through some means: 

 
1. Section 10, Item B: Document Protection:  Amend Statistical Document Programs to require: (a) 

product quantities be written in both numbers and letters, (b) blank spaces be deleted from the forms, 
(c) modification of already validated documents be approved, and/or (d) other steps.  

 
2. Section 10, Item C:  Consignment Identification: Alter re-export certificates and directions for all 

species to require inclusion of the document number(s) of each original statistical document. 
 

3. Section 10, Item D:  Standardization:  Support that the Statistical Documents remain species-specific 
given differing data needs and seek Commission agreement. Record this proposed decision in the 
meeting report. 

 
4. Section 10, Item E: Document Retention: Alter the Statistical Document Recommendations to specify 

a minimum retention time for statistical documents. 
 

5. Section 10, Item G: Cooperation and Exchange of Information: Advocate to the Commission that it 
request CPCs to provide contact points to the Secretariat, and direct the Secretariat to establish a 
database of CPC contact points and to make it widely available. Record this proposed action in the 
meeting report. 

 
6. Section 10, Item H: Access to Information by Non-CPCs: Advocate to the Commission that it give 

the Secretariat a mandate to allow non-CPCs to have access to validation and catch information.  
Record this proposed action in the meeting report. 

 
7. Section 10, Item I: Reporting Concerns and Conversion Factors: Advocate that the Commission (1) 

direct SCRS to review possible conversion factors for tuna products, including the non-standard product 
forms “steak” and “block”; (2) support Secretariat development of a table of statistical document data, 
similar to the compliance table, for consideration at annual meetings; (3) remind all parties of 
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obligations to submit SD information in a complete manner (including area of catch), in a manner that 
allows interaction with the data (e.g., Excel), and in one of the three official languages of the 
Commission. In this regard, recommend that the Commission to direct the Secretariat to liaise with 
CPCs to address problems in submissions, including drafting a circular to CPCs on relevant issues. 
Record these proposed actions in the meeting report.  

 
C. Draft list of consensus items that could potentially be topics for a 2006 intersessional meeting: 
 

1. Section 10, Item B: Document Protection: Develop a system of real-time data exchange. 
 
2. Section 10, Item C: Consignment Identification: Consider modifications to current programs (both 

SDs and re-export certificates) to allow inclusion of consignment information, such as name, mode of 
transport, and the bill of lading. 

 
3. Section 10, Item F: Link to other Import/Export Formalities: Explore and develop ways to establish 

a cross reference between statistical documents or re-export certificates and relevant declarations of 
imports, exports, and re-exports. 

 
4. Section 10, Item G:  Cooperation and Exchange of Information:  As a priority, develop a mechanism 

and procedures for cooperation and information exchange. Further, develop procedures to address 
retrospective validation of documents. (Note: this item is related to item 10B above.) 

 
5. Section 10, Item J: Electronic Statistical Document Program: Develop an electronic statistical 

document pilot project, including examining the potential resource implications for the Secretariat. 
 
D. Other issues not yet listed: 
 

1. Section 9, Item 3: Declarations by Operators and Endorsements by Authorities:  Consensus could 
not be reached on this issue. One party reserved the right to revisit this issue, perhaps at the 2005 
ICCAT meeting. 

 
2. Section 9, Item 4: Approaches to Complement Existing SDPs: Consensus could not be reached on 

this item. 
 

3. Section 9: Item 5: Catch Information, Catch Limits, and Programs: Consensus could not be reached 
on this item. One party suggested CPCs reflect on the issues and reserved the right to revisit the item in 
the future. 

 
(Note: Lists B and C are subject to change depending on the outcome of discussions of all items and are not 
intended to be limiting.) 
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ANNEX 5 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED BY ICCAT IN 2006 
 
 
[06-01] BET 

 
RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT REGARDING CHINESE TAIPEI 

 
 
 RECALLING the adoption in 2005 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Control of Chinese 
Taipei’s Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Fishery [Rec. 05-02]; 
 
 FURTHER RECALLING the adoption in 2003 of the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures;  
 
 MINDFUL that the alternate bigeye tuna catch limit for Chinese Taipei specified in Recommendation 05-02 
applied for 2006 only; 
 
 CAREFULLY REVIEWING the information regarding the information and reports submitted by Chinese 
Taipei in accordance with Recommendation 05-02 and its attachment, and all other relevant information 
available; 
 
 ACKNOWLEDGING with satisfaction that Chinese Taipei has met the conditions set out in 
Recommendation 05-02 to cooperate with ICCAT in the conservation and management of tuna and tuna like 
species by carrying out such measures as extensive reduction in the number of its vessels and has made 
significant progress in rectifying the situation that Recommendation 05-02 was designed to address;   
 

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

 
1. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on a Multi-Year Conservation and 

Management Program for Bigeye Tuna [Rec. 04-01], Chinese Taipei shall limit the number of vessels under 
its registry authorized to conduct a directed fishery for bigeye tuna in the Convention area to no more than 64 
in 2007, and 60 in 2008 and thereafter.  In general, Chinese Taipei shall ensure that the number of vessels of 
any size registered to Chinese Taipei and authorized to fish for ICCAT species in the ICCAT Convention 
area is commensurate with the available fishing opportunities agreed by ICCAT. 

 
2.  For 2007, Chinese Taipei shall subject fishing vessels under its registry and authorized to conduct a directed 

fishery for bigeye tuna in the Convention Area to the following monitoring and enforcement measures: 
 

− The vessels shall submit daily catch reports to Chinese Taipei authorities, by VMS or radio; 

− These vessels shall only conduct fishing operations for bigeye tuna if they are in possession of available 
individual vessel quota. 

− Chinese Taipei authorities will send a preliminary catch report to ICCAT on a semi-annual basis; 

− Chinese Taipei shall ensure 10% observer coverage by vessel in the entire fishery. 
 

3. Until the observer program established under the Recommendation by ICCAT Establishing a Program for 
Transshipment [Rec. 06-11], is implemented, no at-sea transshipment is permitted for the vessels in 
paragraph 2, and their catch must be transshipped or landed at two designated ports (Cape Town or Las 
Palmas). 
 

4. For 2007, Chinese Taipei shall conduct an appropriate port inspection and sampling program to verify 
compliance by its fleet fishing for ICCAT species in the Convention area with quotas and other rules, as well 
as to sample catches, and report the findings of this program to ICCAT. 

 
5.  In order to control IUU fishing by vessels of any size that fish for ICCAT species in the ICCAT Convention 

area, Chinese Taipei shall, in cooperation with other CPCs continue to take effective steps to eliminate IUU 
fishing activities by Chinese Taipei residents and business entities and by vessels registered to Chinese 
Taipei, including implementing meaningful regulatory and enforcement measures to, at a minimum: 
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− Cut beneficial and financial relations with IUU operators;  

− Identify, investigate, and take effective measures to eliminate IUU fishing operations for ICCAT species 
in the Convention area, in particular by vessels less than 24 meters LOA owned by Chinese Taipei 
residents or business entities, including cooperation with flag States to control foreign-flagged vessels; 
and 

− Work with the respective flag States, to the extent practicable, to stop foreign flagged vessels owned by 
Chinese Taipei business interests from exporting under the name of Chinese Taipei. 

− Work with the respective flag State to ensure that foreign-flagged vessels owned by Chinese Taipei 
business interests comply with ICCAT conservation and management measures. 

 
6. Chinese Taipei shall further investigate the past and current IUU fishing activities involving Chinese Taipei 

residents including illegal harvest of ICCAT species and submit a report on its findings to the 2007 annual 
meeting of the Commission.  

 
7. Chinese Taipei shall submit to ICCAT an interim report by 1 July 2007 and a final report 30 days before the 

2007 annual meeting of the Commission describing the steps it has taken to comply with all terms of this 
recommendation. ICCAT shall review these reports and any other available information at its 2007 annual 
meeting. 

 
8.  This Recommendation replaces the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Control of Chinese Taipei’s 

Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Fishery [Rec. 05-02]. 
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[06-02] SWO 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO AMEND THE REBUILDING 
PROGRAM FOR NORTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH 

 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 

OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 
 
1. The Contracting Parties, and non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities whose vessels have been 

actively fishing for swordfish in the North Atlantic shall implement a 10-year rebuilding program, starting in 
2000 and continuing through 2009, with the goal of achieving BMSY, with greater than 50% probability. 

 
2. For this purpose, a total allowable catch (TAC) of 14,000 t shall be set for years 2007 and 2008. 
 
3. The catch limits for 2007 and 2008 shall be as indicated below: 
 
   a) 2,690 t of the unused portion of the United States quota at the end of the previous management period 

(2003-2006) will be added to the TACs in the new management period as specified below: 
         

2007 1,345 t 
2008 1,345 t 
Total 2,690 t 

 b) “Other Contracting Parties and Others” receive quotas of 2,530 t for 2007 and 2008 as detailed below: 
 
 c) Quotas of 12,815 t for 2007 and 2008 shall be shared as follows: 
 

European Community 52.42% 
United States 30.49% 
Canada 10.52% 
Japan  6.57% 

 
CATCH LIMITS 

                                                                                                                                                   (Unit: t) 
 2007 2008 

Contracting Parties 
  European Community 6,718 6,718 
  United States (1) (2) 3,907 3,907 
  Canada (2) 1,348 1,348 
  Japan 842 842 
Other Contracting Parties 
  Morocco (3) 850 850 
  Mexico (3) 200 200 
  Brazil 50 50 
  Barbados 45 45 
  Venezuela 85 85 
  Trinidad & Tobago 125 125 
  UK (Overseas Territories) (4) 35 35 
  France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) (4) 40 40 
  China 75 75 
  Senegal (3) 400 400 
  Korea 50 50 
  Belize (3) 130 130 
  Philippines 25 25 
  Côte d’Ivoire 50 50 
  St. Vincent & the Grenadines 75 75 
  Vanuatu 25 25 
Others 
Chinese Taipei 270 270 



RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED IN 2006 

 125

     (1) The United States may harvest up to 200 t of its annual catch limit within the area between 5 degrees North latitude and 5 degrees 
South latitude. 

 (2) For each year of this catch quota allocation, the United States will transfer 25 t to Canada. This transfer does not change the 
relevant shares of Parties as reflected in the above allocation. 

  (3) When the catch limit is exhausted in a given year during 2007–2008, the Commission shall make a decision to adjust the catch 
limit to accommodate the need of the CPC while ensuring that the actual total catch does not exceed the TAC.  

  (4) For each year of this catch limit allocation, 20 t of UK (Overseas Territories) catch limit is transferred to France (St. Pierre & 
Miquelon). This transfer does not change the relevant shares of parties as reflected in the above allocation. 

 
4. Any unused portion or excess of the annual quota/catch limit may be added to/shall be deducted from, 

according to the case, the respective quota/catch limit during or before the adjustment year, in the following 
way: 

 
 Catch year Adjustment year 

2007 2009 
North Atlantic swordfish 

2008 2010 
 

However, the maximum underage that a party may carryover in any given year shall not exceed 50% of the 
original quota. 

 
5. Provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic 

Swordfish Fisheries adopted at the 1996 Commission Meeting, and of paragraph 4 above, shall be applied to 
the implementation of the individual quotas in paragraph 3 and for over-harvests that occurred in 2005 
and/or 2006, for each Contracting Party, non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity. Each year is 
considered a separate management period, as that term is used in the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding 
Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries, except for Japan, for which the 
management period is two years (2007-2008). 

 
6. If Japan’s landings exceed its quota in any year, the overage shall be deducted in subsequent years so that 

total landings for Japan shall not exceed its total quota for the two-year period commencing in 2007. When 
annual landings by Japan are less than its quota, the underage may be added to the subsequent years’ quota, 
so that total landings by Japan do not exceed its total for the same two-year period. Any underages or 
overages from the 2002-2006 management period shall be applied to the two-year management period 
specified herein.  

 
7. Japan shall be allowed to count up to 400 t of its swordfish catch taken from the part of the North Atlantic 

management area that is East of 35°W and South of 15°N, against its uncaught South Atlantic swordfish 
quota; 

 
8. Japan shall implement a national observer program on 8% of vessels operating in the North Atlantic by the 

end of 2008. 
 
9. All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities catching swordfish in the North 

Atlantic shall endeavor to provide annually the best available data to the SCRS, including catch, catch at 
size, location and month of capture on the smallest scale possible, as determined by the SCRS. The data 
submitted shall be for broadest range of age classes possible, consistent with minimum size restrictions, and 
by sex when possible. The data shall also include discards and effort statistics, even when no analytical stock 
assessment is scheduled. The SCRS shall review these data annually. 

 
10. In year 2009, and thereafter every three years, SCRS shall conduct a stock assessment and provide advice 

relative to paragraphs 2 and 3. 
 
11. In order to protect small swordfish, Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities 

shall take the necessary measures to prohibit the taking of and landing of swordfish in the entire Atlantic 
Ocean weighing less than 25 kg live weight, or in alternative, 125 cm lower jaw fork length (LJFL); 
however, the Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities may grant tolerances 
to boats which have incidentally captured small fish, with the condition that this incidental catch shall not 
exceed 15 percent of the number of swordfish per landing of the total swordfish catch of said boats. 

 
12. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 13, any Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities or 

Fishing Entities may choose, as an alternative to the minimum size of 25 kg/ 125 cm LJFL, to take the 
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necessary measures to prohibit the taking by its vessels in the Atlantic Ocean, as well as the landing and sale 
in its jurisdiction, of swordfish (and swordfish parts), less than 119 cm LJFL, or in the alternative 15 kg, 
provided that, if this alternative is chosen, no tolerance of swordfish smaller than 119 LJFL, or in the 
alternative 15 kg, shall be allowed. A Party that chooses this alternative shall require appropriate record 
keeping of discards. 

 
The SCRS should continue to monitor and analyze the effects of this measure on the mortality of immature 
swordfish.  

 
13. Notwithstanding the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, with respect to the annual 

individual quotas established above, the Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing 
Entities whose vessels have been actively fishing for North Atlantic swordfish shall implement this 
recommendation as soon as possible in accordance with the regulatory procedures of each Contracting Party, 
non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity. 

 
14 Notwithstanding the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding the Temporary Adjustment of Quotas [Rec. 01-

12], in between meetings of the Commission, a CPC with a TAC allocation of North Atlantic swordfish, as 
per section 3(c) may make a one-time transfer within a fishing year of up to 15% of its TAC allocation to 
other CPCs with TAC allocations, consistent with domestic obligations and conservations considerations. 
Any such transfer may not be used to cover over harvests. A CPC that receives a one-time quota transfer 
may not retransfer that quota. 

 
15. This Recommendation replaces the 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT Relating to the Rebuilding Program 

for North Atlantic Swordfish [Rec. 02-02]. 
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[06-03] SWO 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON SOUTH ATLANTIC  
SWORDFISH CATCH LIMITS 

 
 

 CONSIDERING that the SCRS indicates that the current estimated fishing mortality rate is likely below 
that which would produce MSY, and the current biomass is likely above that which would result from fishing at 
Fmsy in the long term; 
 
 CONSCIOUS that the SCRS recommends that annual catch should not exceed the provisionally estimated 
MSY (about 17,000 t); 
 
 RECOGNIZING that this multi-annual approach for the management of South Atlantic swordfish reflects 
the thrust of the ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing Possibilities, adopted by the Commission in 2001, 
for the period concerned; 
 

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

 
1.  For 2007, 2008 and 2009, TAC and the catch limits are as follows:  
                                   (Unit: t) 
 
 

 
(1) When the total amounts of catches exceed the TAC in a given year during 2007- 2009, the Commission shall make a decision to adjust 

the catch limits at the following annual meeting to ensure the total catch of 2007-2009 does not exceed 51,000 t. 
(2) Brazil may harvest up to 200 t of its annual catch limit within the area between 5 degrees North latitude and 15 degrees North latitude. 
(3) The Japanese, the U.S. and the Chinese Taipei’s underages in 2006 may be carried over to 2007 up to 800 t, 100 t and 400 t, respectively, 

in addition to their quotas specified in this table. Those CPCs may also carry over unused portions during 2007-2009 but those carried 
over amounts each year shall not exceed the amounts specified here. 

 

 2007 2008 2009 
TAC (1) 17,000 17,000 17,000 
Brazil (2) 4,720 4,720 4,720 
European Community 5,780 5,780 5,780 
South Africa 1,200 1,200 1,200 
Namibia 1,400 1,400 1,400 
Uruguay 1,500 1,500 1,500 
United States (3) 100 100 100 
Cote d’Ivoire 150 150 150 
China 315 315 315 
Chinese Taipei (3) 550 550 550 
UK (Overseas Territories) 25 25 25 
Japan (3) 1,315 1,215 1,080 
Angola 100 100 100 
Ghana 100 100 100 
St. Tome & Principe 100 100 100 
Senegal 300 400 500 
Philippines 50 50 50 
Korea 50 50 50 
Belize 150 150 150 
Vanuatu 20 20 20 
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2. Any unused portion or excess of the annual quota/catch limit may be added to/shall be deducted from, 
according to the case, the respective quota/catch limit during or before the adjustment year, in the following 
way for South Atlantic swordfish: 

 
 

Catch Year Adjustment Year 
2007 2009 
2008 2010 
2009 2011 

 
However, the maximum underage that a party may carryover in any given year shall not exceed 50% of the 
quota of previous year. 

 
3. Japan shall be allowed to count up to 400 t of its swordfish catch taken from the part of the North Atlantic 

management area that is east of 35 degrees W and south of 15 degrees N, against its uncaught South 
Atlantic swordfish quota. 
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[06-04] ALB 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
TO AMEND THE RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON NORTH ATLANTIC 

ALBACORE CATCH LIMITS FOR THE PERIOD 2004-2006 
 
 

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

 
1. The terms of the 2003 Recommendation by ICCAT on North Atlantic Catch Limits for the Period 2004-

2006 [Rec. 03-06] are extended to 2007. 
 

2. All underages or overages of the quota/annual catch limit of northern albacore may be added to or shall 
be deducted from the quota/catch limit as follows: 

 
Year of catch Adjustment year 

2007 2009 and/or 2010 
 

However, the maximum underage that a Party may transfer in any given year shall not exceed 50% of its 
initial catch quota. 
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06-05 BFT 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO ESTABLISH A MULTI-ANNUAL RECOVERY PLAN FOR 
BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE EASTERN ATLANTIC AND MEDITERRANEAN 

 
 RECOGNISING that the Commission's Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) has 
indicated in its 2006 stock assessment that the spawning stock biomass (SSB) for bluefin tuna continues to 
decline, while fishing mortality is increasing rapidly, especially for large fish, 
 
 NOTING that the SCRS has indicated a possible collapse of the stocks in the near future unless adequate 
management measures are implemented, in view of its estimation of the combined fishing capacity of all fleets 
and the current fishing mortality rates,  
 
 CONSCIOUS that in order to reverse these declines in spawning biomass and to initiate recovery, the 
SCRS recommends substantial reductions in fishing mortality and catch, 
 
 CONSIDERING that the SCRS has pointed out that management actions are also needed to mitigate the 
impacts of over-capacity, as well as to eliminate illegal fishing, 
 
 NOTING that the objective of the Convention is to maintain tuna populations at levels that will support 
maximum sustainable catch (usually referred to as MSY), 
 
 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the stock recovery scenarios developed by SCRS based on the stock 
assessment carried out in 2006, 
 
 DESIRING to achieve a stock level consistent with the objectives of the Convention within 15 years, 
 
 CONVINCED that to achieve those objectives, it is necessary to implement a coherent Recovery Plan for 
that stock over a fifteen year period. The objective is to recover the stock through a combination of measures 
which will protect the spawning stock biomass and reduce the juvenile catches, 
 
 NOTING that the measures included in the Multi-Annual Recovery Plan should be considered as specific 
emergency measures to address the status of bluefin stock, 
 
 NOTING that a substantial reduction of the fishing mortality, both on juveniles and adult fish could be 
obtained in a first stage by a combination of closed fishing seasons and increased minimum size, 
 
 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the 2001 ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing Possibilities, 
 
 RECOGNIZING that the success of the Recovery Plan involves the implementation by ICCAT of an 
appropriate system of control which should include a set of effective control measures to ensure the respect of 
the management measures, in particular TAC and quotas, closed seasons and minimum size and the regulation of 
the caging operations,  
 
 INSISTING on the need to immediately improve the protection of juveniles and to adjust the minimum 
sizes for East Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna,  
 
 CONSIDERING the responsibility of flag States, port States, farm States and market States to ensure 
compliance with the present Recommendation, 
 
 GIVEN the need to assess and address overcapacity in fleets participating in many ICCAT fisheries and 
seeking eventually to develop effective ways to address this problem in a comprehensive manner, in particular in 
the eastern and Mediterranean bluefin tuna fishery, in the framework of the Capacity Working Group that will 
meet in 2007,  
 

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 
OF THE ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 
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Part I 
General provisions 

 
1. The Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (hereinafter 

referred to as CPCs), whose vessels have been actively fishing for bluefin tuna in the East Atlantic and 
Mediterranean shall implement a 15 year Recovery Plan for bluefin tuna in the East Atlantic and 
Mediterranean starting in 2007 and continuing through 2022, with the goal of achieving Bmsy, with greater 
than 50% probability. Each CPC shall adjust its fishing effort commensurate with available fishing 
opportunities fixed in accordance with this Plan. 

 
2. In 2008 this Recovery Plan shall be reviewed and may be adjusted, notably, on the basis of subsequent 

SCRS advice. 
 
3. For the purposes of this Plan: 
 
 a) "Fishing vessel" means any vessel used or intended for use for the purposes of the commercial 

exploitation of tuna resources, included fish processing vessels and vessels engaged in transhipment; 
 
 b) "Joint fishing operation" means any operations between two or more vessels flying the flag of different 

CPCs where catch is transferred from the fishing gear of one vessel to another; 
 

c) "Transfer activities" means any transfer of bluefin tuna  
  - from the fishing vessel to the end fattening bluefin tuna farm, including for the fish dead or escaped 

during the transport, 
  - from a bluefin tuna farm or a tuna trap to a processing vessel, transport vessel or to land. 
 

d) “Tuna trap” means fixed gear anchored to the bottom usually containing a guide net that leads fish into 
an enclosure. 

 
e) "Caging" means that bluefin tuna is not taken on board and includes both fattening and farming,  
 
f) "Fattening" means caging of bluefin tuna for a short period (usually 2-6 months) aiming mostly at 

increasing the fat content of the fish,  
 
g) "Farming" means caging of bluefin tuna for a period longer than one year, aiming to increase the total 

biomass,  
 
h) "Transhipment" means the unloading of all or any of the fish on board a fishing vessel to another 

fishing vessel at port,  
 
i) "Processing vessel" means a vessel on board of which fisheries products are subject to one or more of 

the following operations, prior to their packaging: filleting or slicing, freezing and/or transformation,  
 
j) "Sport fishery" means a non-commercial fishery whose members adhere to a national sport organization 

or are issued with a national sport license. 
 
k) "Recreational fishery" means a non-commercial fishery whose members do not adhere to a national 

sport organization or are not issued with a national sport license. 
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Part II 
Management measures 

 
TAC and quotas 
 
4. The total allowable catches (TACs) are fixed: 
 
      - 2007: 29,500 t 
      - 2008: 28,500 t 
      - 2009: 27,500 t 
      - 2010: 25,500 t 
 
5. The TACs for subsequent years shall be established taking into account the progress made in the rebuilding 

of the stock. 
 
6. The SCRS shall monitor and review the progress of the Plan and submit an assessment to the Commission 

for the first time in 2008, and each two years thereafter.  
 
7. The TAC for 2009 and 2010 may be adjusted following the SCRS advice. The relative shares shall remain 

unchanged for 2010 from those in the current Recommendation. 
 
8. To establish a fair and equitable allocation of the quota in the bluefin tuna fishery in the East Atlantic and 

Mediterranean Sea, an allocation scheme for a four-year period, starting in 2007, shall be established at a 
meeting to be convened in early 20071. 

 
Associated conditions to TAC and quotas 
 
9. Each CPC may allocate its bluefin tuna quota to its fishing vessels and traps authorized to fish actively for 

bluefin tuna. 
 
10. No carry-over of any under-harvests shall be made under this Plan. 
  
 By derogation to paragraph 4 of the 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning a Multi-year 

Conservation and Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 02-08], 
no more than 50 % carry-over of any under-harvests arising from 2005 and/or 2006  may be made under this 
Plan. Paragraph 2 of the 1996 Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and 
North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries [Rec. 96-14] shall not apply for the overages in 2005 and 2006. 

 
11. Private trade arrangements and or transfer of quotas/catch limits between CPCs shall be done only under 

authorization by the CPCs concerned and the Commission. 
 
12.  To comply with paragraph 1 of 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT on Vessel Chartering [Rec. 02-21], the 

percentage of a CPC's bluefin tuna quota/catch limit that may be used for chartering shall not exceed 60%, 
40% and 20% of the total quota in 2007, 2008, 2009, respectively. No chartering operation for the bluefin 
tuna fishery is permitted in 2010.  

 
 By derogation of paragraph 3 of the 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT on Vessel Chartering [Rec. 02-21], 

only bluefin tuna fishing vessels flying the flag of a CPC can be chartered.  
 
 The number of bluefin tuna fishing vessels chartered and the duration of the charter shall be commensurate 

with the quota allocated to the charter nation. 
 
13. Joint fishing operations for bluefin tuna shall only be authorized with the consent of flag States. Detailed 

information shall be provided to the flag State of the fishing vessel participating in the joint fishing 
operation related to the duration and the composition of the operators involved in the joint operation. This 
information shall be transmitted by the concerned flag State to the ICCAT Secretariat.  

                                                 
1 Note from the Secretariat: The meeting was held in Tokyo, Japan, January 29-31, 2007. The allocation scheme for 2007-2010 is attached as 
Annex 4 to this Recommendation.   
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Closed fishing seasons  
 
14. Bluefin tuna fishing shall be prohibited in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean by large-scale pelagic 

longline vessels over 24 m during the period from 1 June to 31 December, with the exception of the area 
delimited by West of 10°W and North of 42°N.  

 
15. Purse seine fishing for bluefin tuna shall be prohibited in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean during the 

period from 1 July to 31 December. 
 
16. Bluefin tuna fishing by baitboats shall be prohibited in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean during the 

period from 15 November to 15 May. 
 
17. Bluefin tuna fishing by pelagic trawlers shall be prohibited in the East Atlantic during the period from 15 

November to 15 May. 
Use of aircraft 
 
18.  CPCs shall take necessary measures to prohibit the use of airplanes or helicopters for searching for bluefin 

tuna in the Convention area.   
 
Minimum size  
 
19. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to prohibit catching, retaining on board, transhipping, transferring, 

landing, transporting, storing, selling, displaying or offering for sale bluefin tuna (Thunnus thynnus thynnus)  
weighing less than 30 kg. 

 
20. By derogation to paragraph 19 above and without prejudice to paragraph 21, a minimum size for bluefin 

tuna (Thunnus thynnus thynnus) of 8 kg shall apply to the following situations: 
 

a) Bluefin tuna caught by baitboats, trolling boats and pelagic trawlers in the eastern Atlantic shall be 
authorized in accordance with the procedures set out in Annex 1. 

b) Bluefin tuna caught in the Adriatic Sea for farming purposes.  
 
By-catch 
 
21.  A by-catch of maximum 8% of bluefin tuna shall be authorized to fishing vessels, fishing actively or not for 

bluefin tuna weighing less than 30 kg and no less than 10 kg. This percentage is calculated on the total of 
these incidental by-catches in number of fish per landing of the total bluefin tuna catches of these vessels, or 
their equivalent in percentage in weight. By-catch must be deducted from the quota of the flag State CPC. 
The discard of dead fish shall be prohibited and shall be deducted from the quota of the flag State CPC. 

 
The procedures referred to in Annex 1, paragraph 7 and 8, apply to the landing of by-catch. 

 
Recreational fisheries 
 
22.  CPCs shall take the necessary measures to prohibit the catch and retention on board, transhipment or 

landing of more than one piece in each sea trip. 
 
23. The marketing of bluefin tuna caught in recreational fishing is prohibited except for charitable purposes. 
 
24. Each CPC shall take measures to record catch data from recreational fishing and transmit them to the SCRS. 
 
25. Each CPC shall take the necessary measures to ensure, to the greatest extent possible, the release of bluefin 

tuna caught alive, especially juveniles, in the framework of recreational fishing. 
 
Sport fisheries 
 
26. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to regulate sport fishing, notably by fishing authorizations. 
 
27. The marketing of bluefin tuna caught in sport fishing competitions is prohibited except for charitable 

purposes. 
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28. Each CPC shall take measures to record catch data from sport fishing and transmit them to the SCRS. 
 
29. Each CPC shall take the necessary measures to ensure, to the greatest extent possible, the release of the 

bluefin tuna caught alive, especially juveniles, in the framework of sport fishing. 
 

Part III 
 

Control measures 
 

ICCAT record of vessels authorized to fish for bluefin tuna 
 
30. The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT record of all fishing vessels authorized to fish 

actively for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea. For the purposes of this 
recommendation fishing vessels not entered into the record are deemed not to be authorized to fish for, 
retain on board, tranship, transport, transfer or land bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
Sea. 

 
31. Each CPC shall submit electronically, where possible, to the ICCAT Executive Secretary, by 1 June 2007, 

the list of its vessels authorized to fish for bluefin tuna referred to in paragraph 30. 
 
32. Conditions and procedures referred in the 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment 

of an ICCAT Record of Vessels Over 24 Meters Authorized to Operate in the Convention Area [Rec. 02-22] 
apply mutatis mutandis. 

 
ICCAT record of tuna traps authorized to fish for bluefin tuna 
 
33. The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT Record of all tuna traps authorized to fish for 

bluefin tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea. For the purposes of this recommendation, tuna 
traps not entered into the record are deemed not to be authorized to be used to fish for, retain, tranship or 
land bluefin tuna. 

 
34. Each CPC shall submit electronically, where possible to the ICCAT Executive Secretary, by 1 June 2007, 

the list (including the name of the traps, register number) of its authorized tuna traps referred to in paragraph  
 33. Conditions and procedures referred in the 2002 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the 

Establishment of an ICCAT Record of Vessels Over 24 Meters Authorized to Operate in the Convention 
Area [Rec. 02-22] apply mutatis mutandis. 

 
Transhipment  
 
35. Transhipment at sea operations of bluefin tuna in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea shall be 

prohibited, except for fishing vessels operating in accordance with Recommendation 06-11. 
 
 Authorized vessels may only tranship bluefin tuna catches in designated ports. To this end, each CPC shall 

designate ports in which transhipping of bluefin tuna is authorized and communicate a list of these ports to 
the ICCAT Secretariat by 1 June 2007. Each CPC shall transmit to the ICCAT Secretariat any subsequent 
changes in the list at least 15 days before their entry into force. On the basis of this information the ICCAT 
Secretariat shall maintain a list of designated ports on the ICCAT website. 

 
 Prior to entry into any port, the receiving vessels (catching vessel or processing vessel) or their 

representative, shall provide the relevant authorities of the Port State or authorities of the State where the 
farm is located, at least  48 h before the estimated time of arrival, with the following: 
a) estimated time of arrival, 
b) estimated quantity of bluefin tuna retained on board, 
c) information on the geographic area where the catches were taken; 
d) the name of the catching vessel and its number in the ICCAT record of authorized fishing vessels for 

bluefin tuna, 
e) the name of the receiving vessel, its number in the ICCAT record of authorized fishing vessels for 

bluefin tuna, 
f) the tonnage of bluefin tuna to be transhipped, 
g) the geographic area of the tuna catches  
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 Any transhipment requires the prior authorization from the flag State of the catching fishing vessel 
concerned.  

 
 The master of the catching vessel shall, at the time of the transhipment, inform its Flag State of the 

following: 
  
 a) the quantities of bluefin tuna involved, 
 b)  the date and port of the transhipment, 

c)  the name, registration number and flag of the receiving vessel and its number in the ICCAT record of 
authorized fishing vessels for bluefin tuna, 

 d)  the geographic area of the tuna catches  
 
 The relevant authority of the port State or of the farm CPC shall inspect the receiving vessel on arrival and 

check the cargo and documentation related to the transhipment operation. 
 
 The relevant authority of the Port State or of the farm CPC shall send a record of the transhipment to the 

flag State authority of the catching vessel, within 48 hours after the transhipment has ended. 
 
Recording requirements 
 
36. The masters of authorized fishing vessels catching bluefin tuna shall keep a bound or electronic logbook of 

their operations, indicating particularly the quantities of bluefin tuna caught and kept on board, whether the 
catches are weighted or estimated, the date and location of such catches and the type of gear used set out in 
Annex 2. 

 
37. The master of the vessel engaged in a joint fishing operation shall record in its logbook: 
 

a) where the catch is taken on board or transferred into cages: 
  − the date and the time, 
  − the location (longitude/latitude), 
  − the amount of catches taken on board, or transferred into cages, 
  − the name and international radio call sign of the fishing vessel by whose gear the catch has been 

taken, 
 

b) where the catch is not taken on board or is in a net before transfer activities or transferred into cages: 
  − the date and the time , 
  − the location (longitude/latitude), 
  − that no catches have been taken on board or transferred into cages, 
  − the name and international radio call sign of the catching fishing vessel by whose gear the catch has 

been taken.  
 
38. Authorized vessels may only land bluefin tuna catches in designated ports. To this end, each CPC shall 

designate ports in which landing of bluefin tuna is authorized and communicate a list of these ports to the 
ICCAT Secretariat by 1 June 2007. Each CPC shall transmit to the ICCAT Secretariat any subsequent 
changes in the list at least 15 days before their entry into force. On the basis of this information the ICCAT 
Secretariat shall maintain a list of designated ports on the ICCAT website. 

  
 Prior to entry into any port, the fishing vessels or their representative, shall provide the relevant authorities 

of the port, at least 4h before the estimated time of arrival, with the following: 
 

a) estimated time of arrival, 
b) estimate of quantity of bluefin tuna retained on board, 
c) information on the zone where the catches were taken; 

 
 Each landing or caging shall be subject to an inspection by the relevant authorities of the port.  
 
 The relevant authority shall send a record of the landing to the flag State authority of the vessel, within 48 

hours after the landing has ended. 
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 After each trip and within 48 h of landing, the masters of authorized vessels fishing for bluefin tuna shall 
submit a landing declaration to the competent authorities of the CPC where the landing takes place and to its 
flag State. The master of the authorized vessel shall be responsible for the accuracy of the declaration, which 
shall indicate, as a minimum, the quantities of bluefin tuna landed and the area where they were caught. All 
landed catches shall be weighed and not only estimated. 

 
39. The masters of authorized fishing vessels for bluefin tuna shall complete and transmit to their flag State the 

ICCAT transhipment declaration no later than 15 days after the date of transhipment in port in accordance 
with the format set out in Annex 3. 

 
Communication of catches 
 
40. Each CPC shall ensure that its authorized vessels engaged in fishing activities for bluefin tuna shall 

communicate by electronic or other means, to its competent authorities, which shall transmit without delay, 
to the ICCAT Secretariat, the following report: 

 
a)  Quantities of bluefin tuna, including nil catch returns. This report shall for the first time be transmitted 

at the latest at the end of the ten days after the entry into the Plan Area or after the beginning of the 
fishing trip. In the case of joint operations the master shall indicate to which vessel or vessels the 
catches are attributed, to be counted against the quota of the flag State. 

 
b) From 1 June of each year, the masters shall transmit the report referred to in point a) on a five-day 

basis. 
 
Reporting of catches 
 
41. Each CPC shall report its provisional monthly catches of bluefin tuna. This report shall be sent to the 

ICCAT Secretariat within 30 days of the end of the calendar month in which the catches were made. 
 
42. The ICCAT Secretariat shall within 10 days following the monthly deadlines for receipt of the provisional 

catch statistics collect the information received and circulate it to CPCs together with aggregated catch 
statistics. 

 
43. The Executive Secretary shall notify without delay all CPCs of the date on which the accumulative reported 

catch taken by vessels of the CPCs is estimated to equal 85% of the concerned CPC quota for this stock. The 
CPC shall take the necessary measures to close its bluefin tuna fisheries before its quota is exhausted and 
notify this closure without delay to the ICCAT Secretariat which will circulate this information to all CPCs. 

 
Cross check 
 
44. CPCs shall verify, including by using VMS data, the submission of logbooks and relevant information 

recorded in the logbooks of their vessels, in the transfer/transhipment document and in the catch documents.  
 
 The competent authorities shall carry out administrative cross checks on all landings, all transhipment or 

caging between the quantities by species recorded in the vessel logbook or quantities by species recorded in 
the transhipment declaration and the quantities recorded in the landing declaration or caging declaration, and 
any other relevant document, such as invoice and/or sales notes. 

 
Caging operations 
 
45. The CPC under whose jurisdiction the farm for bluefin tuna is located shall submit within one week a caging 

report, validated by an observer, to the CPC whose flag vessels has fished the tuna and to the ICCAT 
Secretariat. This report shall contain the information referred to in the caging declaration as set out in the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Tuna Farming [Rec. 06-07]. 

 
 When the farming facilities authorized to operate for farming of bluefin tuna caught in the Convention area 

(hereafter referred to as FFBs) are located beyond waters under jurisdiction of CPCs, the provisions of the 
previous paragraph shall apply, mutatis mutandis, to CPCs where the natural or legal persons responsible for 
FFBs are located. 
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46. Before any transfer activity, the flag state of the catching vessel shall be informed by the competent 
authority of the farm State of the transfer into cage of quantities caught by fishing vessels flying its flag. If 
the flag State of the catching vessel considers on receipt of this information that: 

 
a) the fishing vessel declared to have caught the fish had not sufficient quota for bluefin tuna put into the 

cage, 
b) the quantity of fish has not been duly reported and not taken into account for the calculation of any 

quota that may be applicable, 
c) the fishing vessel declared to have caught the fish is not authorized to fish for bluefin tuna, 

 
It shall inform the competent authority of the farm State to proceed to the seizure of the catches and the 
release of the fish into the sea. 

 
47. The master of authorized fishing vessels for bluefin tuna shall complete and transmit to their flag State the 

ICCAT transfer declaration not later than 15 days after the date of transfer to tug vessels or to the cage, in 
accordance with the format set out in Annex 3.  

 
The transfer declaration shall accompany the transferred fish during transport to the cage.  

 
Trap activities 
 
48. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to ensure the record of the catches after the end of every fishing 

operation and the transmission of this data simultaneously by electronic means or other means within 48 
hours after the end of every fishing operation to the competent authority, which shall transmit these data 
without delay to the ICCAT Secretariat. 

 
VMS 
 
49. CPCs shall implement a vessels monitoring system for its bluefin tuna fishing vessels over 24 m referred to 

in paragraph 30, in accordance with 2003 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards for 
the Establishment of a Vessel Monitoring System in the ICCAT Convention Area. 
 
With effect from 1 January 2010 this measure shall be applied to bluefin tuna fishing vessels over 15 m. 
 

 Not later than 31 January 2008, each CPC shall communicate without delay messages pursuant to this 
paragraph to the ICCAT Secretariat, in accordance with the data exchange formats and protocols adopted by 
the Commission in 2007. 

 
Observer program  
 
50. Each CPC shall ensure observer coverage on its fishing vessels over 15 m in length of at least: 

− 20% of its active purse seine vessels In the case of joint fishing operations, an observer shall be present 
during the fishing operation,   

− 20% of its active pelagic trawlers, 
− 20% of its active longline vessels, 
− 20% of its active baitboats, 
− 100% during the harvesting process for tuna traps. 

 
The observer tasks shall be, in particular, to: 
− monitor a vessel compliance with the present recommendation, 
− record and report upon the fishing activity, 
− observe and estimate catches and verify entries made in the logbook, 
− sight and record vessels which may be fishing contrary to ICCAT conservation measures. 

 
In addition, the observer shall carry out scientific work, such as collecting Task II data, when required by 
the Commission, based on the instructions from the SCRS. 

 
51. Each CPC under whose jurisdiction the farm for bluefin tuna is located shall ensure an observer presence 

during all transfer of bluefin tuna to the cages and all harvest of fish from the cage. 
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The observer tasks shall be, in particular, to: 
− observe and monitor farming operation compliance with the Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Tuna 

Farming [Rec. 06-07], 
− validate the caging report referred to in paragraph 45, 
− carry out such scientific work, for example collecting samples, as required by the Commission based on 

the directions from the SCRS, 
 

Enforcement 
 
52. CPCs shall take enforcement measures with respect to a vessel, where it has been established, in accordance 

with its law that the fishing vessel flying its flag does not comply with the provisions of paragraphs 14, 15, 
16, 17, 19, 20, 36, 37, 38 and 39 (closed seasons, minimum size and reporting requirements).  

 
 The measures may include in particular depending on the gravity of the offence and in accordance with the 

pertinent provisions of national law: 
− fines, 
− seizure of illegal fishing gear and catches, 
− sequestration of the vessel, 
− suspension or withdrawal of authorization to fish, 
− reduction or withdrawal of the fishing quota, if applicable. 

 
53. The CPC under whose jurisdiction the farm for bluefin tuna is located shall take enforcement measures with 

respect to a farm, where it has been established, in accordance with its law that this farm does not comply 
with the provisions of paragraphs 45, 46 and 51 caging operations and observers) and with the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Tuna Farming [Rec. 06-07].  

 
 The measures may include in particular depending on the gravity of the offence and in accordance with the 

pertinent provisions of national law: 
− fines, 
− suspension or withdrawal of the record of FFBs, 
− prohibition to put into cages or market quantities of bluefin tuna. 

 
Market measures 
 
54. Consistent with their rights and obligations under international law, exporting and importing CPCs shall 

take the necessary measures: 
 

− to prohibit domestic trade, landing, imports, exports, placing in cages for farming, re-exports and 
transhipments of eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna species that are not accompanied by 
accurate, complete, and validated documentation required by this Recommendation.  

 
− to prohibit domestic trade, imports, landings, placing in cages for farming, processing, exports, re-

exports and the transhipment within their jurisdiction, of eastern and Mediterranean bluefin tuna species 
caught by fishing vessels whose flag State either does not have a quota, catch limit or allocation of 
fishing effort for that species, under the terms of ICCAT management and conservation measures, or 
when the flag State fishing possibilities are exhausted. 

 
− to prohibit domestic trade, imports, landings, processing, exports from farms that do not comply with 

the Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Tuna Farming [Rec. 06-07]. 
 

Conversion factors 
 

55. The conversion factors adopted by SCRS shall apply to calculate the equivalent round weight of the 
processed bluefin tuna. 
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Part IV  
ICCAT Scheme of Joint International Inspection 

 
56. In the framework of the multi-annual management plan for bluefin tuna, each CPC agrees, in accordance 

with Article 9, paragraph 3, of the ICCAT Convention, to apply the ICCAT Scheme of Joint International 
Inspection adopted during its fourth Regular Meeting, held in November 1975 in Madrid2. 
 

57. The Scheme referred to in paragraph 56 shall apply until ICCAT adopts a monitoring, control and 
surveillance scheme which will include an ICCAT scheme for joint international inspection, based on the 
results of the Integrated Monitoring Measures Working Group, established by Resolution 00-20. 

 
 

                                                 
2 Note from the Secretariat: (See Appendix II to Annex 7 in Report for Biennial Period, 1974-75, Part II (1975). 
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Annex 1 
 
Specific conditions applying to baitboat, trolling boat and pelagic trawler fisheries in the eastern Atlantic  
 
1. CPCs shall limit the maximum number of its baitboat and trolling boats authorized to fish bluefin tuna to the 

number of the vessels participating in directed fishery for bluefin tuna in 2006.  
 
2.  CPCs shall limit the maximum number of its pelagic trawler vessels authorized to fish bluefin tuna as by- 

catch. 
 
3. By 1 June 2007, CPCs shall submit to ICCAT Secretariat, the number of fishing vessels established pursuant 

to paragraph 1 and 2 of this Annex. 
 
4. CPCs shall issue specific authorizations to baitboat, trolling boat and pelagic trawler vessels fishing for 

bluefin tuna and shall transmit the list of such vessels to ICCAT Secretariat.  
 
5. Each CPC shall allocate no more than 10% of its quota for bluefin tuna among these authorized vessels, 

with up to a maximum of 200 t of bluefin tuna weighing no less than 6.4 kg caught by baitboat vessels of an 
overall length of less than 17 m. 

 
6. Each CPC may allocate no more than 2% of its quota for bluefin tuna among its coastal artisanal fishery for 

fresh fish.  
 
7.  Authorized vessels may only land bluefin tuna catches in designated ports. To this end, each CPC shall 

designate ports in which landing of bluefin tuna is authorized and communicate a list of these ports to the 
ICCAT Secretariat by 1 June 2007. Each CPC shall transmit to the ICCAT Secretariat any subsequent 
changes in the list at least 15 days before their entry into force. On the basis of this information the ICCAT 
Secretariat shall maintain a list of designated ports on the ICCAT website for these fisheries. 

 
8.  Prior to entry into any designated port, authorized vessels or their representative, shall provide the 

competent port authorities at least 4 h before the estimated time of arrival with the following: 

 a) estimated time of arrival, 
 b) estimate of quantity of bluefin tuna retained on board, 
 c) information on the zone where the catches were taken; 
 
 Each landing shall be subjected to an inspection in port. 
 
9.  CPCs shall implement a catch reporting regime that ensures that effective monitoring of the utilization of 

each vessels quota. 
 
10.   Bluefin tuna catches may not be offered for retail sale to the final consumer, irrespective of the marketing 

method, unless appropriate marking or labeling indicates: 

a) the species, fishing gear used,  
 b) the catch area and date. 
 
11. Beginning 1 July 2007, CPCs whose baitboats are authorized to fish for bluefin tuna in the East Atlantic 

shall institute tail tag requirements as follows: 
 
 a) Tail tags must be affixed on each bluefin tuna immediately upon offloading. 
 
 b) Each tail tag shall have a unique identification number and be included on bluefin tuna statistical 

documents and written on the outside of any package containing tuna. 
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Annex 2 
 
Minimum specification for logbooks: 
 

1. The logbook must be numbered by sheets. 
2. The logbook must be filled in every day (midnight) or before port arrival 
3 The logbook must be completed in case of at sea inspections 
4. One copy of the sheets must remain attached to the logbook 
5. Logbooks must be kept on board to cover a period of one-year operation. 
 

Minimum standard information for logbooks: 
 

1. Master name and address 
 
2. Dates and ports of departure, Dates and ports of arrival  
 
3. Vessel name, register number, ICCAT number and IMO number (if available). In case of joint fishing 

operations, vessel names, register numbers, ICCAT numbers and IMO numbers (if available) of all the 
vessels involved in the operation. 

  
 4. Fishing gear:  

a) type FAO code  
b) Dimension (length, mesh size, number of hooks ...) 

 
 5. Operations at sea with one line (minimum) per day of trip, providing: 

a) Activity (fishing, steaming…) 
b) Position: Exact daily positions (in degree and minutes), recorded for each fishing operation or at 

noon when no fishing has been conducted during this day.  
c) Record of catches: 

 
 6. Species identification:  

a) by FAO code 
b) round (RWT) weight in kg per day 
 

 7. Master signature 
 
 8. Observer signature (if applicable) 

 
 9. Means of weight measure: estimation, weighing on board. 
 
 10. The logbook is kept in equivalent live weight of fish and mentions the conversion factors used in the 

evaluation. 
 
Minimum information in case of landing, transhipment/transfer: 
 

1. Dates and port of landing /transhipment/transfer 
 

2. Products 
a) presentation  
b) number of fish or boxes and quantity in kg 

 
3. Signature of the Master or Vessel Agent
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Annex 3 
 
Document No.                                                                             ICCAT TRANSFER/TRANSHIPMENT DECLARATION                                            
               Tug/Carrier vessel 
Name of vessel and radio call sign:  
Flag: 
Flag State authorization No. 
National Register No. 
ICCAT Register No. 
IMO No. 
 

 
 

             Fishing Vessel 
Name of the vessel and  radio call sign, 
Flag: 
Flag State authorization No. 
National register No. 
ICCAT Register No. 
External identification: 
Fishing logbook sheet No. 

  Day Month Hour      Year |2_|0_|__|__| F.V Master’s name:                     Tug/Carrier Master’s name: LOCATION OF TRANSHIPMENT 
  
Departure  |__|__| |__|__| |__|__|    from |__________| 
Return  |__|__| |__|__| |__|__| to |__________| Signature:         Signature:                 
Transfer/Transh.     |__|__| |__|__| |__|__|  |__________| 
 
For transhipment, indicate the weight in kilograms or the unit used (e.g. box, basket) and the landed weight in kilograms of this unit: |___| kilograms.   
In case of transfer of live fish indicate number of unit and live weight.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Port 
 

Sea 
 
Lat.            Long. 

Species Number 
of unit 
of 
fishes 

Type of 
Product 
Live 

Type of 
Product 
Whole 

Type of 
Product 
Gutted 

Type of 
Product 
Head off 

Type of 
Product 
Filleted 

Type of 
Product 
 

                    
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           
           

further transfer / transhipments 
 
Date:                           Place/Position: 
Authorization CP No. 
Transfer vessel Master signature: 
 
Name of receiver vessel: 
Flag 
ICCAT Register No. 
IMO No. 
Master’s signature 
 
Date:                           Place/Position: 
Authorization CP No. 
Transfer vessel Master’s signature: 
 
Name of receiver vessel: 
Flag 
ICCAT Register No. 
IMO No. 
Master’s signature 
 

ICCAT Observer signature (if applicable).  
Obligations in case of transfer /transhipment: 
1. The original of the transfer/transhipment declaration must be provided to the recipient vessel tug/processing/transport). 
2. The copy of the transfer/transhipment declaration must be kept by the correspondent catching fishing vessel. 
3. Further transfers or transhipping operations shall be authorized by the relevant CP which authorized the vessel to operate. 
4. The original of the transfer/ transhipment declaration has to be kept by the recipient vessel which holds the fish, up to the farm or the landing place. 
5. The transfer or transhipping operation shall be recorded in the log book of any vessel involved in the operation. 
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Annex 4 
 

Appendix to the Recommendation by ICCAT 
to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna 

in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05] 
 
In accordance with paragraph 8 of the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan 
for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05], an allocation scheme for a four-year 
period, starting in 2007, shall be established by ICCAT as follows: 

   (Unit: t)                        
  2007 2008 2009 2010

Algeria 1,511.27 1,460.04 1,408.81  1,306.35 

China (People's Republic) 65.78 63.55 61.32  56.86 

Croatia 862.31 833.08 803.85  745.39 

European Community* 16,779.55 16,210.75 15,641.95  14,504.35 

Iceland 53.34 51.53 49.72  46.11 

Japan 2,515.82 2,430.54 2,345.26  2,174.69 

Korea 177.80 171.77 165.74  153.69 

Libya 1,280.14 1,236.74 1,193.35  1,106.56 

Syria 53.34 51.53 49.72  46.11 

Morocco 2,824.30 2,728.56 2,632.82  2,441.34 

Norway 53.34 51.53 49.72  46.11 

Tunisia 2,333.58 2,254.48 2,175.37  2,017.16 

Turkey 918.32 887.19 856.06  793.80 

Chinese Taipei 71.12 68.71 66.30  61.48 
     

*Fishing possibilities for EC-Malta and EC-Cyprus as follows:   

  2007:  355.59 tonnes and 154.68 tonnes, respectively,    

  2008:  343.54 tonnes and 149.44 tonnes, respectively,    

  2009:  331.49 tonnes and 144.20 tonnes, respectively,    

  2010:  307.38 tonnes and 133.71 tonnes, respectively.    
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[06-06] BFT 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING  
THE WESTERN ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA REBUILDING PROGRAM 

 
 

RECALLING the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Rebuilding Program for Western 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [Rec. 98-07], the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Conservation of Western 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [Rec. 02-07], and the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Western Atlantic Bluefin 
Tuna Rebuilding Program and the Conservation and Management Measures for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern 
Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 04-05], 
 

FURTHER RECALLING that the objective of the Convention is to maintain populations at levels that 
will support maximum sustainable catch (usually referred to as MSY), 
 

CONSIDERING that the 2006 Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) stock assessment 
indicates that a constant total allowable catch (TAC) of 2,100 t over the period of 2007-2009 would produce 
gains in SSB of western Atlantic bluefin tuna equivalent to fishing at Fmsy, 
 

ACKNOWLEDGING that management actions taken in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean are 
likely to impact recovery in the western Atlantic, and that the current fishing mortality rate in the eastern Atlantic 
and Mediterranean bluefin tuna fisheries may be more than three times the level which would permit that stock 
to stabilize at the MSY level, 
 

RECOGNIZING the need to amend the rebuilding program for western Atlantic bluefin tuna in light of 
scientific advice in the 2006 stock assessment,  
 

FURTHER RECOGNIZING the SCRS recommendation concerning the timing of the next stock 
assessment for western Atlantic bluefin tuna, 

 
FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGING the efforts of Mexico and the United States in the conservation and 

protection of the spawning stock biomass in the Gulf of Mexico, which substantially contributes to the 
sustainability of the western stock,   
 

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

 
1.  The Contracting Parties whose vessels have been actively fishing for bluefin tuna in the western Atlantic will 

initiate a 20-year rebuilding program beginning in 1999 and continuing through 2018.  
 

Effort and capacity limits 
 
2.  In order to avoid increasing fishing mortality of bluefin tuna in the eastern or western Atlantic, Contracting 

Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities will continue to take measures to prohibit any 
transfer of fishing effort from the western Atlantic to the eastern Atlantic and from the eastern to the western 
Atlantic.  

 
Catch limits and quotas 
 
3. The rebuilding program for bluefin tuna in the western Atlantic, which began in 1999 and will continue 

through 2018, will have a total allowable catch (TAC), inclusive of dead discards, of 2100 t, annually, 
effective beginning in 2007, through 2008, and thereafter, until such time as the TAC is changed. 

 
4.   The annual TAC, maximum sustainable yield (MSY) target, and 20-year rebuilding period may be adjusted 

based upon subsequent SCRS advice. No adjustment to the annual TAC or the 20-year rebuilding period 
shall be considered unless SCRS advice indicates that the TAC under consideration will allow the MSY 
target to be achieved within the rebuilding period with a 50 percent or greater probability. 

 
5. At such time as the SCRS determines the stock size has achieved the level that would produce MSY, TAC 

levels up to the level of MSY will be considered. 
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6. The allocation of the annual TAC, inclusive of dead discards, will be indicated as follows: 
 
 a) The annual TAC shall include the following allocations: 

 
CPC Allocation 

UK (in respect of Bermuda) 4 t 
France (in respect of St. Pierre et Miquelon) 4 t 
Mexico (incidental catch in longline fishery in the Gulf of 
 Mexico) 25 t 
USA (by-catch related to directed longline fisheries in 
 vicinity of management area boundary)  25 t 
Canada (by-catch related to directed longline fisheries in 
 vicinity of management area boundary) 15 t 

 
  
 b) After subtracting the amounts under paragraph 6(a), the remainder of the annual TAC will be allocated 

 as follows: 
 

 If the remainder of the annual TAC is: 
CPC < 2413 t 

(A) 
2413 t 

(B) 
> 2413-2660 t 

(C) 
> 2660 t 

(D) 
USA 57.48 % 1387 t 1387 t 52.14 % 

Canada           23.75 %   573 t   573 t 21.54 % 
Japan 18.77 %   453 t 453 t + all increase 

between 2413 t and 
2660 t 

26.32 % 

 
 c) Consistent with paragraphs 1 and 6(a) and (b), the 2100 t TAC results in the following CPC-specific TAC 

allocations: 
 
  USA  1,190.12 t 
  Canada     496.41 t 
  Japan     380.47 t 

 
 d) In the years of 2007 and 2008, 75 t and 100 t, respectively, will be allocated to Mexico, // from the U.S. 

underharvest. These allocations will be used to develop a western bluefin tuna fishery in the western 
Atlantic Ocean management area. None of this allocation shall be used for carrying out any fishery 
activities in the waters of the Gulf of Mexico or transferred to any other CPC. This does not affect the 25 t 
incidental catch allocation for Mexico under paragraph 6(a). 

 
 e) 50 t of current U.S. underharvest is allocated to Canada for each of the years 2007 and 2008. None of this 

amount may be transferred to any other CPC. 
 
7. Any overharvest of a CPC’s specific TAC allocation provided under paragraph 6 shall be subtracted from 

that CPC’s specific TAC allocation for the next year. Any underharvest of a CPC’s specific TAC allocation 
in a given year may be carried forward to the next year. In no event shall the underharvest that is carried 
forward exceed 50% of the CPC’s initial TAC allocation under paragraph 6 above, with the exception of 
those CPCs with initial allocations of 25 t or less. Each year shall be considered as an independent 
management period for the purposes of paragraph 8 below. 

 
8. a) If, in the applicable management period, and each subsequent management period, any CPC has an 

overharvest of its TAC allocation under paragraph 6, its TAC allocation will be reduced in the next 
subsequent management period by 100% of the amount in excess of such TAC allocation; and ICCAT 
may authorize other appropriate actions. 

 
b) Notwithstanding paragraph 8(a), if a CPC has an overharvest of its TAC allocation under paragraph 6 

during any two consecutive management periods, the Commission will recommend appropriate measures, 
which may include, but are not limited to, reduction in the CPC’s TAC allocation equal to a minimum of 
125% of the overharvest amount, and, if necessary, trade restrictive measures. Any trade measures under 
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this paragraph will be import restrictions on the subject species and consistent with each CPC’s 
international obligations.  The trade measures will be of such duration and under such conditions as the 
Commission may determine. 

 
9.  Notwithstanding the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding the Temporary Adjustment of Quotas  [Rec. 01-

12], in between meetings of the Commission, a CPC with a TAC allocation under paragraph 6 may make a 
one-time transfer within a fishing year of up to 15% of its TAC allocation to other CPCs with TAC 
allocations, consistent with domestic obligations and conservations considerations. The transfer shall be 
notified to the Secretariat. Any such transfer may not be used to cover overharvests. A CPC that receives a 
one-time quota transfer may not retransfer that quota. 

 
Minimum fish size requirements and protection of small fish 
 
10. Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities will prohibit the taking and landing 

of western Atlantic bluefin tuna weighing less than 30 kg, or in the alternative having a fork length of less 
than 115 cm. 

 
11. Notwithstanding the above measures, Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing 

Entities may grant tolerances to capture western Atlantic bluefin tuna either weighing less than 30 kg, or in 
the alternative, having a fork length of less than 115 cm, provided they limit the take of these fish so that the 
average over each four-consecutive-year quota balancing period is no more than 10% by weight of the total 
bluefin tuna quota on a national basis, and institute measures to deny economic gain to the fishermen from 
such fish. 

 
12. Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities will encourage their commercial 

and recreational fishermen to tag and release all fish less than 30 kg or in the alternative having a fork length 
less than 115 cm. 

 
Area and time restrictions 
 
13.There shall be no directed fishery on the bluefin tuna spawning stocks in the western Atlantic in spawning 

areas such as the Gulf of Mexico. 
 
Scientific research and data and reporting requirement 
 
14. The SCRS shall conduct a stock assessment of western Atlantic bluefin tuna in 2006, in conjunction with the 

scheduled stock assessment of eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna and thereafter every two years.  
 
15. If scientific evidence results in an SCRS recommendation to alter the definition of management units, or to 

take explicit account of mixing between management units, then the rebuilding program shall be re-
evaluated.  

 
16. In 2008, the SCRS will conduct a stock assessment for bluefin tuna for the western Atlantic and eastern 

Atlantic and Mediterranean and provide advice to the Commission on the appropriate management measures, 
inter alia, on total allowable catch levels for those stocks for future years. 

 
17. All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall monitor and report on all 

sources of fishing mortality, including dead discards, and shall minimize dead discards to the extent 
practicable.   

 
18. All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall provide the best available 

data for the assessment of the stock by SCRS, including information on the catches of the broadest range of 
age classes possible, consistent with minimum size restrictions. 

 
19. This Recommendation replaces the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Rebuilding Program for 

Western Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [Rec. 98-07], the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Conservation of 
Western Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [Rec. 02-07] and the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Western 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Rebuilding Program and the Conservation and Management Measures for Bluefin 
Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 04-05]. 
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[06-07] BFT 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
ON BLUEFIN TUNA FARMING 

 
 

 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the increasing development of bluefin tuna farming activities, especially in the 
Mediterranean;  
 
 RECALLING the conclusions of 6th Ad Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group Meeting on Stocks of 
Large Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea relative to the effects of the bluefin tuna farming and on the 
solutions that could be studied to regulate this activity;  
 
 CONSIDERING the advice of the 2001 Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) on effects 
of bluefin tuna farming in the Mediterranean on the collection of data and consequently on stock assessment 
procedures; 
 
 DESIRING to gradually implement effective management measures that permit the development of bluefin 
tuna farming in a responsible and sustainable manner in relation to the management of bluefin tuna;  
 
 NOTING the potential advantages of the use of underwater video monitoring in estimating the number of 
fish,  
 
 CONSIDERING the on-going work to establish a Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Programme, 

 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 

OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 
 
1. Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (hereafter referred to as 

CPCs) whose flag vessels fish or transfer quantities of bluefin tuna to cages for farming shall undertake the 
necessary measures:  
 
a) to require that the captains of vessels (including tugs and towing vessels) carrying out transfer 

operations of bluefin tuna for caging maintain vessel logs and report the quantities transferred and the 
number of fish as well as the date, place of harvest and name of the vessel and of the company 
responsible for the caging. This detailed information shall be entered into a register which shall contain 
details of all the transhipments carried out during the fishing season. This register shall be kept onboard 
and be accessible at any time for control purposes. 

 
b) to require the reporting of the total amount of the transfers of bluefin tuna including loss in quantity and 

number during the transportation to the cages by farm for fattening and farming, carried out by their 
flag vessels.  

 
c) to set up and maintain a list of their flag vessels that fish for, provide or transport bluefin tuna for 

farming purposes (name of the vessel, flag, license number, gear type), i.e., fishing boat, transport 
vessel, vessels with pools, etc. 

 
d) to equip these tugs and towing vessels with an operational satellite tracking and monitoring system 

(VMS).  
 
2. The CPCs under whose jurisdiction the farms for bluefin tuna are located in the Convention area shall adopt 

the necessary measures to:  
 
a) assign an identifiable different number to each cage of its farming facility. 
 
b) ensure that a caging declaration is submitted to the farming CPCs by the operator for further submission 

to the Commission in accordance with the ICCAT format in the attached Annex, on each fishing or 
transport vessel that participated in the transfer of tuna to cages for fattening, including the quantities of 
bluefin tuna destined for farming. This declaration shall include information relative to the validation 
numbers and dates of the bluefin tuna statistical document(s), the quantities (in t) of fish transferred to 
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the cages, the number of fish, loss during transportation, the date, the place, the location of the catch, 
the name of the vessel, fishing methods used, as well as its flag and license number;  

 
c) ensure that the tuna farms and the national scientific institutes obtain data as specified in the following 

paragraph on the size composition of the fish caught as well as the date, time and area of catch and the 
fishing method used, in order to improve statistics for stock assessment purposes;  
 
To this end, establish a sampling program for the estimation of the numbers-at-size of the bluefin tuna 
caught which requires notably that size sampling (length or weight) at cages must be done on one 
sample (=100 specimens) for every 100 t of live fish, or on a 10% sample of the total number of the 
caged fish. Size samples will be collected during harvesting1 at the farm and on the dead fish during 
transport, following the ICCAT methodology for reporting Task II. The sampling should be conducted 
during any harvesting, covering all cages. Data must be transmitted to ICCAT, by 31 July for the 
sampling conducted the previous year.  

 
d) ensure the reporting of the quantities of bluefin tuna placed in cages and of estimates of the growth and 

mortality while in captivity and of the amounts sold (in t);  
 
e) set up and maintain a registry of the farming facilities under their jurisdiction;  
 
f) each CPC referred to in this paragraph shall nominate a single authority responsible for coordinating the 

collection and verification of information on caging activities and for reporting to and cooperating with 
the CPC whose flag vessels have fished the caged tuna.  
 
This single authority shall submit, to the CPCs whose flag vessels have fished the caged tuna, a copy of 
each caging declaration referred to in paragraph 2a and of its supporting Bluefin Tuna Statistical 
Document, within one week after the completion of the transfer operation of bluefin tuna into cages.  

 
3. CPCs mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall take the appropriate measures to verify the accuracy of the 

information received and shall cooperate to ensure that quantities caged are consistent with the reported 
catches (logbook) amount of each fishing vessel.  

 
4. The CPCs that export farmed bluefin tuna products shall ensure that these products be accompanied by the 

ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document and, where appropriate, that these products be identified as 
"farmed" with cage number of 2 a) and ICCAT FFB Record Number on the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical 
Document.  

 
5. The CPCs shall transmit, each year, to the Executive Secretary, prior to 31 August:  

− the total amount of the transfer of bluefin tuna by farm 1 b). 
− the list of flag vessels provided for in paragraph 1c),  
− the results of the program referred to in paragraph 2 b),  
− the quantities of bluefin tuna placed in cage and estimate of the growth and mortality by farm 2 d), 
− the quantities of bluefin tuna caged during the previous year,  
− the quantities by sourcing of origin marketed during the previous year.  

 
6. The CPCs mentioned in this recommendation as well as the Contracting Parties that import bluefin tuna shall 

cooperate, particularly through the exchange of information.  
 
7. The Commission shall request non-Contracting Parties that farm bluefin tuna in the Convention area to 

cooperate in the implementation of this recommendation.  
 
8. Based on the information referred to in paragraph 4 on the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document reports and the 

Task I data, the Commission shall review the effectiveness of these measures.  
 
9. a) The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT record of farming facilities authorized to 

operate for farming of bluefin tuna caught in the Convention area (hereafter referred to as FFBs). For 
the purposes of this recommendation, FFBs not entered into the record are deemed not to be authorized 
to operate for farming of bluefin tuna caught in the Convention area.  

                                                 
1 For fish farmed more than one year, other additional sampling methods should be established. 
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b) Each CPC under whose jurisdiction FFBs are located shall submit electronically, where possible, to the 

ICCAT Executive Secretary by 31 August 2004 the list of its FFBs that are authorized to operate for 
farming of bluefin tuna. This list shall include the following information:  

− name of the FFB, register number,  
− names and addresses of owner (s) and operator (s), 
− location,  
− farming capacity (in t)  
 

c) Each CPC shall notify the Executive Secretary, after the establishment of the ICCAT record of FFBs, of 
any addition to, any deletion from and/or any modification of the ICCAT record of FFBs at any time 
such changes occur.  

 
d) The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall maintain the ICCAT record of FFBs, and take any measure to 

ensure publicity of the record through electronic means, including placing it on the ICCAT website, in a 
manner consistent with confidentiality requirements noted by CPCs.  

 
e) The CPCs under whose jurisdiction FFBs are located shall take the necessary measures to ensure that 

their FFBs comply with the relevant ICCAT measures.  
 
f) To ensure the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures pertaining to bluefin 

tuna:  
 
i) CPCs under whose jurisdiction FFBs are located shall validate Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents 

only for the farms on the ICCAT record of FFBs,  

ii) CPCs shall require farmed bluefin tuna, when imported into their territory to be accompanied by 
the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document.  

iii) CPCs importing farmed bluefin tuna and the States that authorize the FFB shall cooperate to 
ensure that the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents are not forged or do not contain 
misinformation.  

 
g) Each CPC shall take the necessary measures, under their applicable legislation, to prohibit the imports 

and sale of bluefin tuna into and from farms not registered in the ICCAT record of farming facilities 
authorized to operate as well as those that do not respect the sampling requirements foreseen in 
paragraph 2c and/or do not participate in the sampling programme referred to in paragraph 2c.  

 
10. a) The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT record of vessels that fish for, provide or 

transport bluefin for farming, i.e., fishing boats, transport vessels, vessels with pools, etc. 
 For the purpose of this recommendation the vessels not entered into the record are deemed not to be 

authorized to fish for, provide or transport bluefin tuna for farming. 
 

b) Each CPC shall submit, electronically where possible, to the ICCAT Executive Secretary by 31 August 
2006 the list of the vessels that are authorized to operate for farming of bluefin tuna. This list shall 
include the following information: 

− name of the vessel, registry number 
− previous flag (if any) 
− previous name (if any) 
− previous details of deletion for other registers (if any) 
− international radio call sign (if any) 
− type of vessels, length and gross registered tonnage (GRT) 
− name and address of owner(s) and operator(s) 
− gear used 
− time period authorized for fishing and/or providing or transporting bluefin tuna for farming. 
 

c) Each CPC shall promptly notify, after the establishment of the initial ICCAT record, the ICCAT 
Executive Secretary of any addition to, any deletion from and/or any modification of the ICCAT record 
and any time such changes occur. 
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d) The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall maintain the ICCAT record and take any measure to ensure 
publicity of the record and through electronic means, including placing it on the ICCAT website in a 
manner consistent with confidentiality requirement noted by CPCs.       

 
11. Each CPC shall take the necessary measures so that the FFBs do not receive bluefin tuna from vessels that 

are not included in the ICCAT record (fishing vessels, transport vessels, vessels with pools, etc. 
 
12. The SCRS shall undertake trials to identify growth rates including weight gains during the fattening or caging 

period.  
 
13. This Recommendation replaces the Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Recommendation on Bluefin 

Tuna Farming [Rec. 05-04].  
 



RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED IN 2006 

 151 

ICCAT DECLARATION ON CAGING 
 

Vessel 
name 

Flag Registration 
Number 
Identifiable 
cage number 

Date 
of 
catch 

Place of 
catch 
Longitude 
Latitude 

Bluefin Tuna  
Statistical 
Document 
validation 
number 

Bluefin Tuna 
 Statistical 
Document date 

Date of 
caging 

Quantity 
placed 
in cage (t) 

Number of 
fish 
placed in 
cage for 
fattening 

Size 
composition 

Fattening 
facility * 

            
            
            
            
            
            
            
            
            
            

        *Facility authorized to operate for fattening of bluefin tuna caught in the Convention area. 
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[06-09] BIL 

 
RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO FURTHER STRENGTHEN THE 

PLAN TO REBUILD BLUE MARLIN AND WHITE MARLIN POPULATIONS 
 
 

 RECALLING the 2000 Recommendation from ICCAT to rebuild Atlantic Blue Marlin and Atlantic White 
Marlin, 
 
 FURTHER RECALLING that the objective of the Convention is to maintain populations at levels that will 
support maximum sustainable catch (usually referred to as MSY), 
 
 CONSIDERING that the 2006 Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) stock assessment 
recommends that the management measures currently in effect be continued, and that billfish mortality from 
artisanal fleets be regulated to control or reduce the fishing mortality generated by these fisheries; 
 
 FINALLY NOTING that the next stock assessment for marlins will be conducted in 2010, 

 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 

OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 
 
Rebuilding Program 
 
1. A two phase program shall be continued to rebuild blue marlin and white marlin populations to levels 

sufficient to support MSY. Phase 1 measures are to commence in 2001 and apply through 2010, with re-
evaluation and adjustment in 2010 for the beginning of Phase 2. 

 
2. All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities shall take steps aimed at 

reducing the uncertainty in the SCRS stock status evaluations by substantial investment into SCRS research 
on blue marlin and white marlin habitat requirements and further verification of the historical catch and 
effort data for these species from all fisheries. 

 
Phase 1 
 
3. Through 2010, the annual amount of blue marlin that can be harvested and retained for landing by pelagic 

longline and purse seine vessels must be no more than 50% of the 1996 or 1999 landing levels, whichever is 
greater. During Phase 1, for white marlin, the annual amount of white marlin that can be harvested by 
pelagic longline and purse seine vessels and retained for landing must be no more than 33% of the 1996 or 
1999 landing levels, whichever is greater. All blue marlin and white marlin brought to pelagic longline and 
purse seine vessels alive shall be released in a manner that maximizes their survival. The provisions of this 
paragraph shall not apply to marlin that are dead when brought along the side of the vessel and that are not 
sold or entered into commerce. 

 
4. During Phase 1, Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities are 

encouraged to conduct research on blue marlin and white marlin, as recommended by the SCRS, including, 
but not limited to: habitat requirements of white marlin, studies on post-release survival rates of released 
fish, further verification of historical fishery data and validation; life history characteristics of marlin, and 
development of models for abundance estimation and stock assessment. The Commission continues to be 
concerned about commercial exploitation as a result of the utilization of white marlin and blue marlin, and 
encourages Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities to take 
actions as practicable to address this concern. 

 
5. During Phase 1 
 
 a) All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities shall maintain daily 

records of live and dead releases of blue marlin and white marlin from longline and purse seine vessels, 
by area no greater than 5 degrees by 5 degrees;  
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 b) To improve information for future stock assessments of blue marlin and white marlin, all Contracting 
Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities shall establish or maintain systems to 
collect scientific information on total catch composition and disposition of released and discarded marlin 
by area and season through new or on-going observer programs for their industrial and recreational fleets. 
In that regard, the purse seine and longline fleets will aim to place observers on at least 5% by fishing 
vessels.   

 
 c) The United States shall monitor the landings of billfish tournaments through scientific observer coverage 

of at least 5% that includes collection of data on marlin landings from each observed billfish tournament. 
The United States shall maintain 10% scientific observer coverage of billfish tournament landings. The 
United States shall limit its landings to 250 recreationally-caught Atlantic blue marlin and white marlin 
combined on an annual basis through the year 2010.  

 
 d) All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities other than the United 

States shall adopt domestic regulations that establish minimum sizes for landings of blue marlin and 
white marlin in their recreational fisheries, such as, for example, blue marlin not smaller than 251 cm 
LJFL and white marlin not smaller than 168 cm LJFL.  

 e) All Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall be required to 
maintain records (in terms of weight or number) of landings of blue marlin and white marlin. Such 
countries, entities or fishing entities shall collect catch and effort data on all marlins landed, and size data 
on at least 50% of the landings.  

 f) The SCRS shall present at the 2010 Commission meeting, work plans to achieve Phase 2.  
 
6. Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall encourage the initiation of 

research programs on technological improvements in the various fishing gears which promote the maximum 
reduction in mortality of these species, for example, the use of circle hooks as a means of minimizing post-
release mortality of marlins; 

 
Phase 2 
 
7. The SCRS shall conduct stock assessments of Atlantic blue marlin and white marlin in 2010, with a data 

preparatory meeting one year in advance.  
 
8. For blue marlin and white marlin, the SCRS shall, at the 2010 Commission meeting, present its evaluation 

of specific stock recovery scenarios that take into account the new stock assessments, any new information 
and any re-evaluation of the historical catch and effort time series.  

 
9. Following the next assessments, the Commission shall, if necessary based on SCRS advice, develop and 

adopt programs to rebuild the Atlantic stocks of blue marlin and white marlin to levels that would support 
MSY. The rebuilding programs shall include a timetable for recovery to a scientifically derived goal 
consistent with the objectives of the Convention, with associated milestones and biological reference points. 
This objective could be reached through plans of monitoring of effort and/or time-area closures and/or other 
measures practical to apply by the various Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, 
Entities or Fishing Entities, taking the specific characteristics of their fisheries into account.  

 
Catch limits and quotas 
 
10. All Contracting Parties and non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entities shall promote the voluntary 

release of live blue marlin and white marlin. 
 
11. Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities with artisanal marlin fisheries 

shall submit to SCRS in 2007 documentation of the character and extent of such fisheries and shall 
implement beginning in 2007, if feasible but not later than 2008, domestic measures to cap artisanal marlin 
catches at 2006 levels. 
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Scientific research and data reporting requirements 
 
12. CPCs shall advise ICCAT annually of measures in place or to be taken that reduce landings of marlins or 

fishing effort in the commercial and recreational fisheries that interact with blue marlin and white marlin. 
 
13. The Commission shall maintain a program to improve catch data for blue marlin and white marlin. 
 
14. Contracting Parties, non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall monitor and report effort 

(including number of fishing vessels) and catches (landings and discards) of billfish by their artisanal marlin 
fishing fleets. 

 
Resolutions relating to billfish 
 
15. The SCRS is requested to further improve research and study of these species, with particular attention to 

their growth and age;  
 
16.  The SCRS is requested to review and update historical catch and effort data for commercial and recreational 

fisheries for these species in the Convention area;  
 
17. A scientific program is hereby continued under the ICCAT Enhanced Billfish Program, under which 

Contracting Parties will promote the voluntary release by their commercial and recreational fishermen of 
blue marlin, white marlin, sailfish, and spearfish taken alive in the Convention area and, where practicable, 
the tagging of these species under the program;  

 
18. All Contracting Parties fishing for billfishes should make an effort to participate in the ICCAT scientific 

program for these species, and report annually to the SCRS results of the program referred to in paragraph 
17 above;  

 
19. ICCAT will, particularly with the cooperation of those Contracting Parties with interests in the billfish 

fisheries, continue a reward program for the tag and release of billfishes, and for the return of tags recovered 
from recaptured billfishes. 

 
20. As recommended by the Third ICCAT Billfish Workshop (1996), Contracting Parties should promote the 

use of monofilament leaders (on hook gangions) to avoid hindering the live release of billfishes;  
 
21. The SCRS should continue to improve catch statistics and information about post-release mortality of fish 

released live from commercial as well as recreational fisheries, in order to develop a recovery program for 
billfish;  

 
22. This Recommendation consolidates and replaces the following Recommendations and Resolutions as they 

relate to billfish:   
 
[Rec. 97-09] Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Atlantic Blue Marlin and Atlantic White Marlin 
[Rec. 00-13] Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Plan to Rebuild Blue Marlin and While Marlin 
  Populations 
[Rec. 02-13] Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Plan to Rebuild Blue Marlin and White Marlin 

Populations 
[Rec. 04-09] Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Rebuilding Plan for Blue Marlin 

and White Marlin 
[Res. 95-12] Resolution by ICCAT for the Enhancement of Research Programs for Billfishes 
[Res. 96-09] Resolution by ICCAT Regarding the Release of Live Billfish Caught by Longline 
 



RECOMMENDATIONS ADOPTED IN 2006 

 155

[06-10]   BYC 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
CONCERNING THE CONSERVATION OF SHARKS CAUGHT 
IN ASSOCIATION WITH FISHERIES MANAGED BY ICCAT 

 
 
 NOTING that the SCRS has stated that previous reviews of the shark database resulted in 
recommendations to improve the data reporting for sharks and that a large improvement in the quantity and 
quality of the overall shark catch statistics has not yet resulted; and 
 
 CONSIDERING that three years have elapsed since the last assessment, the limited improvement achieved 
in the provision of shark data to ICCAT since then, as well as the acute need to convene a data processing 
workshop prior to the next stock assessment. 
 

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

 
1. Paragraph 7 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Conservation of Sharks Caught in 

Association with Fisheries Managed by ICCAT [Rec. 04-10], is amended to read: 
 
 “SCRS shall conduct stock assessments of, and recommend management alternatives for, shortfin mako 

(Isurus oxyrinchus) and blue sharks (Prionace glauca) in time for consideration at the 2008 annual meeting 
of the Commission. A data preparatory meeting will be held in 2007 to review all relevant data on biological 
parameters, catch, effort, discards, and trade, including historical data. Parties should submit all relevant 
data sufficiently in advance of the meeting to allow the SCRS adequate time to review and incorporate the 
data into the assessment.” 
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[06-11]  GEN 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
 ESTABLISHING A PROGRAMME FOR TRANSHIPMENT 

 
 

 TAKING ACCOUNT of the need to combat illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing activities 
because they undermine the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures already adopted by 
ICCAT; 
 
 EXPRESSING GRAVE CONCERN that organized tuna laundering operations have been conducted and a 
significant amount of catches by IUU fishing vessels have been transshipped under the names of duly licensed 
fishing vessels; 
 
 IN VIEW THEREFORE OF THE NEED to ensure the monitoring of the transshipment activities by large-
scale longline vessels in the Convention area, including the control of their landings; 
 
 TAKING ACCOUNT of the need to collect catch data of such large-scale longline tuna to improve the 
scientific assessments of those stocks;  
 

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

 
SECTION 1. GENERAL RULE 
 
1. Except under the special conditions outlined below in Section 2 for transhipment operations at sea, all 

transhipment operations of tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention area must take place in 
port.1 

 
2.  The flag Contracting Party, Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity (hereafter referred 

to as CPCs) shall take the necessary measures to ensure that large-scale tuna vessels (hereafter referred to as 
the “LSTVs”) flying their flag comply with the obligations set out in Annex 3 when transhipping in port. 

 
 
SECTION  2.  PROGRAMME TO MONITOR TRANSHIPMENT AT SEA 
 
3. The Commission shall establish a program of transshipment which applies initially to large-scale tuna 

longline fishing vessels (hereafter referred to as the “LSTLVs”) and to carrier vessels authorized to receive 
transshipment from these vessels. 

 
The Commission shall at its 2008 annual meeting, review and, as appropriate, revise this Recommendation. 
Pending this review, small-scale albacore longline vessels shall be exempt from the requirements of 
paragraph 4. 

 
4. The flag CPCs of LSTLVs shall determine whether or not to authorize their LSTLVs which fish for tuna and 

tuna-like species to transship at sea. However, the flag CPC may authorize the at-sea transshipment by its 
flag LSTLVs on the condition that such transshipment is conducted in accordance with the procedures 
defined  in Sections 3, 4  and 5, and Annexes 1 and 2 below. 

 
 
SECTION 3. RECORD OF VESSELS AUTHORIZED TO RECEIVE TRANSHIPMENT IN THE 

ICCAT AREA 
 
5. The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT Record of Carrier Vessels authorized to receive 

tuna and tuna-like species in the Convention area from LSTLVs. For the purposes of this Recommendation, 
carrier vessels not entered on the record are deemed not to be authorized to receive tuna and tuna-like 
species in transshipment operations. 

                                                 
1 By derogation, this provision shall not apply until 31 December 2009 to four Russian vessels, the characteristics of which shall be notified 
to the ICCAT Secretariat. However, the extension to 2009 shall be subject to the results of the review process in 2008. 
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6. Each CPC shall submit, electronically where possible, to the ICCAT Executive Secretary by 1 July 2006 the 
list of the carrier vessels that are authorized to receive transshipments from its LSTLVs in the Convention 
area. This list shall include the following information: 

− the flag of the vessel 
− name of vessel, register number 
− previous name (if any) 
− previous flag (if any) 
− previous details of deletion from other registries (if any) 
− international radio call sign 
− type of vessels, length, gross registered tonnage (GRT) and carrying capacity 
− name and address of owner(s) and operator(s) 
− time period authorized for transshipping  

 
7. Each CPC shall promptly notify the ICCAT Executive Secretary, after the establishment of the initial 

ICCAT record, of any addition to, any deletion from and/or any modification of the ICCAT record, at any 
time such changes occur. 

 
8. The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall maintain the ICCAT record and take measures to ensure publicity of 

the record and through electronic means, including placing it on the ICCAT website, in a manner consistent 
with confidentiality requirements notified by CPCs for their vessels. 

 
9. Carrier vessels authorized for at-sea transshipment shall be required to install and operate a VMS in 

accordance with the 2003 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards for the 
Establishment of a Vessel Monitoring System in the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 03-14].   

 
 
SECTION 4.  AT-SEA TRANSHIPMENT 
 
10. Transshipments by LSTLVs in waters under the jurisdiction of the CPCs are subject to prior authorization 

from the coastal State concerned. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to ensure that LSTLVs flying 
their flag comply with the following: 

 
Flag State authorization 
 
11. LSTLVs are not authorized to transship at sea, unless they have obtained prior authorization from their flag 

State.  
 
Notification obligations 
 
Fishing vessel:  
 
12. To receive the prior authorization mentioned in paragraph 11 above, the master and/or owner of the LSTLV 

must notify the following information to its flag State authorities at least 24 hours in advance of the intended 
transshipment: 

 − the name of the LSTLV and its number in the ICCAT record of fishing vessels, 
 − the name of the carrier vessel and its number in the ICCAT record of carrier vessels authorized to 

receive transshipments in the ICCAT area, and the product to be transshipped, 
  − the tonnage by product to be transshipped, 
 − the date and location of transshipment, 
 − the geographic location of the tuna catches 
 
The LSTLV concerned shall complete and transmit to its flag State, not later than 15 days after the 
transshipment, the ICCAT transshipment declaration, along with its number in the ICCAT record of fishing 
vessels, in accordance with the format set out in Annex 2. 
 



ICCAT REPORT 2006-2007 (I) 

 158

Receiving carrier vessel: 
 
13. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall complete and transmit the ICCAT transshipment declaration 

to the ICCAT Secretariat and the flag CPC of the LSTLV, along with its number in the ICCAT record of 
carrier vessels authorized to receive transshipment in the ICCAT area, within 24 hours of the completion of 
the transshipment. 

 
14. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall, 48 hours before landing, transmit an ICCAT transshipment 

declaration, along with its number in the ICCAT record of vessels authorized to receive transshipment in the 
ICCAT area, to the competent authorities of the State where the landing takes place. 

 
Regional Observer Program 
 
15. Each CPC shall ensure that all carrier vessels transshipping at sea have on board an ICCAT observer, not 

later than 31 March 2007, in accordance with the ICCAT regional observer program in Annex 2. The 
ICCAT observer shall observe the respect of this Recommendation, and notably that the transshipped 
quantities are consistent with the reported catch in the ICCAT transshipment declaration. 

 
16. Vessels shall be prohibited from commencing or continuing transshipping in the ICCAT area without an 

ICCAT regional observer on board, except in cases of force majeure duly notified to the ICCAT Secretariat. 
 
 
SECTION 5.  GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
17. To ensure the effectiveness of the ICCAT conservation and management measures pertaining to species 

covered by Statistical Document Programs: 
 

a) In validating the Statistical Document, flag CPCs of LSTLVs shall ensure that transshipments are 
consistent with the reported catch amount by each LSTLV.  

b) The flag CPC of LSTLVs shall validate the Statistical Documents for the transshipped fish, after 
confirming that the transshipment was conducted in accordance with this Recommendation. This 
confirmation shall be based on the information obtained through the ICCAT Observer Program. 

c) CPCs shall require that the species covered by the Statistical Document Programs caught by LSTLVs in 
the Convention area, when imported into the territory of a Contracting Party, be accompanied by 
statistical documents validated for the vessels on the ICCAT record and a copy of the ICCAT 
transshipment declaration. 

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

 − The quantities by species transshipped during the previous year. 
 − The list of the LSTLVs registered in the ICCAT record of fishing vessels which have transshipped 

during the previous year. 
 − A comprehensive report assessing the content and conclusions of the reports of the observers assigned 

to carrier vessels which have received transshipment from their LSTLVs. 
 
19. All tuna and tuna-like species landed or imported into the CPCs either unprocessed or after having been 

processed on board and which are transshipped, shall be accompanied by the ICCAT transshipment 
declaration until the first sale has taken place. 

 
20. Each year, the Executive Secretary of ICCAT shall present a report on the implementation of this 

Recommendation to the annual meeting of the Commission which shall review compliance with this 
Recommendation. 

 
21. This Recommendation replaces the Recommendation by ICCAT Establishing a Programme for 

Transshipment by Large-scale Longline Fishing Vessels [Rec. 05-06].  
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Annex 1 
ICCAT TRANSHIPMENT DECLARATION 

Carrier vessel 
Name of vessel and radio call sign  
Flag 
Flag State authorization number 
National Register Number  
ICCAT Register Number, if available 

 
 
 

Fishing vessel 
Name of the vessel and  radio call sign 
Flag 
Flag State authorization number 
National Register Number  
ICCAT Register Number, if available 
External identification 

  Day Month Hour Year |2_|0_|__|__|  Agent’s name:        Master’s name of LSTLV:          Master’s name of Carrier: 
Departure |__|__| |__|__| |__|__| from |__________| 
Return  |__|__| |__|__| |__|__| to |__________|  Signature:        Signature:    Signature: 
Transshipment |__|__| |__|__| |__|__|  |__________| 
 
Indicate the weight in kilograms or the unit used (e.g. box, basket) and the landed weight in kilograms of this unit: |___| kilograms          LOCATION OF TRANSHIPMENT……….. 
 
Species Port  Sea Type of 

Product 
Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

Type of 
Product 
 

    Whole Gutted Head off Filleted       
              
              
              
              
              
              
              
              
              
              
If transshipment effected at sea, ICCAT Observer signature: 
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Annex 2 
 

ICCAT REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME 
 
1. Each CPC shall require carrier vessels included in the ICCAT record of vessels authorized to receive 

transshipments in the ICCAT area and which transship at sea, to carry an ICCAT observer during each 
transshipment operation in the Convention area.  

 
2. The Secretariat of the Commission shall appoint the observers and shall place them on board the carrier 

vessels authorized to receive transshipments in the ICCAT area from LSTLVs flying the flag of Contracting 
Parties and of non-Contracting Cooperating Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities that implement the ICCAT 
observer program.  

 
Designation of the observers 
 
3. The designated observers shall have the following qualifications to accomplish their tasks:  

 − sufficient experience to identify species and fishing gear;  
 − satisfactory knowledge of the ICCAT conservation and management measures;  
 − the ability to observe and record accurately; 
 − a satisfactory knowledge of the language of the flag of the vessel observed. 
 
Obligations of the observer 
 
4. Observers shall:  

a)  have completed the technical training required by the guidelines established by ICCAT;  
b)  be nationals of one of the CPCs and, to the extent possible, not of the flag State of the receiving carrier 

vessel; 
c)  be capable of performing the duties set forth in point 5 below;  
d)  be included in the list of observers maintained by the Secretariat of the Commission; 
e)  not be a crew member of an LSTLV or an employee of an LSTLV company. 

 
5. The observer tasks shall be in particular to:  
 

a) monitor the carrier vessel’s compliance with the relevant conservation and management measures 
adopted by the Commission. In particular the observers shall:  

 i) record and report upon the transshipment activities carried out;  
 ii) verify the position of the vessel when engaged in transshipping;  
 iii) observe and estimate products transshipped;  
 iv) verify and record the name of the LSTLV concerned and its ICCAT number;  
 v) verify the data contained in the transshipment declaration;  
 vi) certify the data contained in the transshipment declaration;  
 vii) countersign the transshipment declaration; 

 
b)  issue a daily report of the carrier vessel’s transshipping activities;  
c)  establish general reports compiling the information collected in accordance with this paragraph and 

provide the captain the opportunity to include therein any relevant information.  
d)  submit to the Secretariat the aforementioned general report within 20 days from the end of the period of 

observation.  
e)  exercise any other functions as defined by the Commission.  

  
6. Observers shall treat as confidential all information with respect to the fishing operations of the LSTLVs 

and of the LSTLVs owners and accept this requirement in writing as a condition of appointment as an 
observer;  

 
7. Observers shall comply with requirements established in the laws and regulations of the flag State which 

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

 
Obligations of the flag States of carrier vessels 

  
9. The responsibilities regarding observers of the flag States of the carrier vessels and their captains shall 

include the following, notably:  

 a) Observers shall be allowed access to the vessel personnel and to the gear and equipment;  
 b) Upon request, observers shall also be allowed access to the following equipment, if present on the 

vessels to which they are assigned, in order to facilitate the carrying out of their duties set forth in 
paragraph 5:  

 i) satellite navigation equipment;  
 ii) radar display viewing screens when in use;  
 iii) electronic means of communication;  

  
 c) Observers shall be provided accommodations, including lodging, food and adequate sanitary facilities, 

equal to those of officers;  
 d) Observers shall be provided with adequate space on the bridge or pilot house for clerical work, as well 

as space on deck adequate for carrying out observer duties; and  
 e) The flag States shall ensure that captains, crew and vessel owners do not obstruct, intimidate, interfere 

with, influence, bribe or attempt to bribe an observer in the performance of his/her duties.  
 
 The Secretariat, in a manner consistent with any applicable confidentiality requirements, is requested to 

provide to the flag State of the carrier vessel under whose jurisdiction the vessel transshipped and to the Flag 
CPC of the LSTLV, copies of all raw data, summaries, and reports pertaining to the trip.  

 
 The Secretariat shall submit the observer reports to the Compliance Committee and to the SCRS.  
  
Observer fees 
 
a) The costs of implementing this program shall be financed by the flag CPCs of LSTLVs wishing to engage in 

transshipment operations. The fee shall be calculated on the basis of the total costs of the program. This fee 
shall be paid into a special account of the ICCAT Secretariat and the ICCAT Secretariat shall manage the 
account for implementing the program; 

 
b) No observer shall be assigned to a vessel for which the fees, as required under subparagraph a), have not 

been paid.  
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Annex 3 
 

IN-PORT TRANSHIPMENT BY LSTVs 
 
1. Transshipment operations in port may only be undertaken in accordance with paragraph 2 of the General 

Rule and the procedures detailed below: 
 
Notification obligations 
 
2.  Fishing vessel: 
 
2.1 Prior to transshipping, the captain of the LSTV must notify the following information to the Port State 

authorities, at least 48 hours in advance: 

− the name of the LSTV and its number in the ICCAT record of fishing vessels, 
− the name of the carrier vessel, and the product to be transshipped, 
− the tonnage by product to be transshipped, 
− the date and location of transshipment, 
− the major fishing grounds of the tuna catches 

 
2.2   The captain of a LSTV shall, at the time of the transshipment, inform its flag State of the following; 

− the products and quantities involved 
− the date and place of the transshipment  
− the name, registration number and flag of the receiving carrier vessel  
− the major fishing grounds of the tuna catches. 

 
The captain of the LSTV concerned shall complete and transmit to its flag State the ICCAT transshipment 
declaration, along with its number in the ICCAT record of fishing vessels, in accordance with the format set out 
in Annex 1 not later than 15 days after the transshipment. 
 
Receiving vessel: 
 
3. Not later than 24 hours before the beginning and at the end of the transshipment, the master of the receiving 

carrier vessel shall inform the port State authorities of the quantities of catches of tuna and tuna-like species 
transshipped to his vessel, and complete and transmit the ICCAT transshipment declaration to the competent 
authorities within 24 hours. 

 
Landing State: 
 
4. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall, 48 hours before landing, complete and transmit an ICCAT 

transshipment declaration, to the competent authorities of the landing State where the landing takes place. 
 
5. The port State and the landing State referred to in the above paragraphs shall take the appropriate measures 

to verify the accuracy of the information received and shall cooperate with the flag CPC of the LSTV to 
ensure that landings are consistent with the reported catches amount of each vessel. This verification shall 
be carried out so that the vessel suffers the minimum interference and inconvenience and that degradation of 
the fish is avoided. 

 
6. Each flag CPC of the LSTV shall include in its Annual Report each year to ICCAT the details on the 

transshipments by its vessels. 
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[06-12]   GEN 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT AMENDING THE RECOMMENDATION 
BY ICCAT TO ESTABLISH A LIST OF VESSELS PRESUMED TO HAVE 

CARRIED OUT ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING 
ACTIVITIES IN THE ICCAT CONVENTION AREA  

 
 
 RECALLING that the FAO Council adopted on 23 June 2001 an International Plan of Action to prevent, to 
deter and eliminate illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing (IPOA-IUU). This plan stipulates that the 
identification of the vessels carrying out IUU activities should follow agreed procedures and be applied in an 
equitable, transparent and non-discriminatory way. 
 
 RECALLING that ICCAT has already adopted measures against IUU fishing activities and, in particular, 
against large-scale tuna longline vessels. 
 
 CONCERNED by the fact that IUU fishing activities in the ICCAT area continue, and these activities 
diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures. 
 
 FURTHER CONCERNED that there is evidence of a large number of vessel owners engaged in such fishing 
activities which have re-flagged their vessels to avoid compliance with ICCAT management and conservation 
measures, and to evade the ICCAT-adopted non discriminatory trade measures. 
 
 DETERMINED to address the challenge of an increase in IUU fishing activities by way of counter-measures 
to be applied in respect to the vessels, without prejudice to further measures adopted in respect of flag States 
under the relevant ICCAT instruments. 
 
 CONSIDERING the results of the Working Group, which was held in Tokyo from May 27 to 31, 2002. 
 
 CONSCIOUS of the need to address, as a matter of priority, the issue of large-scale fishing vessels 
conducting IUU fishing activities. 
 
 NOTING that the situation must be addressed in the light of all relevant international fisheries instruments 
and in accordance with the relevant rights and obligations established in the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
Agreement. 
 

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

 
Definition of IUU Activities 
 
1. For the purposes of this recommendation, the fishing vessels flying the flag of a non-Contracting Party, or a 

Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity, or a Contracting Party are presumed to have 
carried out illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing activities in the ICCAT Convention area, inter alia, 
when a Contracting Party or a Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity presents 
evidence that such vessels: 

  
 a)  Harvest tunas and tuna-like species in the Convention area and are not registered on the ICCAT list of 

vessels authorized to fish for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention area;  

 b)  Harvest tuna and tuna-like species in the Convention area, whose flag State is without quotas, catch 
limit or effort allocation under relevant ICCAT conservation and management measures; 

 c)  Do not record or report their catches made in the ICCAT Convention area, or make false reports;  

 d)  Take or land undersized fish in contravention of ICCAT conservation measures; 

 e)  Fish during closed fishing periods or in closed areas in contravention of ICCAT conservation measures; 

 f)  Use prohibited fishing gear in contravention of ICCAT conservation measures; 

 g)  Transship with, or participate in joint operations such as re-supply or re-fuelling vessels included in the 
IUU vessels list; 
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 h)  Harvest tuna or tuna-like species in the waters under the national jurisdiction of the coastal States in the 
Convention area without authorization and/or infringes its laws and regulations, without prejudice to the 
sovereign rights of coastal States to take measures against such vessels, 

 i)  Are without nationality and harvest tunas or tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention area, and/or  

 j)  Engage in fishing activities contrary to any other ICCAT conservation and management measures. 
 
Information on alleged IUU activities 
 
2. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities shall transmit 

every year to the Executive Secretary at least 120 days before the annual meeting, the list of vessels flying 
the flag of a non-Contracting Party presumed to be carrying out IUU fishing activities in the Convention 
Area during the current and previous year, accompanied by the supporting evidence concerning the 
presumption of IUU fishing activity. 

 
This list shall be based on the information collected by Contracting Parties and non-Contracting Cooperating 
Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities, inter alia, under:  

 
 − 1994 Resolution by ICCAT on Compliance with the ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures 

[Res. 94-09]; 

 − 1997 Recommendation by ICCAT on Transshipments and Vessel Sightings [Rec. 97-11]; 

 − 1997 Recommendation by ICCAT for a Revised ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme [Rec. 97-10]; 

 − 2000 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Registration and Exchange of Information of Fishing 
Vessels for Tuna and Tuna-Like Species in the Convention area [Rec. 00-17]; 

 − 1992 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program 
[Rec. 92-01]; 2001 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the ICCAT Bigeye Tuna Statistical Document 
Program [Rec. 01-21]; and 2001 Recommendation by ICCAT Establishing a Swordfish Statistical 
Document Program [Rec. 01-22]; 

 − 1998 Resolution by ICCAT Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-scale 
Longline Vessels in the Convention Area [Res. 98-18]*. 

 
Draft IUU List  
 
3. On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 2, the ICCAT Executive Secretary shall draw 

up a Draft IUU List. This list shall be drawn up in conformity with Annex I. The Secretary shall transmit it 
together with the current IUU List as well as all the evidence provided to Contracting Parties and Co-
operating non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities, and to non-Contracting Parties whose 
vessels are included on these lists before at least 90 days before the annual meeting. Contracting Parties, 
Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities and non-Contracting Parties, shall transmit 
their comments, as appropriate, including evidence showing that the listed vessels have neither fished in 
contravention to ICCAT conservation and management measures nor had the possibility of fishing tuna and 
tuna-like species in the Convention area, at least 30 days before the annual meeting of ICCAT. 

 
The Commission shall request the flag State to notify the owner of the vessels of its inclusion in the Draft 
IUU List and of the consequences that may result from their inclusion being confirmed in the IUU list 
adopted by the Commission. 

 
Upon receipt of the Draft IUU List, Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or 
Fishing Entities shall closely monitor these vessels included in the Draft IUU List in order to determine their 
activities and possible changes of name, flag and/or registered owner. 

 

                                                 
*This Resolution was replaced by the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15], which in turn is replaced by the 
Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Rec. 06-13]. 
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Provisional IUU List 
 
4. On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 3, the Executive Secretary shall draw up a 

Provisional List which he will transmit 2 weeks in advance to the Commission meeting to the Contracting 
Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities and to the non-Contracting 
Parties concerned, together with all the evidence provided. This list shall be drawn up in conformity with 
Annex I. 

 
5. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities may at any time 

submit to the ICCAT Executive Secretary any additional information, which might be relevant for the 
establishment of the IUU list. The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall circulate the information, at latest 
before the annual meeting, to the Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or 
Fishing Entities and to the non-Contracting Parties concerned, together with all the evidence provided.  

 
6. The Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures 

(PWG) shall examine each year, the Provisional List, as well as the information referred to in paragraphs 3 
and 5. The results of this examination may, if necessary, be referred to the Conservation and Management 
Measures Compliance Committee.  

 
 The PWG shall remove a vessel from the Provisional List if the flag State demonstrates that:  
 
 − The vessel did not take part in any IUU fishing activities described in paragraph 1, or  

 − Effective action has been taken in response to the IUU fishing activities in question, including, inter alia, 
prosecution and imposition of sanctions of adequate severity. 

7. Following the examination referred to in paragraph 6, at each ICCAT Annual meeting, the PWG shall:  
 
 i)  adopt a Provisional IUU Vessel List following consideration of the Draft IUU List and information and 

evidence circulated under paragraphs 3 and 5. The Provisional IUU Vessel List shall be submitted to the 
Commission for approval. 

 
 ii)  recommend to the Commission which, if any, vessels should be removed from the IUU Vessel List 

adopted at the previous ICCAT annual meeting, following consideration of that List, of the information 
and evidence circulated under paragraph 5 and the information received in accordance with paragraph 
13. 

 
IUU List 
 
8. On adoption of the list, the Commission shall request non-Contracting Parties, whose vessels appear on the 

IUU List,  
 
 − to notify the owner of the vessel identified on the IUU Vessels List of its inclusion on the list and the 

consequences which result from being included on the list, as referred to in paragraph 9. 

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

 
9. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities shall take all 

necessary measures, under their applicable legislation:  
 
 − So that the fishing vessels, support vessels, refueling vessels, the mother-ships and the cargo vessels 

flying their flag do not  assist in any way, engage in fishing processing operations or participate in any 
transhipment or joint fishing operations with vessels included on the IUU Vessels List;  

 − So that IUU vessels are not authorized to land, tranship re-fuel, re-supply, or engage in other commercial 
transactions;  

 − To prohibit the entry into their ports of vessels included on the IUU list, except in case of force majeure; 

 − To prohibit the chartering of a vessel included on the IUU vessels list;  
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 − To refuse to grant their flag to vessels included in the IUU list, except if the vessel has changed owner and 
the new owner has provided sufficient evidence demonstrating the previous owner or operator has no 
further legal, beneficial or financial interest in, or control of, the vessel, or having taken into account all 
relevant facts, the flag Contracting Party or Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity 
determines that granting the vessel its flag will not result in IUU fishing;  

 − To prohibit the imports, or landing and/or transhipment, of tuna and tuna-like species from vessels 
included in the IUU list;  

 − To encourage the importers, transporters and other sectors concerned, to refrain from transaction and 
transhipment of tuna and tuna-like species caught by vessels included in the IUU list;  

 − To collect and exchange with other Contracting Parties or Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities 
or Fishing Entities any appropriate information with the aim of searching for, controlling and preventing 
false import/export certificates regarding tunas and tuna-like species from vessels included in the IUU list.  

 
10. The ICCAT Executive Secretary will take any necessary measure to ensure publicity of the IUU vessels list 

adopted by ICCAT pursuant to paragraph 7, in a manner consistent with any applicable confidentiality 
requirements, and through electronic means, by placing it on the ICCAT web site. Furthermore, the ICCAT 
Executive Secretary will transmit the IUU Vessels List to other regional fisheries organizations for the 
purposes of enhanced co-operation between ICCAT and these organizations in order to prevent, deter and 
eliminate illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing. 

 
11. This recommendation shall apply initially to large-scale fishing vessels. The Commission shall, at its annual 

meeting in 2007, review and, as appropriate, revise this recommendation with a view to its extension to 
other types of IUU fishing activities.  

 
12. Without prejudice to the rights of flag States and coastal States to take proper action consistent with 

international law, the Contracting Parties and Co-operating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing 
Entities shall not take any unilateral trade measures or other sanctions against vessels provisionally included 
in the Draft IUU List, pursuant to paragraph 4, or which have been already removed from the list, pursuant 
to paragraph 6, on the grounds that such vessels are involved in IUU fishing activities.  

 
Deletion from the IUU vessels list 
 
13. A non-Contracting Party whose vessel appears on the IUU List may request the removal of this vessel from 

the list during the inter-sessional period by providing the following information: 
 
 − It has adopted measures so that this vessel conforms with ICCAT conservation measures, 

 − It is and will continue to assume effectively its responsibilities with respect to this vessel in particular as 
regards the monitoring and control of the fishing activities executed by this vessel in the ICCAT 
Convention area, 

 − It has taken effective action in response to the IUU fishing activities in question including prosecution and 
imposition of sanctions of adequate severity; and/or 

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

 
Inter-sessional modification of the IUU Vessels List 
 
14. The non-Contracting Party shall send its request for the removal of a vessel from the IUU Vessels List to the 

ICCAT Executive Secretary accompanied by the supporting information referred to in paragraph 13. 
 
15. On the basis of the information received in accordance with paragraph 13, the ICCAT Executive Secretary 

will transmit the removal request, with all the supporting information to the Contracting Parties within 15 
days following the notification of the removal request. 

 
16. The Contracting Parties will examine the request to remove the vessel and arrive at a conclusion on either 

the removal from, or the maintenance of the vessel on the IUU Vessels List by mail within 30 days 
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following the notification by the Executive Secretary. The result of the examination of the request by mail 
will be checked by the Executive Secretary at the end of the 30-day period following the date of the 
notification by the Executive Secretary referred to in paragraph 16.  

 
17. The Executive Secretary will communicate the result of examination to all Contracting Parties. 
 
18. If the result of the exercise indicates that there is a majority of the Contracting Parties in favor of removal of 

the vessel from the IUU List, the Chairperson of ICCAT, on behalf of ICCAT, will communicate the result 
to all the Contracting Parties and to the non-Contracting Party which requested the removal of its vessel 
from the IUU list. In the absence of a majority, the vessel will be maintained on the IUU List and the 
Executive Secretary will inform the non-Contracting Party accordingly.  

 
19. The ICCAT Executive Secretary will take the necessary measures to remove the vessel concerned from the 

ICCAT IUU Vessels List, as published on the ICCAT web site. Moreover, the ICCAT Executive Secretary 
will forward the decision of removal of the vessel to other regional fishery organizations. 

 
General dispositions  
 
20. The Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, 

Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 02-23] is replaced by 
this Recommendation. 

 
21. This Recommendation shall apply mutatis mutandis to large-scale fishing vessels flying the flag of 

Contracting Parties and Co-operating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities. 
 
 

Annex I 
 

Information to be included in all IUU Lists (Draft, Provisional and Final) 
 
The Draft IUU List, as well as the Provisional IUU List shall contain the following details, where available: 
 
 i)  name of vessel and previous names; 
 
 ii)  flag of vessel and previous flag; 
 

iii) name and address of owner of vessel and previous owners, including beneficial owners, and owner’s 
place of registration; 

 
 iv) operator of vessel and previous operators; 
 
 v)  call sign of vessel and previous call sign; 
 
 vi)  Lloyds/IMO number; 
 
 vii) photographs of the vessel; 
 
 viii) date vessel was first included on the IUU List; 
 
 ix)  summary of activities which justify inclusion of the vessel on the List, together with references to all 

relevant documents informing of and evidencing those activities 
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[06-13]     GEN 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING TRADE MEASURES 
 

 
 NOTING that the objective of ICCAT is to maintain the populations of tuna and tuna-like species in the 
Atlantic at levels which will permit harvesting at maximum sustainable yield;  
 
 CONSIDERING the need for action to ensure the effectiveness of the ICCAT objectives;  
 
 CONSIDERING the obligation of all Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, 
Entities or Fishing Entities (hereinafter referred to as CPCs) to respect the ICCAT conservation and management 
measures;  
 
 AWARE of the necessity for sustained efforts by CPCs to ensure the enforcement of ICCAT’s 
conservation and management measures, and the need to encourage non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing 
Entities (hereinafter referred to as NCPs) to abide by these measures;  
 
 NOTING that trade restrictive measures should be implemented only as a last resort, where other 
measures have proven unsuccessful to prevent, deter and eliminate any act or omission that diminishes the 
effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures;  
 
 ALSO NOTING that trade restrictive measures should be adopted and implemented in accordance with 
international law, including principles, rights and obligations established in World Trade Organization (WTO) 
Agreements, and be implemented in a fair, transparent and non-discriminatory manner.  
 

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

 
1. CPCs that import tuna and tuna-like fish and/or fish products or in whose ports those products are landed, 

shall identify such products, collect and examine the relevant import, landing or associated data on such 
products, in order to submit the relevant information in a timely manner to the ICCAT Secretariat for 
distribution to the other CPCs to collect any additional element in order that the Commission can identify 
each year:  

 
 a) vessels that caught and produced such tuna or tuna-like species products,  
  i) name 
  ii) flag 
  iii) name and address of owners 
  iv) registration number 

 b) farming facilities 
  i) name 
  ii) location 
  iii) name and address of owners 
  iv) registration number 

  c) species (of tuna and tuna-like species) of the products,  

 d) areas of catch (Atlantic Ocean, Mediterranean Sea, or other area),  

 e) product weight by product type,  

 f) points of export,  

 
2. a) The Commission, through the Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee 

(hereinafter Compliance Committee) or the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT 
Statistics and Conservation Measures (hereinafter PWG), shall identify each year:  

 
  i) The CPCs that have failed to discharge their obligations under the ICCAT Convention in respect of 

ICCAT conservation and management measures, in particular, by not taking measures or exercising 
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effective control to ensure compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures by the 
vessels flying their flag, or farming facilities subject to their jurisdiction; and/or  

 
  ii) The NCPs that have failed to discharge their obligations under international law to co-operate with 

ICCAT in the conservation and management of tuna and tuna-like species, in particular, by not 
taking measures or exercising effective control to ensure that their vessels or their farming facilities 
do not engage in any activity that undermines the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and 
management measures.  

 
 b) These identifications should be based on a review of all information provided in accordance with 

paragraph 1 or, as appropriate, any other relevant information, such as: the catch data compiled by the 
Commission; trade information on these species obtained from national statistics; the ICCAT Bluefin 
Tuna Catch Documentation Program, the ICCAT Bigeye Tuna and Swordfish Statistical Document 
Programs; the list of the IUU vessels adopted by ICCAT, as well as any other relevant information.  

 
 c) In deciding whether to make identification, the Compliance Committee or the PWG should consider all 

relevant matters including the history, and the nature, circumstances, extent, and gravity of the act or 
omission that may have diminished the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management 
measures.  

 
3. The Commission should request CPCs and NCPs concerned to rectify the act or omission identified under 

paragraph 2 so as not to diminish the effectiveness of the ICCAT conservation and management measures.  
 
 The Commission should notify identified CPCs and NCPs of the following:  
 
 a) the reason(s) for the identification with all available supporting evidence;  
 
 b) the opportunity to respond to the Commission in writing at least 30 days prior to the annual meeting of 

the Commission with regard to the identification decision and other relevant information, for example, 
evidence refuting the identification or, where appropriate, a plan of action for improvement and the 
steps they have taken to rectify the situation; and  

 
 c) in the case of a NCP, an invitation to participate as an observer at the annual meeting where the issue 

will be considered.  
 
4. CPCs are encouraged jointly and individually to request the CPC/NCPs concerned to rectify the act or 

omission identified under paragraph 2 so as not to diminish the effectiveness of the ICCAT conservation and 
management measures.  

 
5. The Executive Secretary should, by more than one means of communication, within 10 working days 

following the approval of the report of the Compliance Committee or the PWG, transmit the Commission's 
request to the identified CPC or NCP. The Executive Secretary should seek to obtain confirmation from the 
CPC or the NCP that it received the notification.  

 
6. The Compliance Committee or the PWG should evaluate the response of the CPCs or NCPs, together with 

any new information, and propose to the Commission to decide upon one of the following actions:  
 
 a) the revocation of the identification; 
 b) the continuation of the identification status of the CPC or NCP; or 
 c) the adoption of non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures.  
 

Absence of response from the CPCs/NCPs concerned within the time limit shall not prevent action from the 
Commission. 

  
In the case of CPCs, actions such as the reduction of existing quotas or catch limits should be implemented 
to the extent possible before consideration is given to the application of trade restrictive measures. Trade 
measures should be considered only where such actions either have proven unsuccessful or would not be 
effective.  
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7. If the Commission decides upon the action described in paragraph 6 c), it should recommend to the 
Contracting Parties pursuant to Article VIII of the Convention to take non-discriminatory trade restrictive 
measures, consistent with their international obligations. The Commission shall notify the CPCs and NCPs 
concerned of the decision and the underlying reasons in accordance with the procedures specified in 
paragraph 5.  

 
8. CPCs shall notify the Commission of any measures that they have taken for the implementation of the non 

discriminatory trade restrictive measures adopted in accordance with paragraph 7.  
 
9. In order for the Commission to recommend the lifting of trade restrictive measures, the Compliance 

Committee or the PWG shall review each year all trade restrictive measures adopted in accordance with 
paragraph 7. Should this review show that the situation has been rectified, the Compliance Committee or 
PWG shall recommend to the Commission the lifting of the non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures.  

 
Such decisions should also take into consideration whether the CPCs and/or NCPs concerned have taken 
concrete measures capable of achieving lasting improvement of the situation.  

 
10. Where exceptional circumstances so warrant or where available information clearly shows that, despite the 

lifting of trade-restrictive measures, the CPC or NCP concerned continues to diminish the effectiveness of 
ICCAT conservation and management measures, the Commission may immediately decide on action  
including, as appropriate, the imposition of trade-restrictive measures in accordance with paragraph 7.  

 
Before making such a decision, the Commission shall request the CPC or NCP concerned to discontinue its 
wrongful conduct and shall provide the CPC or NCP with a reasonable opportunity to respond.  

 
11. The Commission shall establish annually a list of CPCs and NCPs that have been subject to a trade-

restrictive measure pursuant to paragraph 7 and, with respect to NCPs, are considered as non-Cooperating 
non-Contracting Parties to ICCAT.  

 
12. The Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] is repealed and replaced by the present 

Recommendation. For the purposes of this paragraph, CPCs and NCPs that are under sanction pursuant to 
Resolution 03-15 are deemed to be sanctioned under the present Recommendation, provided that this will 
not result in any greater level of sanction than that already imposed. 
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[06-14]   GEN  
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO PROMOTE 
COMPLIANCE BY NATIONALS OF CONTRACTING PARTIES, 

COOPERATING NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES, ENTITIES, OR 
FISHING ENTITIES WITH ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES 

 
 

 CONVINCED that illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing compromises the objectives of the 
Convention, 

 CONCERNED that some flag States do not comply with their obligations regarding jurisdiction and 
control according to international law in respect of fishing vessels entitled to fly their flag that carry out their 
activities in the Convention area, and that as a result these vessels are not under the effective control of such flag 
States, 

 AWARE that the lack of effective control facilitates fishing by these vessels in the Convention area in a 
manner that undermines the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures, and can lead to 
illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) catches of fish, 

 CONCERNED that vessels that carry out activities in the Convention area which do not comply with the 
ICCAT conservation and management measures are benefiting from the support provided by persons subject to 
the jurisdiction of Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (CPCs), 
including, inter alia, through participation in transhipment, transport and trade of illegally harvested catches or 
engagement on board or in the management of these vessels, 

 NOTING that the FAO International Plan of Action to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal, Unreported 
and Unregulated Fishing calls on States to take measures to discourage nationals subject to their jurisdiction 
from supporting and engaging in any activity that undermines the effectiveness of international conservation and 
management measures, 

 RECALLING that CPCs should cooperate in taking appropriate action to deter any activities which are not 
consistent with the objective of the Convention, 

 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 

OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 

1. Without prejudice to the primacy of the responsibility of the flag State, the Contracting Parties shall take 
appropriate measures, subject to and in accordance with their applicable laws and regulations: 

i) to investigate allegations and/or reports concerning the engagement of any natural or legal persons 
subject to their jurisdiction are engaged in the activities described, inter alia, in Recommendation 06-
12, paragraph 1, Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried 
Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area. 

ii) take appropriate action in response to any verified activities referred to in paragraph 1(i); and 

iii) cooperate for the purpose of implementing the measures and actions referred to in paragraph 1(i).  To 
this end, relevant agencies of CPCs should cooperate to implement ICCAT conservation and 
management measures and CPCs shall seek cooperation by industries within their jurisdiction. 

2. To assist with the implementation of this recommendation, CPCs shall submit reports subject to the national 
laws of confidentiality to the ICCAT Secretariat and the CPCs on the actions and measures taken in 
accordance with paragraph 1, in a timely fashion. 

3. These provisions shall be applicable from 1 July 2008. Contracting Parties may voluntarily decide to 
implement these provisions prior to this date. 
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[06-15]    SDP 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
ON ADDITIONAL MEASURES FOR COMPLIANCE 

OF THE ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES 
 

  STRESSING the need to improve control and management of quotas and catch limits established by 
ICCAT, 
 
 RECOGNIZING that fresh bluefin tuna products require prompt handling to avoid deterioration of their 
quality; 
 
 RECOGNIZING the importance of cooperation between flag Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities (hereinafter referred to as CPCs) and importing CPCs to 
improve compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures; 
 
 NOTING the ongoing work to establish the Catch Documentation Program,  
 

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

 
1. The flag CPCs shall validate the Statistical Documents for all bluefin tuna products only when: 
 
 i) the accumulated export amounts are within their quotas or catch limits of each management year, and 

comply with other relevant provisions of the conservation and management measures.  
 
2. CPCs shall require that Atlantic bluefin tuna, when imported into the territory of a Contracting Party, be 

accompanied by the Statistical Documents validated by the flag CPCs in accordance with paragraph 1 
above.  

 
3. CPCs importing Atlantic bluefin tuna and the flag CPCs shall cooperate to ensure that Statistical Documents 

are not forged or do not contain misinformation. 
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[06-16]  SDP 
 

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT 
ON AN ELECTRONIC STATISTICAL DOCUMENT PILOT PROGRAM 

 
 

 RECALLING that ICCAT’s Working Group to Review Statistical Monitoring Programs concluded that 
improved implementation of the statistical document programs is warranted,  
 
 RECOGNIZING the developments in electronic information exchange and the benefits of rapid 
communication with regard to the processing and management of ICCAT’s statistical document programs, and
  
 NOTING that electronic systems could improve the ICCAT statistical document programs through 
expediting cargo handling, increasing the ability to detect fraud and deter IUU shipments, facilitating more 
efficient exchange of information between exporting and importing parties, and encouraging automated links 
between national catch reporting and customs processing systems, 
 

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

 
1. Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities (CPCs), to the 

extent they are able, should develop pilot projects to investigate the feasibility of electronic systems to 
improve the statistical document programs, consistent with their national laws. Pilot projects shall contain all 
of the information elements of the current paper systems and have the ability to produce paper copies upon 
request of national authorities from the exporting and importing parties. 

 
2.   CPCs implementing a pilot electronic system shall coordinate with importing and exporting partners prior to 

the proposed effective date of the pilot system to ensure that the electronic system meets the current 
requirements of the ICCAT statistical document programs, taking into consideration the respective national 
regulations of the importing and exporting parties and the need for electronic means of authenticating 
transactions and users of the system. The pilot electronic system should be flexible enough to accommodate 
any agreed changes to ICCAT’s programs in the future. 

 
3.  CPCs implementing a pilot electronic statistical document program shall continue to accept valid paper 

documents from exporting parties, and issue paper documents to importing parties, for all such parties 
unable to participate in the pilot program and for all participating parties upon notification of either party. 

 
4.   A description of the pilot electronic system and details of its implementation shall be provided to the 

Secretariat for distribution to all parties.  Parties taking part in the pilot program shall report observations on 
the advantages and problems, if any, to the Commission. 
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ANNEX 6 
 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY ICCAT IN 2006 
 
 
 
[06-08] BFT 

 
RESOLUTION BY ICCAT ON FISHING 

BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE ATLANTIC OCEAN 
 

 
 ACKNOWLEDGING continuing concern about the possible adverse effect of a large shift of fishing effort in 
the Atlantic on future bluefin tuna conservation programs, 
 
 NOTING the SCRS’ concern about issues of mixing identified in previous SCRS documents, 
 
 NOTING there is strong evidence of mixing in the entire Atlantic, including Central area, 
 
 

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

 
1. Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (CPCs) should not 

increase their catch by large-scale tuna longline vessels from the 1999/2000 level in the area north of 10ºN, 
and between 30ºW and 45ºW. 
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[06-17]   TOR 
 

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT TO ESTABLISH A 
WORKING GROUP ON SPORT AND RECREATIONAL FISHERIES 

 
 
 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the need to regulate sport and recreational fishing activities to ensure that these 
activities do not undermine sustainable exploitation of the stocks managed by ICCAT, 

 
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 

OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1. A Working Group on Sport and Recreational Fishing Activities is established and will meet in late 2007 or 
early 2008 at a place to be determined by the Commission. 

 
2. The Working Group will: 
 
 a) Examine the biological and economic impact of recreational and sport fishing activities on ICCAT-

managed stocks and notably assess the level of harvest. 
 
 b) Based on available information, identify approaches for managing the recreational and sport fishing 

activities in ICCAT fisheries. 
 
 c) Report the results of deliberations to the Commission at its 2008 Meeting and, as appropriate, propose 

recommendations for next steps to manage the recreational and sport fishing activities in the Convention 
area. CPCs shall report prior to the Working Group meeting the techniques used to manage their sport 
and recreational fisheries and methods used to collect such data. 

 
3. The SCRS should provide the Working Group with relevant information notably concerning the harvest 

levels in the recreational and sport fisheries for the most recent year(s) available in advance of the Working 
Group to assist deliberations. 
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[06-18] TOR
   

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT TO STRENGTHEN ICCAT 
 
 

 RECALLING that, further to the 2005 Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen ICCAT [Res. 05-10], the 
Commission should review ICCAT’s conservation and management program and develop a work plan to address 
the strengthening of the organization; 
 
 ACKNOWLEDGING the work of the Secretariat in compiling the information requested in paragraph 2 of 
Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen ICCAT [Res. 05-10]  
 

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. The report of the Capacity Working Group established by Resolution by ICCAT to Establish a Capacity 

Working Group [Res. 06-19] should constitute part of the exercise to strengthen ICCAT.   
 
2. In 2007, the Integrated Monitoring Measures Working Group established by Resolution by ICCAT for 

Integrated Monitoring Measures [Res. 00-20] should meet intersessionally to develop mechanisms to 
strengthen the existing ICCAT monitoring, control and surveillance (MCS) regime and to recommend 
changes. Port State measures should be considered as part of the review.  

 
3. A Working Group on the Future of ICCAT is established to review the Convention and, notably, to evaluate 

its compatibility with developments in international law since the signature of the Convention in 1966. The 
terms of reference of the Working Group on the Future of ICCAT are attached in Annex 2. It should meet 
intersessionally in 2008 and report to the 2008 annual meeting on the outcome of its deliberations including, 
a future workplan. At the 2008 annual meeting, ICCAT should consider the work of the Working Group on 
the Future of ICCAT and decide on a workplan for the Working Group. An indicative timetable of Working 
Group activities contemplated by this Resolution is attached as Annex 1. 
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Annex 1 
 

Indicative Timetable of Working Group Activities 
 
Working Group 2006 2007 2008 2009 
     
Capacity WG Established Meet intersessionally 

Report to annual 
meeting. 

To be determined To be 
determined 

Integrated Monitoring 
Measures WG 

Issued instructions 
for 
2007 

Meet intersessionally 
Report to annual 
meeting. 

To be determined To be 
 determined 

WG on the Future of 
ICCAT 

Established  Meet 
intersessionally 
Report to annual 
meeting. Decide 
further workplan. 

 

 
 
 

Annex 2 
 

Terms of Reference 
 
The Terms of Reference of the Working Group on the Future of ICCAT are as follows: 
 
1. Review the document prepared by the Secretariat in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT to Strengthen 

ICCAT [Res. 05-10], the outcome of the 2007 Joint Meeting of Tuna RFMOs in Kobe Japan, as well as 
other developments in international law, including Conventions, recommendations and resolutions of other 
regional fisheries management organizations. 

 
2. Further to the review in paragraph 1, evaluate the ICCAT Convention and other ICCAT instruments, 

including Recommendations and Resolutions and make recommendations in order to strengthen ICCAT. 
The Working Group may recommend changes to the ICCAT Convention, the Rules of Procedure or other 
regulations, if appropriate. In particular, the review should consider and make recommendations pertaining 
to: 

 
 i) the decision making process; 

ii) the current structure of ICCAT (constituent bodies); 

iii) issues arising from the 2006 workshops convened by the Chair of ICCAT; and 

iv) any other matter relating to the provisions of the Convention. 
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[06-19]    TOR 
 

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT TO ESTABLISH A CAPACITY WORKING GROUP 
 
 
 RECALLING that the Commission’s management objective is to maintain populations of tuna and tuna-
like species at levels that will support maximum sustainable yield and that, to this end, several conservation and 
management measures adopted by the Commission currently contain capacity limits; 
 
 FURTHER RECALLING that the immediate objective of the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) 
International Plan of Action for the Management of Fishing Capacity (IPOA-Capacity) is for States and regional 
fisheries organizations to achieve world-wide an efficient, equitable and transparent management of fishing 
capacity with particular priority on highly migratory fisheries; 
  
 NOTING the recommendations of the 2006 FAO Workshop on the Management of Tuna Fishing 
Capacity; 
 
 RECOGNIZING that some stocks under ICCAT jurisdiction are fully or overfished; 
 
 RECALLING the recent recommendations of the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement (UNFSA) 
Review Conference (May 2006) and other international fisheries meetings regarding fishing capacity; 
 
 AGREEING that overcapacity can threaten the achievement of ICCAT’s conservation and management 
objectives; 
 
 GIVEN the need to assess and address overcapacity in fleets participating in many ICCAT fisheries and 
seeking eventually to develop effective ways to address this problem in a comprehensive manner; 
 
 RECOGNIZING that Article 5 of FAO’s Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries and Article 10 of the 
IPOA-Capacity note the need to enhance the ability of developing countries to develop their own fisheries as 
well as to participate in high seas fisheries, including access to such fisheries; 
 

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. A Capacity Working Group is established and will meet as early as possible in 2007 at a place to be 

determined by the Commission. The Working Group has the following terms of reference: 
 
 a) to determine by fishery the availability of the data required to assess fishing capacity and appropriate 

methodologies to measure fishing capacity based on available data; 
 
 b) to review and assess the level of fishing capacity for ICCAT managed species by country/ 

fleet/gear/fishery in light of the status of the resources, as indicated in SCRS assessments with a priority 
focus on bluefin tuna, including caging activities;  

 
 c) to review the CPUE data and other relevant information in order to evaluate the relationship between 

capacity levels and available fishing possibilities. 
 
 d) In light of the outcomes of points 1(a)-(c) above, the Working Group may, if necessary, develop 

guidelines for managing fishing capacity in ICCAT fisheries for consideration by the Commission, inter 
alia, taking into account the needs of developing countries while ensuring the sustainable and equitable 
use of tuna and tuna-like resources; 

 
2. Prior to the first meeting of the Working Group, CPCs shall submit to the Secretariat available information 

to be used in an assessment of fishing capacity including, but not limited to, the following: 
 
 a) Inputs in terms of numbers of vessels, vessel characteristics, fishing operational characteristics, and any 

other relevant information; 
  
 b) Information on the types of measures and approaches used by the CPCs to manage fishing capacity; 
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3. At the 2007 annual meeting, the Working Group will report the progress of deliberations and, as appropriate, 
present proposals for next steps to the Commission. 

 
4. The SCRS should provide the Working Group with relevant information on short- and long-term stock 

conditions and harvest levels in ICCAT fisheries for the most recent year(s) available, and data on effort and 
CPUE by flag, gear, season and area, in advance of the 2007 Working Group meeting to assist deliberations.  

 
5. The Working Group should be supported by the ICCAT Secretariat staff. Broad representation from 

ICCAT’s CPCs is encouraged, including by relevant experts in the field. 
 
6. The Working Group could also draw upon the technical work (and expertise) of relevant intergovernmental 

organizations as well as the work of other regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOs). The 
results of the joint tuna RFMO meeting in January 2007 should also be taken into account.  
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ANNEX 7 
 

OTHER DECISIONS ADOPTED BY ICCAT IN 2006 
 

 
7.1 AMENDMENT TO ICCAT’S RULES OF PROCEDURE ON MAIL VOTING (RULE 9) 
  
The Rules of Procedure shall be amended as follows: 
 
Rule 9 – Voting 
 
1. Each member shall be entitled to one vote. 
 
2.  Decisions of the Commission shall be taken by a majority of the members of the Commission, except as are 

provided for in Article VIII, paragraph 1(b)(i) of the Convention. 
 
3. Two-thirds of the members of the Commission shall constitute a quorum for voting. 
 
4.  The Chairman or a Vice-Chairman acting as Chairman shall not vote, but may appoint another Delegate, 

expert or adviser from his delegation to vote in his place. 
 
5.  Votes shall be taken by show of hands, roll call or secret ballot. 
 
6.  A vote by roll call shall be taken upon request of a member of the Commission. Voting by roll call shall be 

conducted by calling in English alphabetical order the names of all members of the Commission entitled to 
vote. The name of the first member to be called shall be designated by lot drawn by the Chairman. 

 
7.  Any matter shall be decided by secret ballot if the Commission so determines. 
 
8.  In cases of special necessity, where a decision cannot be deferred until the next meeting of the Commission, 

a matter may be decided during the period between meetings of the Commission by intersessional vote, 
either electronically via the Internet (e.g. e-mail, secure web site) or other means of written communication. 

 
9.  The Chairman, on his or her initiative or at the request of a member of the Commission that has made a 

proposal, may move adoption without delay of such proposal by intersessional vote. In doing so, the 
Chairman, in consultation with the Chair of the relevant Panel or other subsidiary body, as appropriate, first 
shall determine the necessity of considering the proposal intersessionally and shall identify the appropriate 
majority required for decision-making, pursuant to paragraph 2 above. 

 
10. Where the Chairman determines that it is not necessary to consider a motion proposed by a member 

intersessionally, or that a two-third majority of members of the Commission is necessary for approval of the 
subject proposal pursuant to paragraph 2 above, the Chairman shall promptly inform that member of such 
determination and the reasons therefore, at which time the proposer may request an intersessional vote on 
the Chairman’s determination, to be subject to the majority decision rule contained in paragraph 2. 

 
11. Where an intersessional vote is initiated under paragraph 9 or 10, the Executive Secretary shall promptly 

transmit via the official correspondents provided for in Rule 1, paragraph 4: 
 

a) the proposal, including any explanatory note,  
b)  both rulings made by the Chairman under paragraph 9, or 
c) a request for an intersessional vote made under paragraph 10.  

 
12. Members shall promptly acknowledge receipt of the proposal or request transmitted under paragraph 11. If 

no acknowledgment is received within 10 days of the date of transmittal, the Executive Secretary shall 
retransmit the proposal or request and shall use all additional means available to ensure that the transmittal 
has been received. Confirmation by the Executive Secretary that the transmittal has been received shall be 
deemed conclusive regarding the inclusion of the member in the quorum for the purpose of the relevant 
intersessional vote. 

13.  Within 10 days of the initial transmittal of a proposal pursuant to paragraph 11 (a), in accordance with Rule 
7(d), any member may request an intersessional vote on the chairman’s determination of the necessity of 
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considering the proposal intersessionally made under paragraph 9, to be subject to the majority decision rule 
contained in paragraph 2. 

 
14. Members shall respond within 40 days of the date of the initial transmittal of a proposal or request, indicating 

whether they cast an affirmative vote, cast a negative vote, abstain from voting, or require additional time to 
consider the matter. If a member of the Commission requests additional time for consideration, a further 30 
days shall be allowed from the expiration of the initial 40 day period. No additional extensions of time 
beyond one 30 day extension will be permitted. In the event of such an extension, the Executive Secretary 
shall inform all members of the final date by which responses must be received.  

 
15.  If no reply from a member is received within 40 days of transmittal, or by the extended deadline specified by 

the Executive Secretary in the event of a 30 day extension to consider the proposal, that member shall be 
recorded as having abstained and shall be considered part of the quorum for voting purposes, as long as the 
Secretariat has confirmed receipt of the transmittal by that member pursuant to paragraph 12. 

 
16. The result of a decision taken by intersessional vote shall be ascertained by the Executive Secretary at the 

end of the voting period and promptly notified to all members. If any explanations of votes are received, 
these shall also be transmitted to all members. 

 
17. Proposals adopted intersessionally shall become effective for all Contracting Parties pursuant to Article VIII, 

paragraph 2, of the Convention. However, where the issues under consideration are particularly urgent or 
time-sensitive, the proposal may specify that Contracting Parties should provisionally implement the results 
of the proposal as soon as possible and to the fullest extent possible consistent with their domestic law and 
regulatory procedures.   

 
18. Proposals transmitted by the Executive Secretary for an intersessional vote shall not be subject to amendment 

during the voting period. 
 
19. A proposal that has been rejected by intersessional vote for any reason shall not be reconsidered by way of an 

intersessional vote until after the following meeting of the Commission, but may be reconsidered at that 
meeting. 

 
20. The voting rights of any member of the Commission may be suspended by the Commission if the arrears of 

contributions of that member equal or exceed the amount due for the two preceding years. 
 
 
7.2 REVIEW OF PAYMENT PLANS OF ARREARS 

 
At the 2005 Commission meeting, the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) 
emphasized the importance that all Contracting Parties comply with their budgetary obligations for the correct 
functioning of the Commission. This Committee has expressed its concern regarding the current situation of 
ICCAT which has a debt that is close to a regular budget. 
 
At the 2001 Commission meeting, in view of the concerns regarding the financial situation of the Commission 
due to the delayed payment of contributions of some Contracting Parties, the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning 
Financial Contributions to ICCAT by Contracting Parties [Res. 01-24] was adopted, for which the Commission 
Chairman transmitted this concern to the Parties involved. 
 
Due to the non-payment from those Contracting Parties with pending debts, at the 2002 Commission meeting it 
was suggested to apply Article X.8 of the ICCAT Convention, i.e., suspending the voting rights of any 
Contracting Party when its arrears of contributions equal or exceed the amount due from it for the preceding two 
years. To this end, the Commission was requested to write an official letter to those Contracting Parties that had 
not paid their contributions, with the aim of expediting payment procedures of respective Governments. 
 
The non-compliance of budgetary obligations was discussed at the 2004 Commission meeting in order to remedy 
this situation; the Commission requested all Contracting Parties involved to present a payment plan to solve the 
problem of arrears once and for all. The payment plans would be reviewed at the next Commission meeting to 
evaluate the possible application of Article X.8. 
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In 2005, several letters were sent to Cape Verde, Gabon, Ghana, Honduras, Panama, Sao Tome and Principe, 
Republic of Guinea, Senegal, and Uruguay, requesting them a payment plan to the Secretariat. Only Uruguay 
regularized part of its debt, leaving its arrears at only one year. 
 
During the 2005 Commission meeting, the following payment plans were presented: 
 
Ghana’s action plan consisted of canceling approximately 400,000 US dollars annually, staring in 2005 and 
being to date with payments in 2007. In 2005 Ghana sent a total of €366,277.05. One payment of €39,000.00 and 
another payment of €80,000.00 were received in 2006.   
 
The Republic of Guinea’s action plan consisted of settling its debt by paying €21,000.00 in 2005, another 
€21,000.00 in 2006 and €42,000 in 2007. From the presentation of the plan up to now, no payment has been 
received from the Republic of Guinea. 
 
Panama’s action plan consisted of paying its 2003 contribution (€24,090.13) and after the Commission meeting 
to arrange a meeting at the Secretariat to establish a plan to cancel the remaining pending contributions. In 
November 2005, Panama paid €24,090.13. On January 1, 2006, Panama became one of the Contracting Parties 
whose arrears are equal to the previous years (contributions for 2004 to 2006). 
 
Senegal’s action plan consisted of settling the pending payments from 1983 to 1988 and for 2004, i.e. submitting 
payment of €54,483.97, leaving only a pending contribution from 2005, which amounts to €19,665.57. At the 
close of fiscal year 2005, Senegal paid €54,483.97. In July 2006, the Secretariat received a notification that 
Senegal intended to send a contribution of €39,989.73 to cancel its full debt with the Commission. 
 
Sao Tome and Principe explained that its delegation had initiated the transfer of funds to ICCAT, and that during 
2006 they would continue with this process and would send a payment plan. To date, the Secretariat has not 
received any payment or any notification. 
 
Regarding the other delegations, the Commission decided to transmit a final letter in 2006 specifying that if a 
positive response was not received regarding the payment of arrears, the voting rights would automatically be 
suspended at the 2006 Commission meeting. 
 
In 2006, the Chairman and the Executive Secretary sent several letters to Cape Verde, Gabon and Honduras 
reminding them of this situation. 
 
On the other hand, several letters were also sent to Nicaragua, Panama, Uruguay and Vanuatu, informing them 
that, as of January 1, 2006, they were included in the category of Parties with debts that exceeded two years and 
that if this situation was not settled, it would be reviewed at the following ICCAT meeting. Uruguay has settled 
part of its debt, but it still has payments due for part of 2005 and 2006. 
 
Finally, those Parties that had presented an action plan were reminded to comply with it. 
 
Summary 
 
To date Contracting Parties with arrears that equal or exceed two years are as follows: 
 
− Payment plans accepted (Copies of the letters received with reference to the payment plan of the countries 

pending contributions are available at the Secretariat). 
- Fulfilled commitment of established payment plan:  Ghana  

 - Did not fulfill commitment of established payment plan: Republic of Guinea 
 
− No payment plan presented: Cape Verde, Honduras, Gabon, Sao Tome & Principe  
 
− Included in 2006: Nicaragua, Panama, Vanuatu. 
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7.3 GUIDELINES FOR THE DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION SUBMITTED BY CPCs 
 
The increase in the number and complexity of the ICCAT Recommendations and Resolutions and other 
decisions taken by the Commission in recent years has increased the obligations of Contracting Parties and 
Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (CPCs) to submit information to the 
Commission, either through their Annual Reports or through the Secretariat.  
 
In some cases, the pertinent management measures are clear as to the method and timing of dissemination of the 
information received, but in other cases, this is less clear. The Secretariat wants to ensure that it is supporting the 
ICCAT membership as completely as possible. As a general rule the Secretariat circulates information on request 
from a Contracting Party, even in cases where circulation of such information is not specified by a management 
measure. To ensure the Secretariat is acting in accordance with the wishes of the Commission, the following 
approaches are adopted regarding the circulation of information:  
 
Approaches to dissemination of information: 
 
A. Requests for circulation of information not specified in ICCAT regulations: 
 
At the request of a CPC, the Secretariat will circulate information to all other CPCs. In rare cases there may be a 
question regarding the appropriateness of the requested circulation, such as with regard to its relevance to 
ICCAT’s work. In such instances, the Secretariat will consult with the Chairman and may seek clarification from 
the requesting CPC.  
 
Information circulated at the request of a CPC is usually translated into the three languages of the Commission. 
In order to avoid delays in circulation of submissions containing lengthy attachments and supporting documents, 
CPCs are requested to send a summary of the salient points for translation. Supporting documents will be 
distributed in the original language, unless the Commission Chair or the Chair of the auxiliary body of the 
Commission at which the issue may be discussed considers their translation necessary for the discussions.  

 
B. Information to be circulated on receipt or in advance of the annual meeting in accordance with 

Commission decisions: 
 
Compliance Tables [Rec. 98-14 and 2003 Commission Report] 
NGO applications for Observer Status [Ref. 98-19] 
Results of port inspections of non-CPC vessels [Res. 99-11] 
Bi-annual reports of data collected under the Statistical Document Programs [Res. 94-05; Rec. 01-21 and Rec. 
01-22] 
Sample Statistical Documents [Res. 94-05; Rec. 01-21 and Rec. 01-22] 
Information relating to chartering arrangements [Rec. 02-21] 
Draft IUU list [Rec. 02-23] 
 
C. Information to be collected and made available at the annual meeting: 
 
List of albacore vessels [Rec. 98-08] 
Vessel sightings of Contracting Parties [Rec. 98-11] 
Internal reports on the actions taken to ensure that tuna vessels on the ICCAT record of vessels over 24 meters 
are fishing in accordance with ICCAT management and conservation measures [Rec. 02-22] 
Trade data [Res. 03-15] 
Reports on the time/area closure in the Gulf of Guinea [Rec. 04-01] 
Annual Reports [Ref. 04-17] 
 
D. Information to be published on the ICCAT web site (not circulated): 
 
Institutions and Individuals authorized to validate ICCAT Statistical Documents [Res. 94-05; Rec. 01-21 and 
Rec. 01-22] 
List of Vessels over 24 meters [Rec. 02-22] 
Register of Farming Facilities [Rec. 04-06] 
List of carrier vessels authorized to receive at-sea transshipments from LSTLVs [Rec. 05-06] 
List of vessels authorized to fish for, provide or transport bluefin tuna for farming purposes [Rec. 05-04] 
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E. Information received from non-Contracting Parties: 
 
As Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities undertake to assume the same obligations as 
Contracting Parties, information received from them will be circulated in accordance with the approach used for 
Contracting Parties. 
 
Information from non-Contracting Parties which have not attained cooperating status will only be circulated 
where: 
 

1. The information received supports an application for Cooperating Party status. 
2. The Commission has written to a non-Contracting Party to request information or such party has been 

identified / sanctioned by the Commission, and the information received is pertinent to the concerns of 
the Commission. 

3. The information is received in response to a reported allegation of activities believed to undermine 
ICCAT management and conservation measures.  

 
If requests are received that fall outside of these general guidelines, the Secretariat will consult the Chairman for 
guidance. 
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ANNEX 8 
 

REPORT OF THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE ON FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (STACFAD) 

 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The 2006 Meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) was opened on 
Saturday, November 18, 2006, by the Chairman, Mr. J. Jones (Canada). 
 
 
2. Adoption of the Agenda 
 
The Agenda, which had been circulated prior to the meeting, was adopted (Appendix 1 to ANNEX 8). 
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
The ICCAT Secretariat was designated rapporteur. 
 
 
4. Reports from the Secretariat 
 
4.1 2006 Administrative Report 
 
The Chairman presented the 2006 Administrative Report, and outlined its contents, i.e. the Secretariat and 
Commission administrative matters that occurred in 2006: Contracting Parties to the Convention, approval, 
ratification or acceptance of the Madrid Protocol to amend the ICCAT Convention, adoption and entry into force 
of the Recommendations and Resolutions in 2006, intersessional meetings, ICCAT working groups and 
Regional Workshops convened by the Chairman, meetings at which ICCAT was represented (see Appendix 1 to 
the Administrative Report), tagging lottery, Chairman’s letters to various Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities 
(concerning compliance with conservation and management measures, fulfillment of financial obligations, and 
the submission of payment plans for contributions in arrears), list of Secretariat publications and documents, 
organization and management of Secretariat staff (organization and pension plan for Secretariat staff), and other 
matters such as the new Secretariat headquarters and the management of other programs. 
 
After reviewing the content of the Report, the Chairman referred to item 10.2, Secretariat pension plan, as 
regards possibly joining the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund. He explained that this year the Secretariat 
had presented its candidature to join the Fund and that the request had been rejected since Article 3 of the Fund’s 
statutes were not met. He pointed out that, of the three points on which the rejection was based, perhaps two of 
them could be resolved on an internal level. However, the third criterion, referring to the official recognition of 
ICCAT privileges and immunities by all the Contracting Parties, was a matter that required an in-depth study to 
look into the process to be followed. For this, he asked the Executive Secretary to continue his meetings with the 
Pension Fund for purposes of exploring the possibility of obtaining immunity in all the ICCAT Contracting 
Parties. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community asked if the immunities and privileges that were required were only at 
the level of the pensions or if these also extended to other aspects. He also inquired if other regional fishery 
organizations, with the exception of the United Nations, enjoyed these immunities and, on the other hand, if this 
would imply changes in the ICCAT Convention. Finally, he expressed that his delegation agreed that more 
contacts be made with the United Nations to clarify these points. 
 
The Chairman responded that the proposal of continuing meetings was precisely to check if there were other 
means before considering the need to change the Convention, which would be more complex. 
 
The Executive Secretary added that ICCAT was a pioneer in this matter, and that as a result of this initiative 
other regional fishery organizations had also initiated a request to join the Fund. He indicated that IOTC, GFCM 
and CECAF were the only member agencies of the United Nations (FAO) and that for adherence it was 
necessary either to become a U.N. agency or all the ICCAT members had to ratify the change to the Convention 
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to establish a relationship between the Commission and the United Nations that would permit the inclusion of 
the Secretariat staff in the Pension Fund. 
 
The Delegate of Libya expressed that ICCAT was created as an independent organization and suggested as an 
alternative to joining the United Nations Pension Fund to do so under the aegis of FAO, and pointed out that in 
this way the matter could be resolved quickly. 
 
The Chairman again stressed verifying all possible routes prior to proceeding with issues of a larger scope. 
 
The Administrative Report was adopted. 
 
4.2 Functioning of the Secretariat  
 
The Chairman explained that as a result of last year’s discussion, the Secretariat had prepared document STF-
024, Functioning of the Secretariat, which provides detailed information on the internal structure and 
organization of the Secretariat, as well as how it carries out its tasks. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community expressed his appreciation to the Secretariat for the work done and 
indicated that this document was an important step in the review process of the work. He pointed out that the 
document consistently reiterates that the Commission should provide the necessary means to the Secretariat, for 
which it was absolutely necessary to comply with the financial obligations and respect the deadlines for 
payment. 
 
The Delegate of Senegal noted the clarity and quality of the report, indicating that this document was very 
useful, for which he thanked the Secretariat for the work done in its preparation. 
 
The document on the “Functioning of the ICCAT Secretariat” was adopted and is attached as Appendix 2 to 
ANNEX 8.  
 
4.3 2006 Financial Report 
 
The Chairman presented the 2006 Financial Report that had been distributed prior to the meeting. 
 
Mr. Jones informed the Committee that a copy of the Auditor’s Report has been transmitted to all the 
Contracting Parties in May, 2006, and highlighted other important points of the Report, such as the funds for 
data improvement activities financed by the United States and Japan, as well as the external financing received 
from Greece, Spain and France for some intersessional meetings. He also appreciated the voluntary contribution 
received from Chinese Taipei amounting to €63,000. 
 
Further, he pointed out the improvement in ICCAT’s financial situation with respect to other years and indicated 
that even so, a considerable percentage of the budgetary contributions have yet to be received. 
  
The Delegate from the European Community appreciated the Secretariat’s sound financial management and 
pointed out that the debt owed to ICCAT was close to the amount of a Commission budget, which was 
unacceptable. He stressed that the entry into force of the Madrid Protocol was precisely to assist the developing 
Parties and reduce their contributions, and that even so, the cancellation of their debts has not come about. 
 
The Chairman pointed out the effort made by the Executive Secretary to collect the pending contributions. 
 
The Delegate of the United States stressed the importance of having full financing of the budget to meet the 
needs requested by the Commission. He also encouraged the Parties that needed assistance to utilize the special 
data funds, and those Parties that could do so to make more contributions.  
 
The Delegate of Ghana informed the Committee that his country had proceeded to cancel part of its pending 
debt. 
 
The Secretariat explained that the document presented contained information as of October 31, 2006 and that an 
Addendum to the Report would be distributed at a later session of STACFAD with updated information. 
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The Executive Secretary indicated that he had received notice from the Republic of Guinea and from Morocco 
that payment of their respective contributions had been authorized. 
 
The Delegate of Belize emphasized the need to collect the pending contributions and pointed out that, according 
to the Report, 22 Contracting Parties had paid their total debt, which represented slightly more than 50%, and 
added it was important to monitor the debts of Parties with smaller contributions. 
 
The Delegate of France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) reiterated the European Community position with 
regard to complying with financial obligations and added that this non-compliance should be taken into account 
in taking decisions and distributing quotas. 
 
The Delegate of Vanuatu indicated that they had proceeded to pay their pending debts to the Commission and 
that the Secretariat would receive payments shortly. 
 
The Delegate of Senegal noted that a transfer had been made which will cancel Senegal’s total pending debt. 
 
The Executive Secretary responded to the Delegate of Senegal that the Secretariat had received a notification of 
this payment, but that as of today no bank information had been received as to the deposit of this cash to the 
Commission’s account. 
 
The Delegate of Canada supported France (St. Pierre & Miquelon)’s position and indicated that to strengthen the 
Commission it was essential to recall the sanctions for non-payment of contributions. 
 
The Delegate of St. Tome and Principe expressed that his Government has studied the problem of the 
contributions pending payment to ICCAT. He explained his country’s difficulties and for this reasons their 
submission of a payment plan would be delayed, since it depended on the World Bank. He pointed out that when 
his country had a solution the Secretariat would be informed.  
 
The Delegate of Libya stated they had complied with their financial obligations and that they were willing to 
continue collaborating with the objectives set forth by this Commission. He also expressed that the Commission, 
in taking decisions, should take into account those Contracting Parties that were up to date in the payment of 
their contributions.  
 
The observer of Chinese Taipei pointed out their commitment to make another voluntary contribution this year 
amounting to US$50,000. 
 
The Financial Report was adopted. 
 
At the Committee’s second session the Chairman presented an update of the Financial Report which included 
changes that occurred between October 31 and November 21, 2006-Addendum 1). He also pointed out that after 
updating the aforementioned Report a contribution had been received from Senegal, which cancelled its debt, 
and a payment of €30,000 had been received from Ghana. 
 
 
5. Proposed Amendment to ICCAT’s Rule of Procedure on Mail Voting (Rule 9) 
 
The Chairman asked the Delegate of the United States to present the document on the “Proposed Amendment to 
ICCAT’s Rules of Procedure on Mail Voting (Rule 9)”, since this proposal had been submitted by the U.S. 
delegation. 
 
The Delegate summarized that this document dealt with amendment of Rule 9 of the ICCAT Rules of Procedure 
on mail voting, to clarify this procedure at the intersessional meetings. She explained that to prepare this 
document they had reviewed the Rules of Procedure of other regional fishery organizations, and had also taken 
into account suggestions made by other Contracting Parties during the intersessional meetings. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community suggested some editorial changes that would lend more clarity but 
which would not alter the text. 
 
The Delegate of Belize stated that this amendment was very constructive and would improve functioning in the 
intersessional period. 
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The amendment of Rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, proposed by the United States, was adopted with the 
changes made by the European Community and is attached as ANNEX 7.1  
 
 
6. Review of plans for the payment of arrears 
 
The Chairman summarized the document on the “Review of Payment Plans of Arrears” which explained the 
decision adopted in 2005 by the Commission to automatically suspend voting rights at the 2006 meeting of those 
Contracting Parties with accumulated past debts equal to or exceeding the amount due for the two preceding 
years and which had not sent submitted a payment plan of arrears. 
 
The Delegate of St. Tome and Principe reiterated his country’s internal problem to make payments, which is why 
they had not presented any payment plan. He asked for understanding of his country’s current economic 
situation. 
 
The Delegate of Libya expressed that the majority of the countries that were in this situation were poor countries. 
Consequently, he proposed that since 2006 marked ICCAT’s 40th anniversary these past debts be cancelled, as 
with this decision the Commission would not lack financing for its activities. 
 
The Delegate of the Republic of Guinea explained that they had presented a plan for the payment of arrears and 
had done everything possible to comply with it. He noted that the Commission should not forget that the spirit of 
ICCAT is the management and conservation of the resources and he did not believe it was necessary to be 
sanctioned for non-payment. 
 
The Chairman explained that the spirit of the Commission was not being forgotten, but for the Commission’s 
smooth functioning a Secretariat had been created and it needs resources in order to carry out its work. 
 
The Delegate of Ghana supported the proposal made by Libya. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community indicated that Ghana had completed its payment plan in 2005, but that 
it had to continue with its commitment for 2006. With regard to Libya’s proposal, he noted that the best give that 
could be made to the Commission for its 40th anniversary was that all the Contracting Parties cancel their debts. 
 
The Delegate of China stated that Libya’s proposal was an interesting one, but that if it were accepted it could 
call into question the sanctions and infractions imposed as a result of over-fishing. 
 
The Delegate of Ghana pointed out that they were the first to submit a payment plan and also the first to comply 
with it. He explained they were making a great effort and that this should be recognized. Therefore, Ghana 
seconded Libya’s proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Senegal supported Libya’s proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Libya explained that the problem of the arrears could mean the withdrawal of Contracting 
Parties, while what was intended was to strengthen the Commission in order to achieve its objectives with the 
greatest number of members as possible. 
 
The Delegate of Belize stated he also believed that the Commission should be inclusive, but that if this proposal 
were adopted there could be other poor countries that comply with their obligations that could become 
discouraged. Therefore, Belize did not support the proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Mexico asked about the repercussion that the approval of this proposal would have for the 
Commission. 
 
The Chairman responded that if the Contracting Parties did not have any financial commitment, then the 
Commission could not exist as an organization. He explained that efficient management depended on the 
resources and if these were not available then the tasks recommended by the Commission could not be carried 
out. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community asked that in order to evaluate Libya’s proposal, they would need to 
submit it in writing.  
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At the second session the Chairman reviewed the Parties that still had not presented payment plans and referred 
the decision on the withdrawal of voting rights to the Commission. He also presented the proposal made by the 
Delegation of Libya. 
 
The Delegate of Canada stated she understood the sense of the proposal, but that its acceptance was unfair to 
those Parties that had presented their payment plans. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community expressed that the Parties should follow the organization’s rules and 
respect the Commission’s Convention and that the full debt should be paid. Therefore, he did not accept the 
proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Mexico reiterated his question about the repercussion that the approval of Libya’s proposal 
would have. 
 
The Chairman explained that it was difficult to quantify the effect and that since all the contributions to the 
budget had not been received this could have serious financial difficulties. 
 
The Executive Secretary expressed that the Commission’s budget was limited and that furthermore considerable 
effort had been made to collect the maximum number of contributions. However, even so, there were some 
activities that could not be carried out due to the lack of payments. 
 
The Delegate of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) agreed with that expressed by the European Community and 
Canada. He said that the repercussion of the proposal could have an irreparable impact and that they were not 
willing to jeopardize the smooth functioning of ICCAT. 
 
The Delegate of Ghana explained that when the budget is prepared the catch and canning data are requested and 
that there were many Parties that did not submit these data or when they did so, these data were accepted without 
verifying them. He commented that his delegation always presented its data and asked that 50% of the debts be 
cancelled. 
 
The Chairman responded that this was interesting but that it was outside the proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Equatorial Guinea declared that procedures had been made to cancel Equatorial Guinea’s total 
debt. 
 
The Delegate of Japan expressed that in Article X of the Convention it stated that each Contracting Party should 
contribute to the budget. He further stated that the Convention must be followed and that Japan did not second 
the proposal. 
 
The Delegate of Vanuatu pointed out that his country had proceeded to the cancellation of its total debt to the 
Commission. 
 
The Delegate of Senegal indicated his understanding of the social dimension contained in this proposal and 
pointed out that there were other problems such as over-fishing, that were not sanctioned and therefore, an 
attempt should made to find a solution in this regard. He added that it would be important to have a humane 
gesture in favor of the developing countries. 
 
The Delegate of Côte d’Ivoire stated he supported the proposal for those developing Parties that wanted to make 
payments but did not have the possibility to do so.  
 
The Chairman recalled that 14 years ago the Madrid Protocol was proposed to reduce the impact of the budget 
for the developing countries. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community emphasized that budgetary obligations must be fulfilled. 
 
Since there was no consensus, the Committee decided to refer the proposal to the Plenary Sessions (see ANNEX 
7.2). 
 
At the third session, the Delegate of Libya asked to reopen discussion on their proposal concerning the waiving 
of the payment of arrears. 
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The Chairman explained that the proposed had been discussed in depth and that no consensus had been reached. 
Therefore, it had to be deferred to the Plenary Sessions. 
 
 
7. Budget and Contracting Party contributions for 2007 
 
The Chairman presented the proposed budget and Contracting Party contributions for fiscal year 2007. He 
explained that the proposed budget represented a 6.94% increase over 2006, due to the hiring of a Compliance 
Officer, to the increase in the chapter on Operating Expenses, and the allocation to the Enhanced Research 
Program for Billfish.  
 
The Delegate of the European Community stated that his delegation had no objections to the budget, but he 
asked that its adoption be postponed until Panel 2 had advanced in its work so that possible financial 
implications could be included. On the other hand, he asked what Chinese Taipei’s contribution would be if it 
were an ICCAT Contracting Party. 
 
The Delegate of the People’s Republic of China also indicated acceptance of the budget and expressed that 
Chinese Taipei should contribute financially to the Commission taking into account its status. 
 
The Delegate of the United States thanked the Secretariat for the detailed Explanatory Note on the budget and 
supported the hiring of a Compliance Officer, which she considered a priority. She also noted that the voluntary 
contributions from Chinese Taipei should be in accordance with its fishery. 
 
The Delegate of Belize pointed out that other arrangements would have to be taken into account to calculate the 
contributions of Cooperating Parties.  
 
The Delegate of Vanuatu indicated that given the importance of Chinese Taipei’s catches, a solution would have 
to be found so that its contribution is in relation to its catches. 
 
The Delegate of Mexico supported the budget proposal. 
 
The Committee approved the budget presented, with the exception of the possible financial impacts expressed by 
the Delegate of the European Community. 
 
The Executive Secretary pointed out that the final budget would also include any changes in Panel membership 
and the adjustment in the United Nations exchange rate for November 2006. 
 
The Observer of Chinese Taipei brought up the possibility of being legally related to ICCAT and noted that in 
over the last 20 years it had made important voluntary contributions, equivalent to the Contracting Parties’ 
payments for catches. 
 
At the third session a budget was distributed which included St. Vincent and the Grenadines as a new 
Contracting Party as well as other changes that had come about. 
 
The Delegate of Ghana expressed a reservation he had on the budget concerning the canning figure for his 
delegation, on which the calculation of the contributions was based. 
 
The Executive Secretary clarified that to prepare the budget proposal, the Secretariat sent a circular to the 
Contracting Parties requesting their catch and canning figures and that Ghana had not responded. Therefore, the 
data shown in the budget were those that the Secretariat had available. He explained that the budget had already 
been adopted, except for the financial repercussions that could come about in the Panels. 
 
The Delegate of the European Community agreed that the canning data should not be revised. 
 
The Delegate of the United States stated that the catch and canning data were an important point not only for the 
conservation measures but also for the impact that they had on the contributions. Therefore, the discussion on the 
data should take place in the future. 
 
It was decided to defer the adoption of the 2007 Budget and Contributions to the Plenary Sessions (see Tables 1 
to 5 attached to this Report). 
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8. Other matters 
 
No other matters were discussed. 
 
 
9. Adoption of the Report and adjournment 
 
The Chairman presented the 2006 Report of STACFAD, which was adopted by the Standing Committee. 
 
The Meeting of STACFAD was adjourned by its Chairman, Mr. J. Jones. 

 
  
 



Table 1.  2007 Commission Budget (Euros).
                                  2006                                  2007 2007 Revised Increase Revised

   1. Salaries 981,663.78 981,663.78 1,071,638.71 9.17%

   2. Travel 43,102.69 43,102.69 30,000.00 -30.40%

   3. Commission meetings (annual & inter-sessional) 115,884.75 115,884.75 115,884.75 0.00%

   4. Publicationes 52,470.04 52,470.04 52,470.04 0.00%

   5. Office Equipment 8,047.55 8,047.55 8,047.55 0.00%

   6. Operating Expenses 112,665.73 112,665.73 158,265.73 40.47%

   7. Miscellaneous 6,438.05 6,438.05 6,438.05 0.00%

   8. Coordination of Research
     a) Salaries 555,762.73 555,762.73 639,368.18 15.04%
     b) Travel to improve statistics 36,471.51 36,471.51 20,000.00 -45.16%
     c) Statistics - Biology 46,032.00 46,032.00 25,000.00 -45.69%
     d) Computer-related items 25,750.00 25,750.00 25,750.00 0.00%
     e) Database maintenance 16,899.86 16,899.86 16,899.86 0.00%
     f) Phone line - Internet domain 10,300.00 10,300.00 10,300.00 0.00%
     g) Scientific meetings (including SCRS) 77,256.50 77,256.50 77,256.50 0.00%
     h) ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 14,588.60 14,588.60 14,588.60 0.00%
     i) ICCAT Enhanced Billfish Research Program 11,273.01 11,273.01 20,000.00 77.41%
     j) Miscellaneous 6,116.14 6,116.14 6,116.14 0.00%
     Sub-total Chapter 8 800,450.35 800,450.35 855,279.28 6.85%

   9. Contingencies 20,600.00 20,600.00 10,000.00 -51.46%

 10. Separation from Service Fund 30,900.00 30,900.00 15,000.00 -51.46%

TOTAL BUDGET 2,172,222.94 2,172,222.94 2,323,024.11 6.94%

Chapters



Table 2. Basic information to calculate the Contracting Party contributions in 2007.
Contracting Parties Groups a GNP b  2003 GNP b  1991 Catch c Canning d Catch + Canning Total Panels Contracting Parties

1 2 3 4
Algérie C 2,049 1,766 3,878 2,800 6,678 - X - X 2 Algérie
Angola D 725 625 336 336 X - - X 2 Angola 
Barbados C 9,868 8,507 197 197 - - - - 0 Barbados 
Belize C 3,364 2,900 0 X X X X 4 Belize
Brazil B 2,700 2,328 40,155 25,399 65,554 X - X X 3 Brazil
Canada A 27,097 23,359 2,438 2,438 X X - X 3 Canada
Cap-Vert D 1,766 1,522 2,848 35 2,883 X - - - 1 Cap-Vert
China, People's Rep. C 1,100 948 8,027 0 8,027 X X - X 3 China, People's Rep.
Communauté Européenne A 24,218 20,878 198,755 130,000 328,755 X X X X 4 Communauté Européenne
Côte d'Ivoire D 886 764 241 241 X - - X 2 Côte d'Ivoire
Croatia C 6,398 5,516 977 472 1,449 - X - - 1 Croatia
France (St. P. & M.) A 29,222 25,191 37 37 X X - X 3 France (St. P. & M.)
Gabon C 4,155 3,582 748 748 X - - X 2 Gabon
Ghana C 354 305 67,949 44,093 112,042 X - - - 1 Ghana
Guatemala, Rep. D 1,963 1,692 0 X - - - 1 Guatemala, Rep.
Guinea Ecuatorial C 5,915 5,099 0 X - - X 2 Guinea Ecuatorial
Guinea, Rep. D 424 366 0 - - - - 0 Guinea, Rep.
Honduras D 980 845 0 X - - - 1 Honduras
Iceland A 36,329 31,318 0 0 0 - X - - 1 Iceland
Japan A 33,819 29,154 25,626 25,626 X X X X 4 Japan
Korea, Rep. C 11,059 9,534 97 97 X X - X 3 Korea, Rep.
Libya C 3,640 3,138 670 670 X X - - 2 Libya 
Maroc C 1,463 1,261 12,286 1,173 13,459 X X - X 3 Maroc
Mexico B 5,945 5,125 14,848 357 15,205 X X - X 3 Mexico
Namibia C 2,307 1,989 6,526 6,526 X - X X 3 Namibia 
Nicaragua, Rep. D 750 647 0 - - - - 0 Nicaragua, Rep.
Norway A 48,880 42,138 1,282 1,282 - X - - 1 Norway
Panama C 3,400 2,931 1,427 1,427 X X - - 2 Panama
Philippines, Rep. D 1,005 866 970 970 X - - - 1 Philippines, Rep.
Russia C 3,026 2,609 2,283 2,283 X - - - 1 Russia
St. Vincent & Grenadines C 3,137 2,704 2,136 2,136 X X - X 3 St. Vincent & Grenadines
Sao Tomé e Príncipe D 361 311 52 52 X - - X 2 Sao Tomé e Príncipe
Senegal C 641 553 2,273 9,083 11,356 X - - X 2 Senegal
South Africa B 3,551 3,061 8,237 8,237 X - X X 3 South Africa
Syrian Arab Republic D 1,497 1,291 330 330 - - - - 0 Syrian Arab Republic
Trinidad & Tobago B 7,607 6,558 5,155 5,155 X - - X 2 Trinidad & Tobago
Tunisie B 2,561 2,208 6,674 2,045 8,719 - X - X 2 Tunisie
Turkey B 3,418 2,947 8,956 3,713 12,669 - X - X 2 Turkey
UK (Overseas Territories) A 30,355 26,168 238 238 - - - - 0 UK (Overseas Territories)
United States A 36,924 31,831 24,978 27,618 52,596 X X X X 4 United States
Uruguay C 3,274 2,822 1,761 1,761 - - - X 1 Uruguay
Vanuatu D 1,142 984 0 - - - - 0 Vanuatu
Venezuela B 2,994 2,581 16,667 2,184 18,851 X - - X 2 Venezuela
Group A: Members with developed market economy, as defined by the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD).
Group B: Members whose GNP per capita exceeds US$ 2,000 and whose combined catches and canning of tuna exceeds 5,000 t.
Group C: Members whose GNP per capita exceeds US$ 2,000 or whose combined catches and canning of tuna exceeds 5,000 t.
Group D: Members whose GNP per capita does not exceed US$ 2,000, and whose combined catches and canning of tuna does not exceed 5,000 t.
GNP: Gross National Product per capita in US$. Source: UNCTAD.
GNP with values adjusted to 1991 using a multiplier of 1.16 (Source: U.S. Federal Reserve Board's "Broad Index").
2002 catches (t).
2002 canning (t).
Panel membership: Panel 1 = Tropical tunas; Panel 2 = Temperate tunas-North; Panel 3 = Temperate tunas-South; and Panel 4 = Other species.

Panels e



Table 3. Contracting Party contributions 2007 (Euros) Exchange rate: 1 €= 1.272 US$ (11/2006)
Catch + % Catch + % Member + Membership Panel Variable fees Variables fees Total Contracting

Contracting Party Group a Canning a Panels a Canning b Panels c fee d Membership e for Member f Catch-Canning g fees h Party
Algérie C 6,678 2 3.95% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 9,334.55 18,501.06 Algérie
Angola D 336 2 6.98% 14.29% 786.00 1,572.00 2,256.06 2,205.42 6,819.48 Angola
Barbados C 197 0 0.12% 1.92% 786.00 0.00 2,269.50 275.37 3,330.87 Barbados
Belize C 0 4 0.00% 9.62% 786.00 3,144.00 11,347.50 0.00 15,277.50 Belize
Brazil B 65,554 3 48.78% 16.67% 786.00 2,358.00 26,053.95 152,506.04 181,703.98 Brazil
Canada A 2,438 3 0.59% 14.29% 786.00 2,358.00 64,494.47 5,356.39 72,994.85 Canada
Cap-Vert D 2,883 1 59.91% 9.52% 786.00 786.00 1,504.04 18,923.30 21,999.33 Cap-Vert
China, People's Rep. C 8,027 3 4.75% 7.69% 786.00 2,358.00 9,078.00 11,220.20 23,442.20 China, People's Rep.
Communauté Européenne A 328,755 4 79.99% 17.86% 786.00 3,144.00 80,618.08 722,288.37 806,836.45 Communauté Européenne
Côte d'Ivoire D 241 2 5.01% 14.29% 786.00 1,572.00 2,256.06 1,581.86 6,195.92 Côte d'Ivoire
Croatia C 1,449 1 0.86% 3.85% 786.00 786.00 4,539.00 2,025.42 8,136.42 Croatia
France (St. P. & M.) A 37 3 0.01% 14.29% 786.00 2,358.00 64,494.47 81.29 67,719.76 France (St. P. & M.)
Gabon C 748 2 0.44% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 1,045.56 10,212.06 Gabon
Ghana C 112,042 1 66.35% 3.85% 786.00 786.00 4,539.00 156,613.07 162,724.07 Ghana
Guatemala, Rep. D 0 1 0.00% 9.52% 786.00 786.00 1,504.04 0.00 3,076.04 Guatemala, Rep.
Guinea Ecuatorial C 0 2 0.00% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 0.00 9,166.50 Guinea Ecuatorial
Guinea, Rep. D 0 0 0.00% 4.76% 786.00 0.00 752.02 0.00 1,538.02 Guinea, Rep.
Honduras D 0 1 0.00% 9.52% 786.00 786.00 1,504.04 0.00 3,076.04 Honduras
Iceland A 0 1 0.00% 7.14% 786.00 786.00 32,247.23 0.00 33,819.23 Iceland
Japan A 25,626 4 6.24% 17.86% 786.00 3,144.00 80,618.08 56,301.38 140,849.47 Japan
Korea, Rep. C 97 3 0.06% 7.69% 786.00 2,358.00 9,078.00 135.59 12,357.59 Korea, Rep.
Libya C 670 2 0.40% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 936.53 10,103.03 Libya
Maroc C 13,459 3 7.97% 7.69% 786.00 2,358.00 9,078.00 18,813.08 31,035.08 Maroc
Mexico B 15,205 3 11.31% 16.67% 786.00 2,358.00 26,053.95 35,373.19 64,571.14 Mexico
Namibia C 6,526 3 3.86% 7.69% 786.00 2,358.00 9,078.00 9,122.09 21,344.09 Namibia
Nicaragua, Rep. D 0 0 0.00% 4.76% 786.00 0.00 752.02 0.00 1,538.02 Nicaragua, Rep.
Norway A 1,282 1 0.31% 7.14% 786.00 786.00 32,247.23 2,816.61 36,635.84 Norway
Panama C 1,427 2 0.85% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 1,994.67 11,161.17 Panama
Philippines, Rep. D 970 1 20.16% 9.52% 786.00 786.00 1,504.04 6,366.84 9,442.88 Philippines, Rep.
Russia C 2,283 1 1.35% 3.85% 786.00 786.00 4,539.00 3,191.19 9,302.19 Russia
St. Vincent & Grenadines C 2,136 3 1.26% 7.69% 786.00 2,358.00 9,078.00 2,985.72 15,207.72 St. Vincent & Grenadines
Sao Tomé e Príncipe D 52 2 1.08% 14.29% 786.00 1,572.00 2,256.06 341.32 4,955.37 Sao Tomé e Príncipe
Senegal C 11,356 2 6.73% 5.77% 786.00 1,572.00 6,808.50 15,873.49 25,040.00 Senegal
South Africa B 8,237 3 6.13% 16.67% 786.00 2,358.00 26,053.95 19,162.71 48,360.66 South Africa
Syrian Arab Republic D 330 0 6.86% 4.76% 786.00 0.00 752.02 2,166.04 3,704.06 Syrian Arab Republic
Trinidad & Tobago B 5,155 2 3.84% 12.50% 786.00 1,572.00 19,540.46 11,992.69 33,891.15 Trinidad & Tobago
Tunisie B 8,719 2 6.49% 12.50% 786.00 1,572.00 19,540.46 20,284.04 42,182.50 Tunisie
Turkey B 12,669 2 9.43% 12.50% 786.00 1,572.00 19,540.46 29,473.40 51,371.86 Turkey
UK (Overseas Territories) A 238 0 0.06% 3.57% 786.00 0.00 16,123.62 522.90 17,432.51 UK (Overseas Territories)
United States A 52,596 4 12.80% 17.86% 786.00 3,144.00 80,618.08 115,555.59 200,103.68 United States
Uruguay C 1,761 1 1.04% 3.85% 786.00 786.00 4,539.00 2,461.54 8,572.54 Uruguay
Vanuatu D 0 0 0.00% 4.76% 786.00 0.00 752.02 0.00 1,538.02 Vanuatu
Venezuela B 18,851 2 14.03% 12.50% 786.00 1,572.00 19,540.46 43,855.31 65,753.78 Venezuela

a Table 1.
b Percentage of catch and canning within the group in which the member is a par
c Percentage for Commission membership and Panel membership within the group in which the member is a pa
d US$ 1,000 annual contribution for Commission membership
e US$ 1,000 annual contribution for each Panel membership in which the member belong
f Variable fee in proportion to the percentage as a member of the Commission and Panel
g Variable fee in proportion to the percentage according to catch and canning
h Total contribution.



Table 4. Contributions by group 2007. Fees Expressed in Euros.

Catch + % of each % of the Panels Other Total
Groups Parties a Panels b Canning c Party d Budget e Fees f fees g fees h fees i

A 8 20 410,972.00 --- 59.25% 6,288.00 15,720.00 1,354,383.79 1,376,391.79
B 7 17 134,390.00 3.00% 21.00% 5,502.00 13,362.00 468,971.06 487,835.06
C 17 35 168,856.00 1.00% 17.00% 13,362.00 27,510.00 354,042.10 394,914.10
D 11 10 4,812.00 0.25% 2.75% 8,646.00 7,860.00 47,377.16 63,883.16

TOTAL 43 82 719,030.00 100.00% 33,798.00 64,452.00 2,224,774.11 2,323,024.11
a Number of Contracting Parties per Group (Table 1).
b Number of Panels within each Group.
c Total catch and canning, in t, of each Group.
d Percentage of the budget financed by each member of each Group according to the Madrid Protocol.
e Percentage financed of the budget for each Group.
f Commission membership fees within each Group.
g Panel membership within each Group.
h Other fees: 1/3 for Commission and Panel membership and 2/3 for catch and canning.
i Total fees per Group.



Table 5. Catch and canning figures (in t) of the Contracting Parties.
2002 2003 2004

Parties Catch * Canning Total Catch Canning Total Catch Canning Total Parties
Algérie 3,878 2,800 6,678 3,949 2,900 6,849 0 Algérie
Angola 336 t 336 48 t 48 0 Angola 
Barbados 197 t 197 240 t 240 0 Barbados 
Belize 0 0 0 Belize
Brazil 40,155 25,399 65,554 43,094 27,210 70,304 26,659 26,659 Brazil
Canada 2,438 t 2,438 2,246 t 2,246 0 Canada
Cap-Vert 2,848 35 2,883 3,240 33 3,273 1,220 p 48 1,268 Cap-Vert
China, People's Rep. 8,027 0 8,027 10,048 0 10,048 0 China, People's Rep.
Communauté Européenne 198,755 130,000 co 328,755 218,000 218,000 0 Communauté Européenne
Côte d'Ivoire 241 t 241 276 t 276 0 Côte d'Ivoire
Croatia 977 t 472 co 1,449 1,139 t 1,139 0 Croatia
France - St. P. & M. 37 t 37 4 t 4 0 France - St. P. & M.
Gabon 748 t 748 234 t 234 0 Gabon
Ghana 67,949 t 44,093 co+ 112,042 65,153 t 65,153 0 Ghana
Guatemala, Rep. 0 0 0 Guatemala
Guinea Ecuatorial 0 0 0 Guinea Ecuatorial
Guinea, Rep. 0 0 0 Guinea, Rep.
Honduras 0 0 0 Honduras
Iceland 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Iceland
Japan 25,626 t 25,626 29,188 t 29,188 0 Japan
Korea, Rep. 97 t 97 0 0 Korea, Rep.
Libya 670 t 670 666 t 666 0 Libya
Maroc 12,286 1,173 13,459 10,104 1,173 11,277 10,947 1,123 p 12,070 Maroc
Mexico 14,848 357 15,205 15,991 p 15,991 0 Mexico
Namibia 6,526 t 6,526 3,698 t 3,698 0 Namibia 
Nicaragua, Rep. 0 0 0 Nicaragua, Rep.
Norway 1,282 t 1,282 0 0 Norway
Panama 1,427 t 1,427 0 0 Panama
Philippines, Rep. 970 970 1,066 1,066 2,227 2,227 Philippines, Rep.
Russia 2,283 2,283 652 652 0 Russia
St. Vincent & Grenadines 2,136 t 2,136 4,155 t 4,155 7,975 t 7,975 St. Vincent & Grenadines
Sao Tomé e Príncipe 52 t 52 0 0 Sao Tomé e Príncipe
Senegal 2,273 9,083 11,356 2,271 9,459 11,730 0 Senegal
South Africa 8,237 8,237 4,543 4,543 5,773 5,773 South Africa
Syrian Arab Republic 330 t 330 Syrian Arab Republic
Trinidad & Tobago 5,155 5,155 3,417 3,417 0 Trinidad & Tobago
Tunisie 6,674 2,045 8,719 3,581 3,365 6,946 0 Tunisie
Turkey 8,956 3,713 12,669 9,650 6,061 15,711 1,075 8,998 10,073 Turkey
UK (Overseas Territories) 238 t 238 214 t 214 0 UK (Overseas Territories)
United States 24,978 27,618 52,596 21,135 27,065 48,200 0 United States
Uruguay 1,761 t 1,761 43 t 43 0 Uruguay
Vanuatu 0 0 0 Vanuatu
Venezuela 16,667 2,184 18,851 12,402 1,818 14,220 0 Venezuela
TOTAL 470,058 248,972 719,030 470,447 79,084 549,531 29,217 36,828 66,045 TOTAL
p = Preliminary data
p+ = Only partial data (quick estimates or selected gears, species, regions only
co = Transfer of the information on data provided in 2003
co+ = Carry over from 1999 canning estimate
t = Obtained from the database, because there was no official communication
* Data updated as of August 31, 2005.



STACFAD APPENDICES 

 197 

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 8 
 

Agenda 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of the Agenda 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
4. Reports from the Secretariat 
 4.1 2006 Administrative Report 
 4.2 Functioning of the Secretariat  
 4.3 2006 Financial Report 
5. Proposed Amendment to ICCAT’s Rule of Procedure on Mail Voting (Rule 9) 
6. Review of plans for the payment of arrears 
7. Budget and Contracting Party contributions for 2007 
8. Other matters 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
 

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 
 

 
Functioning of the ICCAT Secretariat 

 
ICCAT Secretariat 
 
Introduction 
 
In response to concerns expressed by some Contracting Parties at the 19th Regular Meeting of the Commission 
held in Seville, Spain, November 2005 in relation to the internal functioning of the ICCAT Secretariat, it was 
agreed that a working document presenting the current situation at the Secretariat would be prepared for 
presentation to the Commission in 2006. 
 
This document presents the manner in which the Secretariat is organized in order to fulfill its mandate. Emphasis 
has been placed on the structure and internal organization of the Secretariat, and the execution of tasks. It has 
also been considered useful, however, to include an analysis of the possible control activities undertaken to avoid 
risks and minimize negative impacts on the work of the Commission. 
 
1. Definition of the Secretariat 
 
The Secretariat comprises the Executive Secretary and the staff hired by him to execute the functions assigned to 
him under the mandate (see below). The Secretariat does not exist in isolation as an entity in itself, but as an 
auxiliary body of the Commission. The functioning of the Secretariat is therefore determined to a considerable 
extent by the decisions taken at Commission level, and by the actions taken by the Contracting Parties as a body 
or individually. The ability of the Secretariat to function as an organization is therefore largely dependent on 
these “external” factors.  
 
This reliance on so-called external factors must be taken into account when examining the performance or 
functioning of the Secretariat. 
 
2. Mandate and tasks of the Secretariat 
 
The mandate of the Secretariat is defined only in general terms by the Basic Texts. Rule of Procedure number 
14, paragraph 2 states that “The Executive Secretary shall, under the general supervision of the Commission, 
exercise all the functions assigned to him under the Convention and these Rules and such other functions as may 
be assigned to him from time to time by the Commission or the Council.” The existence of a Secretariat is 
explicit in Rule number 14, paragraph 3, which provides that “The Executive Secretary shall appoint the 
members of the staff including the Assistant Executive Secretary and shall have authority over them.” 
 
The Convention outlines some of the specific duties to be carried out by the Executive Secretary and his staff, 
while other tasks are assigned through the adoption of Recommendations, Resolutions and other decisions by the 
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Commission. Some tasks are assigned by the auxiliary bodies of the Commission, such as the SCRS, STACFAD 
etc.  
 
A list of the major tasks carried out by the Secretariat and the source of the mandate to perform these tasks 
attached as Addendum 1 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8. This list is not exhaustive.  
 
Addendum 2 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 shows some quantitative indicators of the work carried out by the 
Secretariat. The quantities shown are the minimum amounts, as many ad hoc tasks are not included. 
Furthermore, many of the tasks are difficult to quantify, and such indicators may not reflect the amount of 
background work required to produce a given document or piece of correspondence. It should also be noted that 
this was based on the work carried out in 2005, a year in which there were relatively few inter-sessional 
meetings and no stock-assessments.  
 
3. Policy and objectives 
 
The policy and objectives of the Secretariat are largely determined by external factors, linked to the decisions of 
and the mandate as set by the Commission. In broad terms, the objective of the Secretariat is to carry out the 
functions assigned to it in the manner which will most effectively assist the Commission in its work.  
 
The policy of the Secretariat is not clearly documented in a single literature. The closest literature to an 
“internal” policy statement by the Secretariat is Article 1–Code of conduct of the ICCAT Staff Regulations and 
Rules. 
 
4. Corporate procedures and guidelines  
 
Some basic operational rules and norms are embodied in the ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules. In some cases 
procedures for certain tasks are clearly defined in the Basic Texts (Convention, the Rules of Procedure and the 
Financial Regulations), e.g. calculation of budget, or through adopted management measures. In other cases, 
where the Commission has clearly assigned a given task to the Secretariat, no procedural guidelines are included. 
Procedural guidelines are defined, as necessary, by the Executive Secretary. No manual that compiles existing 
procedural guidelines currently exists, for which reason the Executive Secretary intends to undertake this task in 
the future.  
 
The Secretariat is currently dependent on the Commission for advice and guidance in relation to corporate 
procedure and possible legal issues which may arise. The Secretariat also contracts the services of an external 
labor advisory service for advice on the application of Spanish employment and tax law in relation to general 
service and contract staff.  
 
 
5. Organizational structure 
 
An effective control environment is an environment where competent people understand their responsibilities, 
the limits to their authority and are knowledgeable, mindful and committed to doing what is right and doing it in 
the right way.  
 
The standards for professional integrity and ethical values are stipulated in the ICCAT Staff Regulations and 
Rules, mainly through Article 1; Article 41 and Article 43.  
 
While the Secretariat is dependent on the higher structure which includes the Commission and its auxiliary 
bodies, organizational structure is here taken to be the internal structure of the Secretariat. 
 
The Secretariat was created in 1970, with a minimum staff, which has gradually developed over the years. 
Initially, all staff reported directly to the Executive Secretary, or through the Assistant Executive Secretary, who 
carried out organizational functions with regard to scientific and technical matters, and for many years the 
number of professional staff members was very low. The nature of the work, however, combined with an 
increased number of staff members, led to the development of a more formalized structure, consolidated in 
2004/2005.  
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The Secretariat is currently organized into five “departments”, but many tasks carried out do not relate directly to 
the department to which the staff members have been assigned. The current organization structure has been 
defined as:  

 
Appendix-Figure 1. Administrative structure of the Secretariat. 
 
 
The following table shows the number of staff by department, as currently defined:  
 
Appendix-Table 1. Number of staff by department. 

Department Total Staff Professional General Services 
Executive Secretary 1 1 0 
Assistant Executive Secretary 1 1 0 
Statistics 5 2 3 
Compliance  1* 1 0 
Scientific Coordination 0 Currently carried out mainly by Assistant 

 Executive Secretary and  Publications 
 Coordinator. 

Translation & Publications  7 2 5 
Administration & Finance 6 1 5 
* Not including Executive Secretary, who currently acts as Compliance Officer. 
 
In practice, however, the size of the Secretariat staff, its tri-lingual characteristic and the nature of the tasks to be 
performed does not allow for such rigid departmentalization, as staff assigned to one department may be 
involved in tasks in theory assigned to another. This is particularly true of tasks which require technical input, 
e.g. programming or information technology, and translation tasks, which are required in various fields of work. 
Furthermore, the organization chart does not reflect the weight of all tasks, or the structure within the various 
departments, the first three level representing a hierarchy, while lower levels are descriptive.  
 
In an attempt to better understand the structure, a list of the major tasks was developed, to estimate the 
percentage of time spent on each task by each staff member. On the basis of these estimates, personnel resources 
used for the various areas can be summarized by major areas as follows:  
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Appendix-Table 2. Percentage of staff time by area of work. 
 
 Approximate % of Staff time 

Area Total Professional Staff     General Service / 
      Contract Staff 

Publications  31.36 18.6 39.2 
General office logistics & support  18.57  7.15 25.60 
Statistics  12.5 19.8 8.0 
Compliance  10.8 12.21 9.9 
Finance & Administration  10.5 15.14 7.7 
Meeting organization & attendance  8.7 11.85 6.8 
Scientific Coordination  3.9 9.2 0.65 
Legal and international  organization issues  3.67  6.1 2.15 
TOTAL 100 100 100 

 
The tasks assigned to translation and information technology are re-defined by area; i.e. approximate amount of 
time spent on translation in each of the above categories; approximate amount of time spent on programming for 
each category, etc. Photocopying was broken down into publication and non-publication, as time spent 
photocopying documents relating to other tasks is more difficult to quantify. Tasks which span all departments 
(e.g. maintenance of the local computer network and ICCAT web site) were assigned to General Office Logistics 
& Support, as were any general tasks required for the efficient running of the Secretariat. It should be noted that 
the final results are very general approximations, as carrying out a full time and motion study of Secretariat 
activities is well beyond the resources of the Secretariat1. See Addendum 3 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 for 
more details. 
 
5.1 Assignment of authority and responsibility 
 
In accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the Commission, the Executive Secretary has ultimate 
responsibility for all actions taken by the Secretariat, but  is empowered to delegate to the Assistant Executive 
Secretary, or in his absence, to the senior member of the staff, such of his powers as he may consider necessary 
for the effective implementation of his responsibilities. Under Article 1 of the ICCAT Staff Regulations and 
Rules, “Staff members are subject to the authority of the Executive Secretary and are responsible to him in the 
exercise of their functions”.  
 
While the Executive Secretary is responsible before the Commission, therefore, all other staff members are 
responsible to the Executive Secretary.  
 
5.2 Empowerment and accountability 
 
Empowerment and accountability relate to the manner in which authority and responsibility are delegated 
throughout the organization.  
 
As noted above, given the increase in the range of functions assigned to the Secretariat, since 2004 the 
Secretariat has been organized into five “Departments (see Figure 1 above); Statistics, Compliance, Scientific 
Coordination, Translation & Publications and Administration & Finance, each of which have been assigned a 
series of tasks within these areas, each under the direct supervision of a Head of Department (although current 
staffing requires the Assistant Executive Secretary to act as Head of Scientific Coordination Departments and the 
Executive Secretary to act as Head of the Compliance Department). This structure implies that heads of 
departments are responsible for the staff members in each department. 
  
The nature of the work of the Secretariat, however, requires considerable interaction among departments to 
perform specific tasks, and human resource limitations may require that personnel perform tasks proper to more 
than one department. For this reason, special care is taken to ensure that the supervision of staff members to 
ensure that they do not receive instructions through several channels, and that there is clear demarcation and no 
multiple-command, which inter alia, could blur the demarcation of responsibility.  
 

                                                 
1Exacerbated by some departments being unable to project reliable 2006 estimates, through departmental restructuring and/or new tasks 
assigned as a result of 2005 Recommendations and Resolutions.  
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It should be noted also that in situations of possible conflicting interests, responsibility is clearly defined. Thus, 
for example, staff members in charge of making payments are not involved in the calls for offers or purchasing. 
The delegation of empowerment is arranged in such a way that each no authorized expenditure can be signed by 
the person receiving the payment.  
 
5.3 Appropriate lines of reporting 
 
The Executive Secretary is responsible for reporting to the Commission. Within the Secretariat, appropriate lines 
of reporting are required to take account of delegation of authority and responsibility.  
 
In theory, lines of reporting within the Secretariat should be the inverse of lines of command, which would be:  
Subordinate → Head of Department → Assistant Executive Secretary→ Executive Secretary→Commission. 
 
In practice, the nature and distribution of the tasks do not always result in this simple scalar chain for the reasons 
outlined earlier.  
 
Heads of Department meet with the Executive Secretary and Assistant Executive Secretary at the beginning of 
each week to establish priorities and exchange information on progress made on the tasks being carried out in 
each department. These meetings also provide an opportunity to consider all matters relating to the organization 
and planning of activities of the Secretariat. 
 
6. Human resource policies and practices 
 
These include, according to the INTOSAI2, the methods by which persons are hired, trained, evaluated, 
compensated and promoted and are an important part of the control environment.  
 
6.1 Hiring 
 
Although paragraph 3 of Rule 14 of the Rules of Procedure provides that “The Executive Secretary shall appoint 
the members of the staff…”, in practice the hiring of staff is dependent upon the Commission. Proposals for new 
recruitments at the Secretariat are made by the Executive Secretary, but may be overruled by the Commission. 
The Secretariat’s resources are limited by the budget adopted by the Commission, and staffing levels are subject 
to budgetary allocation within the relevant chapters. 

 
In accordance with Article 5 of the staff rules, staff members may be classified as: a) Professional or Higher 
category; b) General Services category; c) Contract Personnel. 
 
While the hiring of all staff is the responsibility of the Executive Secretary under the Rules of Procedure, in 
practice, professional staff members are usually hired by the Executive Secretary on the recommendation of an 
external selection committee, following publication and circulation of a vacancy announcement which outlines 
the job description and necessary qualifications for the post. Post level for professional grades is decided by the 
Commission.  
 
Recruitment procedures for general service staff have varied over the years, with no standard protocol currently 
in place. The normal selection procedure for general service staff would be advertisement of the position at local 
(host country) level, followed by written test and interview of short-listed candidates. General Service post levels 
(grades) are decided by the Executive Secretary.  
 
Contract personnel may be hired on a temporary basis to assist as required. Criteria and procedures for such hires 
are unlikely to be necessary, as such hiring is not common.  
 
The level of staffing has increased by 50% in the last 10 years (from 14 members in 1996 to 21 members in 
2004). The proportion of professional staff in the same period has risen from 21% to 38% of the total personnel, 
including reclassification of three staff members. The majority of these new positions were created between 
2002 and 2004. This increase, however, is not especially remarkable, taking into account the increase in tasks 
assigned and historical staffing levels:  
 
1976:   9 staff members (3 professional, including 1 on temporary contract, and 6 general service staff) 

                                                 
2 International Organization of Supreme Audit Institutions. 
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1986: 17 staff members (4 professional and 13 general service staff) 
1996: 14 staff members (3 professional and 11 general service staff) 
Since 2004: 21 staff members (8 professional and 13 general service staff. The total staffing level of 21 was 
reached in March 2004, comprising at that time 5 professional and 16 general service staff) 
  
6.2 Training 
 
Most “training” in ICCAT is on the job, as staff members are usually recruited with the expectation that they are 
already qualified to carry out the duties assigned. All staff members have secondary school education and 
approximately two-thirds of the staff have university education. Occasional specialized training courses have 
been attended by senior staff (e.g. ASFA, FIRMS). Training has been identified as a possible additional desirable 
risk control activity.  
 
6.3 Evaluation 
 
A system of evaluation of personnel, as stipulated by the Staff Regulations and Rules, has been in place since 
2005. Evaluations are made annually by either department head or Assistant Executive Secretary. Evaluations 
are written, in the form of multiple-choice, and subject to the varying criteria applied by each evaluator. The 
evaluations are later reviewed by the Executive Secretary.  
 
6.4 Compensation 
 
Once the initial grade has been determined, remuneration (salary and benefits) is set by the United Nations salary 
scales published by the International Civil Service Commission, with annual increases in accordance with these 
scales. Staff meetings are held to inform staff of any major changes in relation to remuneration packages, such as 
pension plan schemes.  
 
6.5 Promotion 
 
If work is considered satisfactory, staff may be reclassified to the next grade after reaching the top of the initial 
salary scale. In addition, following a proposal by the Executive Secretary, the Commission has recently approved 
a policy for reclassification from general service to professional level for staff with post-graduate qualifications, 
on the provision that this would have no impact on the budget. The small size of the ICCAT Secretariat greatly 
reduces promotional possibilities within the categories, other than those related to length of satisfactory service, 
and are dependent on the opportunities inherent in the initial position. 
 
7. Risk assessment 
 
The identification, evaluation and control of risks are complex, due to the nature of the Secretariat / Commission 
relationship. Certain tasks may imply minimal risks to the Secretariat as an organization, but very high risks to 
the Commission or any individual member (s) of the Commission. 
 
The list of major tasks for each department was reduced to those activities which involve a certain level of risk in 
their execution, either to the Secretariat or to the Commission, and each department head completed a control 
sheet, indicating the major risks and actions taken to control these. The main risks identified by the various 
departments can be summarized as follows: 
 
7.1 Risks to the Secretariat 
 
Finance & Administration: This department probably has the highest number of internal risk tasks, as poor 
accounting procedures and budgetary control could lead to serious financial difficulties which could jeopardize 
the functioning of the Secretariat. At a less dramatic level, errors in certain tasks such as salary calculation, tax 
and pension payments etc. may seriously affect one or more staff members. Calculation of UN based salaries 
requires monthly revisions based on a series of complex factors. Continuous errors would lead to reduction in 
motivation, and possible resignation of staff, which would put the organization at risk if occurring on a large 
scale. This department is also responsible for many logistical and support tasks such as the control of incoming 
and outgoing post. Failure to ensure the proper performance of these tasks would pose great problems for the 
running of the Secretariat.  
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Statistics: The Department of Statistics is charged with all tasks relating to information technology and data 
bases. Failure to control the risks inherent in these tasks would lead to a failure in the computer resources of the 
Secretariat, making it almost impossible for any work to be done.  
 
Publications: Some risks to the Secretariat or to the individual staff members are involved in tasks relating to 
diplomatic contacts, which includes contacts with the Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs and staff identity 
cards, visa applications etc.), carried out by the publications department. 
 
Scientific Coordination and Compliance: These departments do not carry out tasks which have inherent major 
risks which endanger the existence or ability to function of the organization. Internal risks in these areas are 
more limited to credibility issues and failure to meet the mandate of the Commission, but which could prejudice 
the objectives fixed by the Commission. Inability to meet the mandate of the Commission may become a major 
risk if new tasks are assigned to the Secretariat through the adoption of Recommendations without the 
appropriate corresponding resources being made available.  
 
Other: In recent years, the ICCAT Web has become the primary vehicle through which the ICCAT Secretariat 
makes information available to the Commission and the general public. The Web site content offers a variety of 
useful information provided by various Departments. This site requires continuous maintenance and updating. 
Failure to maintain the Web up to date would imply higher costs for making available certain types of 
information.  
 
7.2 Risks to the Commission 
 
Finance & Administration: The risk of misuse of funds or poor accounting practices not only poses a risk for the 
Secretariat, but also for the Commission itself. Errors in the calculation of budgetary contribution may also cause 
serious problems, both at individual Contracting Party level and at global Commission level. This department is 
also responsible for the reproduction and copying of Commission publications and meeting documents. Failure 
to produce timely and correct copies in meeting documents at Commission level could cause delays in ability to 
take decisions and adopt measures.  
 
Statistics: Incorrect handling of statistical data would have significant effects on stock assessments, which are 
used as the basis of stock management by the Commission. Large scale errors could result in the Commission 
taking erroneous decisions, leading to poor stock management, undermining the mandate and credibility of the 
Commission.  
 
Publications: The timely publication and distribution of Commission reports and decisions, in the three official 
languages, is vital for the proper functioning of the Commission. Editing errors may lead to incorrect 
information being published, and misinterpretation or false reporting of the decisions taken. Such risks are also 
inherent in the translation process, and are particularly important at decision-making level, such as draft 
proposals for management measures. 
 
Scientific coordination: Some risk to the Commission is inherent in this area in a similar way to the risks in 
statistics. Failure to organize and coordinate the scientific work could adversely affect the scientific advice 
received by the Commission.  
 
Compliance: All information received and processed by the Compliance Department is used as a basis for 
decisions the Compliance Committee [and PWG], and erroneous information could have serious consequences. 
The inherent risks are greater at individual party level than to the Commission as a whole, but may involve 
serious credibility losses, particularly if decisions relating to identification and sanctions are adopted on the basis 
of erroneous information. The necessity of relying on Commission decisions to resolve interpretative issues may 
cause delays or errors in correct implementation of Recommendations, undermining the work of the 
Commission. 
 
Other: The management of the ICCAT web site, and particularly the compliance data bases contained therein 
also involves serious risks to Contracting Parties (see also compliance and risks to third parties). 
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7.3 Risks to third parties   
 
Finance & Administration: This department is responsible for purchasing and leasing of material and equipment 
required by the Secretariat, and also for staff travel arrangements. Any such dealings imply a certain level of risk 
to the suppliers, but this is unlikely to be high. 
 
Statistics: This department is involved in the process of publishing compliance related information on the web 
site, and hence carries a high level of risk (see compliance below). Also responsible for contracts with 
information technology service providers, risks similar to those in purchasing / leasing tasks carried out by 
Finance & Administration. 
 
Publications: There are no real inherent risks to third parties involved in these activities, although there may be 
some risks involved to authors of scientific documents.  
 
Scientific Coordination: Involvement in research projects and data fund may imply some risk factor to third 
party providers, but again is low.  
 
Compliance Department:  Many of the tasks in this sector can be identified as high risk to third parties, as strict 
enforcement of compliance with management measures may result in considerable financial loss if exports are 
rejected, which may occur in the case of errors or omissions in compliance-related data bases such s the ICCAT 
Record of Vessels; ICCAT Record of Farming Facilities; or data base of institutions and individuals authorized 
to validate ICCAT Statistical Documents. Interpretation delays may also involve third party risks.  
 
7.4 Risk appetite 
 
Risk appetite is the amount of risk to which the entity is prepared to be exposed before it judges action to be 
necessary.  
 
The risk appetite of the Secretariat is mainly determined by the Commission, and will be dependent to a large 
extent on the costs inherent in risk control. The risk appetite of the Commission in relation to the Secretariat will 
be determined by its need for the Secretariat to carry out certain tasks, and the ability of the Secretariat to absorb 
these. 
 
Some organizational risks are evaluated internally and action taken by the Executive Secretary, particularly in 
relation to verifications and supervision. 
 
8. Control activities 
 
Control sheets were developed for each department, stating task, objective, inherent risk, control activity in place 
and possible desirable control activities. On the basis of these responses, controls, and lack thereof implying 
increased risk, may be identified. 
 
8.1 Preventive controls 
 
8.1.1 Authorization and approvals procedures 
 
The undertaking of any activity within the Secretariat requires authorization from the Executive Secretary, who 
may delegate the authorization of the procedures to be followed. No activity or process can be undertaken 
without passing through at least one approvals procedure, usually following the scalar chain outlined in Section 
5.3. Authorization and approvals procedures relate to both input and output of the Secretariat.  
 
In the case of expenditures, proposals and advice may be provided by relevant senior staff members, but all 
expenditures are subject to final approval by the Executive Secretary and must be in accordance with the budget 
adopted by the Commission. For major purchases, at least three tenders are requested and studied before a 
decision on the basis of price/quality is made. The decision of which offer to accept is taken by the Executive 
Secretary in conjunction with the Heads of Departments on the basis of quality and on the principle of the lowest 
bidder.  
 



STACFAD APPENDICES 

 205 

8.1.2 Segregation of duties 
 
To reduce the risk of error, waste or wrongful acts and the risk of not detecting such problems, no single 
individual or team should control all key stages of a transaction or event. Under current conditions, this is 
virtually impossible to achieve within the ICCAT Secretariat for all activities, although many tasks span 
departments, which in some cases may result in confusion rather than greater control. Segregation of duties in an 
organization the size of the Secretariat may involve more risks than non-segregation, as absence of staff 
members may disrupt continuity of work, particularly problematic as recent measures require prompt action by 
the Secretariat to avoid loss to external parties.  
 
Few tasks with inherent risks are controlled at all key stages by one individual, but many tasks may be controlled 
by a department or “team”, particularly those relating to statistics and finance.  
 
Error risks may be reduced by segregation of duties through peer review and supervision, but in many cases 
staffing levels do not allow for thorough segregated verification processes. While major risks are reduced by 
supervision by the Executive Secretary and external controls, increased staffing has been identified by the 
Statistics department as a means of better controlling these risks. 
 
8.1.3 Controls over access to resources and records 
 
Access to resources and records is limited to authorized individuals who are accountable for the custody and/or 
use of the resources. Restriction depends upon vulnerability.  
 
Secretariat resources are as follows: human resources (staff), financial resources (budgetary contributions), 
material resources (furniture, computer equipment); information resources (data, electronic publications) 
The risks inherent in access to staff resources are those mentioned in organizational structure, and are 
characteristic of small organizations.  
   
The most vulnerable resources at the Secretariat in the concept of control activities are financial resources and 
information resources. Access restrictions are in place for both these resources. Access to data bases and other 
files on the computer network is restricted to only those staff who enter data or who require access to initiate 
direct outputs. Access to financial resources is restricted to the Executive Secretary, Assistant Executive 
Secretary and the Head of the Department of Administration and Finance. Accounts records are available only to 
staff directly involved in the accounting tasks to ensure respect of confidentiality, although the auditors report 
and financial report are made available to the Commission and are accessible to staff members.  
 
Access restrictions require a balance between the need for adequate communications and segregation of duties 
and the need to protect vulnerable resources.  
 
8.1.4 Reviews of operations and activities 
 
Operations processes and activities should be periodically reviewed to ensure that they are in compliance with 
current regulations, policies, procedures and other requirements. 
 
The changing mandate of the Secretariat, which is determined by Commission decisions, requires constant 
review of processes and activities. While increases or changes in activities is decided “externally” by the 
Commission, the review of processes required to implement Commission decisions is taken internally within the 
Secretariat. These processes are of necessity ad hoc, as the Secretariat cannot foresee the decisions which will be 
taken by the Commission, and adaptive action is restricted by budgetary resources.  
 
8.1.5 Supervision 
 
Most literature cites the accepted understanding of competent supervision including: clearly communicating the 
duties, responsibilities and accountabilities assigned to each staff member; systematically review of each 
members work; approving work at critical points to ensure that it flows. Delegation does not diminish 
accountability of supervisor responsible.  
 
The application of comprehensive supervision is difficult in small organizations. The supervisory structure in 
place at the Secretariat reduces risk of error and ensures accountability, but also reduces time available to senior 
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staff to carry out other tasks, and may also lead to bottlenecks in work flow. Supervision of the work of the 
Secretariat as a whole is carried out externally by the Commission.  
 
8.2 Detective controls 
 
8.2.1 Verifications 
 
Most verification processes in the Secretariat are limited to peer review and spot-checking, usually within the 
same department, although in some cases, such verifications are carried out by staff from a different department, 
and may be subject to various controls. Current low staffing levels means that verification processes are not 
always carried out at an optimal level, as identified by the Statistics department. This is particularly important 
given that the statistics department is heavily involved in the publication of compliance as well as statistical data, 
a task which could involve serious third party risk (see Section 7.3).  
 
Some tasks are subject to external review. The main areas which are subject to external detective controls 
include: 
 
Department of Finance & Administration: Accounting procedures and transactions are subject to review by 
external auditors and reported to the Commission; expenditures, budgetary calculation and contributions by the 
Commission delegations and research program administration/accounting procedures by the program 
coordinators. 
 
Statistics Department:  Data verification and control, standards for submission, statistical data set preparation 
and tagging inventory are all subject to review by national scientists and SCRS. 
 
Publications: Meeting report adoption and translation is reviewed by delegates; scientific reports and documents 
are reviewed by SCRS scientists and rapporteurs/authors.  
 
Scientific Coordination: Research program administration is subject to control by program coordinators. Other 
tasks are subject to review by national scientists/SCRS. 
 
Compliance: Almost all tasks related to the compliance department are subject to external control. Most 
information is made available through the web site and can be reviewed by the Parties concerned. Other 
information is made available through circulation, and may be subject to review and correction by Contracting 
Parties.  
 
8.2.2 Reconciliations 
 
Finance & Administration: Records are reconciled with appropriate documents e.g. bank statements and receipts 
/ invoices with accounting entries. All accounting transactions are required to be reconciled with official receipts, 
and are verified by the external auditors. Reconciliation of records and documents also applies to the post 
registration system in ICCAT, and to meeting documents. 
 
Statistics: Reconciliation is used extensively to ensure that all data can be traced to the appropriate source.  
 
Publications: The identification of documents by number assignment ensures that all documents are translated 
and incorporated into the relevant publications.  
 
Scientific coordination: Research programs subject to accounting reconciliations.  
 
Compliance: Reconciliation is not used extensively, although cross-referencing of correspondence and 
documentation is employed to facilitate work of the Commission in the reports presented. Increased use of 
reconciliation would require major re-programming of data bases. 
 
8.2.3 Reviews of operating performance 
 
Operating performance is reviewed against a set of standards on a regular basis, assessing effectiveness and 
efficiency. Do accomplishments meet objectives? 
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The objectives of the Secretariat are determined by the Commission. To date, all additional tasks assigned by the 
Commission have been absorbed by the Secretariat, offset by the hiring of additional staff as considered 
appropriate by the Commission or, where feasible, by the Executive Secretary. Whether the Secretariat can 
continue to render satisfactory operating performance is dependent upon future Commission decisions in relation 
to increased mandate and staffing levels. A considerable number of new tasks have been assigned to the 
Secretariat through the adoption of measures in 2005 (implementation of observer program and associated 
reports; establishment of Record of carrier vessels; establishment of Record of BFT Farming vessels; preparatory 
work for strengthening ICCAT, list of specific data elements lacking for each stock; preparatory work for review 
of Secretariat…) but with zero increase in staff resources.  
 
9. Information and communication 
 
A precondition for reliable and relevant information is the prompt recording and proper classification of 
transactions and events. All transactions and significant events should be fully documented.  
 
In accordance with current standard procedure, all information received should be first registered at reception 
and then reviewed by the Executive Secretary, with the exception of information relating to accounting 
transactions (bank statements etc.), which are received directly by the Department of Finance and Administration 
and not included in the general register or archive, given that some of the data may be of a personal or 
confidential nature. The Executive Secretary designates the staff member(s) to receive the information. In 
general, most information is assigned to the heads of department, who then pass it to the relevant staff member 
within the department, together with the instructions for action.  
  
Since 2006, a copy of information so assigned is circulated to all departments, so that incorrect assignment can 
be rectified, and all departments are aware of communications received which may affect them either directly or 
indirectly.  
 
Information may be received from 1) Contracting Parties, 2) non-Contracting Parties, entities or fishing entities 
3) Other international bodies (UN, RFMOs), 4) Financial institutions, 5) Service providers 6) NGOs or private 
institutions.  
 
Information received from Contracting Parties may be in direct response to a request sent by the Secretariat for 
information required in accordance with the mandate or may be initiated directly from the Contracting Party for 
circulation to other members or requesting response from the Secretariat. 
Outgoing correspondence is registered and documented in a similar manner to information received. 
 
The Secretariat publishes twice-yearly Newsletters containing information on salient events relating to the 
activities of the Commission. 
 
10. Monitoring 
 
Ongoing monitoring of internal control is built into the normal recurring operating activities of an entity. It 
includes regular management and supervisory activities, and other actions personnel take in performing their 
duties.  
 
Ongoing monitoring is carried out at both internal Secretariat level and at Commission level. Secretariat 
management and supervisory activities are built into the departmental structure of the organization (see 
organization structure, Section 5, above). 
 
The Commission monitors Secretariat performance through the reports prepared by the Secretariat, and through 
the results of tasks commended.  
 
Conclusion 
 
The above is largely descriptive of the current situation in relation to the structure and functioning of the ICCAT 
Secretariat, and the risks to which it is exposed in the case of bad management.  
 
In order not to usurp the role of the Commission, the Secretariat has deliberately avoided a discussion on future 
prospects in relation to the challenges which will arise if the tasks are to increase in the future.  
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It is obvious that, in light of the pressure emerging from the debates taking place in international fora, ICCAT 
has been called upon to tune in with current demands in relation to tuna fisheries management in its Convention 
area. This has necessarily resulted in the adoption of a series of measures relating to the record of vessels of 
various dimensions involved in tuna fisheries, satellite control systems, trade related documentary requirements, 
transhipment operations and on-board observers. 
 
 As can be seen from Addendum 1 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8, it is evident that the number of tasks being 
assigned to the Secretariat by the Commission through the adoption of Recommendations and Resolutions has 
increased greatly in recent years, especially since 2003, year in which the Recommendations in relation to the 
ICCAT Vessel Register, IUU list and Chartering Arrangements became active. Since 2004 (following entry into 
force of 2003 Recommendations), the Secretariat has also been charged, inter alia, with:  
 
 − The creation and publication of lists of Farming Facilities 
 − The creation and publication of lists Vessels involved in Bluefin Tuna Farming 
 − The administration of a Special Data Fund 
 − The drafting of an Abridged Compendium in accordance with the criteria established by the Working 
  Group 
 − The creation and publication of a data base containing seals and signatures of institutions and  
  individuals authorized to validate Statistical Documents 
 − The implementation of an observer program 
 − The creation and publication of lists of Carrier Vessels Authorized to Receive Transhipments from  
  LSTLVs 
 − The Compilation of a list of provisions of the relevant international fisheries instruments and  
  corresponding ICCAT provisions 
 − Preparation of a list of specific data elements that are lacking for each stock. 
 − Technical assistance to developing countries 
 
If the actions to be undertaken by the Commission continue to increase at the pace observed since 2003, it is very 
probable that the capacity of the Secretariat will be insufficient to meet the ensuing workload.  
 
The quantitative outputs shown in Addendum 2 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 are based on the year 2005 (with 
the exception of web page statistics, which show April 2006 figures), a year in which no stock assessments were 
carried out and the number of inter-sessional meetings was lower than usual. The workload and outputs for some 
departments, therefore, would probably normally be even greater than the reference year. 
 
 In addition, measures have been adopted which may require, in the future, additional work in the area of 
statistical data collection in relation to turtles, sea-birds, sharks and possibly other species in the future. 
 
To face up to this string of measures and presuming that the Secretariat will be involved to a greater or lesser 
extent, the workload will, without doubt, rise abruptly. In the current international context, there is talk of 
proceeding with an evaluation of RFMO performance. This evaluation will no doubt increase the involvement of 
the Secretariat in the application of management measures not only adopted by the Commission, but also those 
adopted by international fora. 
 
It should be noted that these additional tasks increase the workload not only of the Statistics and Compliance 
departments, but also affect other areas such as translation, accounts, mailing etc. As mentioned in Section 6.1, 
however, no additional personnel have been hired since March 2004, and even the position filled at that time 
had, in fact, been vacant since 1991. In the event that the amount of new tasks assigned to the Secretariat 
increases at the rate seen in recent years, the Secretariat will not be able to guarantee the maintenance of a 
continued standard of acceptable output without additional staff resources.  
 
It goes without saying that any decision relating to the application of management measures in accordance with 
international instruments will have a direct implication on the capacity of the Secretariat in relation to personnel 
resources, both in quantity and quality.  
 
As far as the internal management of the Secretariat is concerned, it appears that the financial difficulties seem to 
have been overcome temporarily since over two years ago, thanks to the efforts made by the Contracting Parties 
to pay their contributions and arrears. Nevertheless, it should be noted that this situation may become precarious 
if the procedures for payment are not respected by all Contracting Parties. 
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Furthermore, the current structure of the Secretariat allows the identification of job descriptions for each staff 
position at the Secretariat. This procedure should be continued in order to ensure greater efficiency and 
effectiveness. 
 
As regards the stability of the Secretariat, the projected new Seat graciously offered by the Spanish Government 
will make available more space and better facilities.  
 
The risks inherent in some of the tasks carried out by the Secretariat, particularly in relation to compliance 
related issues, not only affect the Secretariat and the Commission, but may also have adverse effects on third 
parties if not sufficiently controlled. Proper risk control implies verification procedures and a staffing level 
which can ensure continuous service in a timely manner. For this reason, increased staffing levels will be 
required in the future, and the inclusion of a Legal Advisor in such staffing is considered appropriate and 
priority. Evidently, any increase in staffing levels will have budgetary impacts, but whether or not the 
Commission makes available resources will depend on its own risk appetite.  
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Addendum 1 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 
 

Mandate and Tasks of the ICCAT Secretariat 
 

TASK (BY DEPARTMENT) MANDATED BY  
DEPT OF TRANSLATION & PUBLICATIONS  
Translation of Circulars from the Executive Secretary Convention Article 3 paragraph 7 
Translation of Biennial Reports Convention Article 3 paragraph 7; Rules of Procedure 15 
Translation of Abstracts in the Collective Volume of 
Scientific Papers 

Convention Article 3 para 7, Article 4, paragraph 2d 

Translation of Detailed Reports of assessment meetings Convention. Article 3 paragraph 7; and Art 4 2d , Rules of 
Procedure. 15 

Translation of  Working papers during SCRS and 
Commission meetings 

Convention Article 3 paragraph 7 and Art 4, paragraph 2d 

Review and maintain layout standards for the publications. Decision taken at 2nd regular meeting of the Commission 
Rapporteur certain sessions of Commission and SCRS 
meetings. 

Mandate as requested by Commission or auxiliary bodies 

Facilitating the adoption of reports by correspondence Convention Art 7g) and Rules of Procedure 15  
Compilation of Biennial Reports Convention  Art 7g) and Rules of Procedure 15 
Compilation of Collective Volume series Convention Article 4 paragraph 2d 
Compilation of Basic Texts Decision taken at 2nd regular meeting of the Commission 
Compilation of Staff Rules Rules of Procedure 14 
Compilation of Field Manual Council recommendation 1971 
Compilation of Compendia of Recommendations Logistical requirement 
Preparation of ICCAT entries to the ASFA Support task, Article 4 paragraph 2d 
Maintain a database of scientific papers Support task under Convention Art 4, paragraph 2d 
Preparing inputs to FIGIS-FIRMS Commission decision 2003 
Coordination of  peer reviews of scientific papers Support task 
Electronic posting of documents SCRS decision 2003 
Communications with external authors of reports Logistical requirement 
Diplomatic contacts, including personnel id cards etc Logistical requirement 
  
COMPLIANCE DEPT  
Compilation of Compliance Tables Rec. 98-14 
List of albacore vessels Rec. 98-08 
Vessel chartering Rec. 02-21 
Bluefin tuna farming reports Rec. 05-04 
Bluefin tuna farming vessel record Rec. 05-04 
Register of authorized BFT farms Rec. 05-04 
Information in accordance with Resolution 03-15 Res. 03-15 
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Internal procedures for compliance with closed area / 
season in the Gulf of Guinea 

Rec. 04-01 

List of vessels greater than 24 meters and internal reports Rec. 02-22 
Vessels involved in IUU Fishing Rec. 02-23 
Request & circulate data from ICCAT Statistical Document 
Programs  

Res. 94-05;  Rec. 01-21; Rec. 01-22 

Validation  information for SDPs Res.  94-05; 97-04; Rec. 01-21; Rec. 01-22 
Active Compendium Logistical requirement 
Abridged Compendium Res. 02-29 
Responses to Chairman’s “Special” letters Correspondence distribution-inherent task. 
Requests for Observer Status Ref. 98-19 
Request for Annual Reports Ref. 04-17 
Answering general compliance queries Support task 
Summary table of actions and compendia of background 
info. 

Request of PWG Chair 

Comparison of ICCAT measures & Int. Law Res. 05-10 
ICCAT “Internal Review” Support task 
Responses to UN and other questionnaires Support task following from Commission Decision 1969 
Preparation of  “Compliance” report(s) to the Comm. Information distribution – inherent task under 

Convention Article 7g 
Record of carrier vessels authorized to receive  
transhipments 

Rec. 05-06 

Operation of ICCAT transshipment observer program Rec. 0-06 
Requests for Cooperating status Rec. 03-20 
  
STATISTICS  
Data requests Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Standards for data submission Implicit in Articles  4 and 9 of the Convention  
Database – Statistical data Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Database  – vessel records Rec. 02-22 
Database  – FFB Register Rec. 05-04 
Database – Stat Doc Validation Commission Decision, 2004 (see plenaries) 
Database – Trade data, including estimates of unreported 
catch 

Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 

Database – contacts  Support task 
Database – post registration Support task 
Database user interfaces Support task 
Data quality control Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Data extraction and publication Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Management of internet access and webpage Logistical requirement 
Routines for the backup of all the data Logistical requirement 
Manage the Secretariat's hardware and software resources. Logistical requirement 
Maintain the tagging data serial number catalogue, prepare 
the annual lottery during the SCRS plenary. 

Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 

Manage an inventory of tags at the Secretariat and their 
distribution. (includes purchase of tags) 

Implicit in Articles  4 and 9 of the Convention 

Maintain the list of the statistical and tagging 
correspondents. 

Support task 

Maintain a database with an inventory of archival tags. Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Secretariat report on Statistics Convention Article 7 g 
Preparation of data sets for assessment Implicit in Articles 4 and 9 of the Convention 
Liaise with other bodies (FAO/CWP) FAO Agreement, Article 3, paragraph 2 
Preparation of the Statistical Bulletin and Data Record Commission Decision 1969 and Convention Article IV 2d 
Meeting document control Support task 
Administration of Local Area Network Logistical requirement 
  
FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION  
Calculation of the annual Commission budgets Convention Article7 b) and Article 10, paragraph 4; 

Financial Regulation. No. 4 
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Calculation of contributions of the Contracting Parties Convention Article10 paragraph 4; Financial Regulation 

No. 2 
Budgetary control Convention Article7 c); Financial Regulation No. 3 
Maintaining an accounting register of all transactions Convention Article7 d). Financial Regulation No. 9 
Calculation of tax payment on a quarterly basis. Rule of procedure 14, staff rules Art 10.  
Writing the Financial Report Financial Regulations No. 9 
Writing the Administrative Report Convention Article 7g 
Rapporteur STACFAD sessions during Commission 
meetings 

Mandate as requested by Commission or auxiliary 
bodies 

Financial and logistics arrangements of the Commission 
meetings. 

Logistical requirement 

Administrative and financial control of the special research  
programs 

Part of budgetary control task under Article 7 of the 
Convention and Financial Regulation No. 3 

Calculation and payment of the salaries of the Secretariat 
staff. 

Rules of Procedure 14 

Control and delivery of the funds for staff Pension Plan Rules of Procedure 14 
Payment to the Spanish Social Security and Income Tax 
(IRPF) 

Rules of Procedure 14 and Staff rules 6.2c 

Personnel archives Rules of Procedure 14 
Maintaining vacations, sick-leave and overtime registers Rules of Procedure 14 
Purchasing and leasing Logistical requirement 
Travel requests Rules of Procedure 14 
Reception Logistical requirement 
Correspondence archives Logistical requirement 
Document archives for documents distributed during 
meetings 

Logistical requirement 

Contact information management Logistical requirement 
Maintenance of the ICCAT Library Support task 
Managing the stockpile of ICCAT publications Logistical requirement 
Photocopying of documents Logistical requirement 
Scanning of ICCAT documents for electronic archiving Support task 
Mailing of correspondence  Logistical requirement 
  
SCIENTIFIC COORDINATION  
Facilitate setting dates for inter-sessional meetings. Logistical requirement 
Prepare draft agendas for meetings and meeting 
announcements. 

Rules of procedure no. 8 

Prepare meeting reports, including rapporteuring. Convention Article 7 g 
Maintain guidelines for the preparation and presentation of 
scientific documents 

Decision taken at 2nd regular meeting of the 
Commission 

Implement quality control procedures for stock assessments Implicit in Article 4 of the Convention  
Maintain the catalogue of ICCAT stock assessment 
software 

Support task implicit in Article 4 of the Convention 

Maintain an electronic archive of inputs, outputs and 
software. 

Support task 

Special research programs communication Convention Article 7a 
Scientific communications Support task / logistical requirement 
Exchange of scientific information with sister 
organizations. 

Commission decision 1969 

Participation in scientific meetings of other bodies. Commission decision 1969 
Design of common policies for information sharing 
between RFB 

Convention Articles 7 and 11.  

Report adoption Convention Article 7 g 
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Addendum 2 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 
 

ICCAT Secretariat Quantitative Outputs for 2005 
 
Quantitative outputs are estimates of quantifiable indicators of work, but in many cases, cannot be calculated 
with any precision. Some entries reflect the true number. e.g. number of publications mailed by regular post, 
while other figures do not show all items, for example, from the figures on the table, the total estimated number 
of words translated is around 525,000, but this does not take into account ad hoc translations and individual 
letters. It is considered useful to include some quantitative analysis, however, as an indication of the work load 
of the Secretariat.  
 
 

Quantitative Outputs for 2005 
 

PUBLICATIONS Quantity 
Number of Collective Volume Papers published 125 
Number of words translated (minimal estimate) [TOTAL] 525,000 
 - Biennial Reports; 375,822 
 - Red book abstracts 24,150 
 - Red book detailed reports 37,720 
Approximate number of words translated circulars nei  7,000 
Number of tables formatted/edited 204 
Number of figures formatted/edited 613 
   
SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH   
Number of requests for scientific information 60 
Number of  documents/reports edited (with figures & tables) 4 (286 pages) 
Number of Secretariat reports prepared 1 (114 pages) 
Number of  requests for research program funds (excluding JDIP) 21 
Approximate number of words translated circulars  5,500 
   
STATISTICS   
Number of files processed by Statistics: 730 
Size of each database  
 - Task I 20 MB 
 - Task II (catch & effort and size) 1.5 GB 
 - Tagging data 1.2 GB 
 - Trade data 8 MB 
 - CATDIS 97 MB 
 - CAS 2 GB 
Number of requests for statistics (data base outputs)  53 
Number of figures generated 100 
Number of tables  generated 200 
Number of tags distributed 2,300 
Number of  Secretariat reports were prepared  5 
Approximate number of words translated circulars 3,500 
Approximate number of words translated Secretariat documents 700 
   
COMPLIANCE   
Number of files processed by Compliance:   
 - Vessels 24m (number of updates) 53 
 - SDP Reports data 19 
 - Statistical Document Validation Initial entries 1,522 
 - Statistical Document Validation  (times updated) 61 
 - FFB facilities 9 
 - Chartering 23 
Other data '(including ALB vessels and BET vessels) 57 
Approximate size of each database (2006)   
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 - Vessels 24m 110 MB 
 - FFB facilities 2.5 MB 
 - Statistical document validation 95 MB 
 - Recommendations and Resolutions 8.8 MB 
Number of Secretariat reports prepared  11 
Approximate number of words translated circulars  60,500 
Approximate number of words translated Secretariat documents 8,520 
Number of documents / questionnaires  prepared for UN & other international 
organizations 

5 

Number of questions received in relation to interpretation of Recommendations and 
Resolutions 

60 

   
FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION   
Number of financial / accounting transactions registered 1,300 
Number of banking operations 1,250 
Number of travel arrangements 30 
Number of Secretariat reports prepared 10 
Number of purchases processed 60 
Approximate number of words translated circulars  1,500 
Number of internal notes 27 
   
MEETING ORGANIZATION & ATTENDANCE:   
Number of participants registered at ICCAT meetings 728 
Number of photocopies made during SCRS 53,490 
Number of photocopies made during Commission 370,000 
Approximate number of words translated circulars (meeting announcements, etc) 6,000 
   
OFFICE LOGISTICS & SUPPORT   
Incoming mail 2,701 
Outgoing mail 2,004 
Size of contacts data base 78.8 MB  
Number of  letters were mailed by regular post 5,650 
Number of publications mailed by regular post 3,322 
Number of photocopies made at the Secretariat 1,291,120 
Number of documents were scanned   
 - Correspondence 848 
 - Documents 1,172 
Number of files on the web site? (2006 data) 8,010 
Size of the web site? (2006 data) 4049.2 MB 
Approximate average number of weekly visits to ICCAT web site 2006 (excluding 
staff) 

8,600 

 
 

 
Addendum 3 to Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8 

 
Methodology for calculating percentages of staff time by area of work (See Appendix-Table 2). 

 
In order to calculate approximate amounts of time spent on tasks relating to each area, each head of department 
was requested to estimate, in consultation with their staff, the approximate amount of time spent on each task 
carried out within their department. The list of tasks was then classified by major area, and the total amounts of 
percentages added in each area, and divided by 21. Similar processes were carried out to calculate approximate 
times for professional and general service staff. The following criteria were used for classifying tasks:  
 
Publications includes all tasks relating to compiling, editing, translating, photocopying and collating, in three 
languages, of all ICCAT publications, including:  three volumes of Biennial Reports (Commission, SCRS and 
Annual Reports), the Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Statistical Bulletin, compendia of ICCAT 
measures, Basic Texts, Staff Regulations and Rules and also the ICCAT Field Manual. 
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General Office Logistics & Support includes all tasks carried out to enable the Secretariat to function, such as 
registration of correspondence, filing, mailing, miscellaneous photocopying, computer network and 
email/internet administration and general clerical & secretarial services. 
 
Statistics has been limited to the processing of scientific data received and related tasks such as data base 
management, quality control. 
 
Compliance includes all processes of data received in relation to compliance with ICCAT measures, including 
data base programming and data entry, drafting and translation of compliance related circulars and meeting 
reports.  
 
Finance & Administration comprises those tasks directly related to budgetary calculation and control, 
accounting, salaries, purchasing, leave absences and personnel related matters.  
 
Meeting Organization & Attendance is the amount of staff time spent on organizing and attending meetings 
outside the Secretariat. The estimate of this is considered particularly conservative, and may vary considerably 
from one year to another.  
 
Legal issues and International Organization issues comprises time spent on answering or re-directing 
questions in relation to interpretation of ICCAT measures, abridged and active compendia, work carried out in 
accordance with Resolution to Strengthen ICCAT and answering questionnaires/ correspondence from the 
United Nations or other International Organizations.  
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ANNEX 9  
 

REPORTS OF THE MEETINGS OF PANELS 1 TO 4 
 
 

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 1 
 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The meeting of Panel 1 was chaired by Dr. Djobo Anvra Jeanson, the Director of Fishing Resources of Côte 
d’Ivoire.  
 
 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
 
The Agenda was adopted without change (attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9). 
 
 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
 
Mr. Denis Tremblay (Canada) was appointed Rapporteur for Panel 1. 
 
 
4. Review of Panel membership 
 
With the inclusion of St. Vincent & the Grenadines, and the withdrawal of United Kingdom (Overseas 
Territories), Panel 1 is currently comprised of the following 30 members: Angola, Belize, Brazil, Canada, Cape 
Verde, China (People’s Rep.), Côte d’Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, European Community, France (St. Pierre & 
Miquelon), Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Honduras, Japan, Korea (Rep.), Libya, Mexico, Morocco, Namibia, 
Panama, Philippines, Russia, Sao Tome & Principe, Senegal, South Africa, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, 
Trinidad & Tobago, United States, and Venezuela. 
 
 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
 
Dr. Gerry Scott, Chairman of the SCRS, presented the Executive Summaries on bigeye tuna, yellowfin tuna and 
skipjack tuna. These Summaries can be consulted in Sections 8.1 to 8.3 of the SCRS Report.  
 
The Delegations of Japan and the United States expressed concern about the decline in the abundance indices of 
bigeye tuna and considered that more caution should be exercised before increasing catches. The results of the 
next assessment, scheduled for 2007, should clarify the recent state of this stock. The SCRS Chairman indicated 
that perhaps the previous assessment was too optimistic.  
 
The Delegate of Canada also expressed concern about the important catch of juveniles in the baitboat catches 
and asked for comments from Dr. Scott. The SCRS Chairman thinks that new fishing techniques should be 
promoted that will allow effective targeting of skipjack tuna and avoiding incidental catches of bigeye tuna and 
yellowfin tuna. Additional information should be available soon in this regard.  
 
 
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of the ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation 

of Fishing Possibilities 
 
A time-area closure has been adopted in recent years. Additional time is still needed before the results of this 
new measure can be seen. Senegal requested a 7,000 t bigeye tuna quota for its tuna fleet.  
 
Belize requested a quota of 2,100 t of bigeye tuna and 2,000 t of yellowfin tuna for its 10 new fishing vessels 
under 24 m. 
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Some clarifications on the yellowfin and bigeye tuna catch limits were then provided. There is still no limit on 
yellowfin tuna whereas for bigeye tuna the level of 2,100 t does not really constitute a limit. 
 
Japan recalled and warned the Panel of past experiences of the Commission concerning one Contracting Party’s 
abuse of bigeye tuna fishing which has contributed to a substantial increase in catches. Belize indicated that the 
2,100 t limit was discussed at the 2005 meeting of the Panel and there were no objections at that time from the 
other delegations vis a vis this regulation. 
  
The European Community stated that the conservation and management Recommendations are in force up to 
2008. These Recommendations can be consulted in the Abridged Compendium of Conservation and 
Management Measures, under articles 5 and 6.  
 
Finally, Canada recalled that the yellowfin tuna management recommendations indicate that the Contracting 
Parties should not increase their catch or fishing effort.  
 
 
7. Research 
 
Dr. Scott stated there are some SCRS recommendations in force concerning research programs. The existence of 
observer programs is facilitating precise catch data. He further noted that the considerable improvements of 
some Contracting in the transmission of data due, in large part, to financing by the Commission, have resulted in 
improvements in the infrastructures necessary for data collection and transmission of data. 
 
 
8. Other matters 
 
No other matters were discussed. 
 
 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
The Report was adopted with the changes proposed and the Chairman adjourned the meeting of Panel 1. 
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 2 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The meeting was opened by the Chairman of Panel 2, Mr. Julien Turenne (EC-France). 
 
 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
 
The Agenda was adopted without change and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9. 
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
Dr. David Kerstetter (United States) was appointed as the Rapporteur for Panel 2, with assistance from Ms. 
Pamela Toschik (United States). 
 
 
4. Review of Panel Membership 
 
The Chair noted that the United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) desired to withdraw from the Panel and Belize 
indicated that it would like to become a member. Both actions will become effective immediately. 
 
During the course of the Panel meeting, the Secretariat reported that St. Vincent & the Grenadines had joined the 
Commission and subsequently requested membership in Panel 2. Noting no objections, the Chair also welcomed 
the new member to the Panel. 
 
With the above changes, Panel 2 is currently comprised of the following 19 members, all of whom attended at 
least part of the Panel meeting sessions: Algeria, Belize, Canada, China (People’s Rep.), Croatia, European 
Community, France (St. Pierre & Miquelon), Iceland, Japan, Korea (Rep.), Libya, Mexico, Morocco, Norway, 
Panama, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, Tunisia, Turkey, and United States.  
 
 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
 
5.1 Albacore (North and Mediterranean) 
 
The last albacore stock assessment was conducted in 2000. Dr. Gerry Scott, the SCRS Chair, provided a brief 
summary of the current SCRS Report. He emphasized that there was uncertainty surrounding the estimates of 
replacement yield and the SCRS had no new information with which to advise the Commission on new 
management measures. The SCRS Chair further noted that the stock was due to be reassessed in 2007 and that a 
data preparatory meeting had been held earlier in 2006 in preparation for the assessment. 
 
The SCRS Chair briefly reported on the Mediterranean stock of albacore. He noted that the stock has never been 
formally assessed, in part because it was so poorly known. No management recommendations were made to the 
Commission for 2006. 
 
5.2 Bluefin tuna (West) 
 
A new assessment of the western and eastern bluefin tuna stocks was conducted in 2006. After reviewing the 
results, the SCRS Chair noted some trends in the western fishery over time. He then listed the recommendations 
to the Commission regarding this stock. He also reported that the SCRS recommended to the Commission that 
the next assessment be held no earlier than five years hence, as to better evaluate the effects of any new 
management measures. 
 
Upon questioning, the SCRS Chair also reviewed the assumptions of the assessments. He noted that the 
assessment only included data since 1970, since the data before that period is not age-structured. He further 
noted that the last year of complete data was from 2005, and if recent poor catch per effort for one fleet had been 
included in the assessment, the results might have been more pessimistic. The SCRS Chair commented that one 
of the changes in the most recent assessment is that the previous ones had assumed the impact of several recent 
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strong age-classes, including the one from 1994. Unfortunately, new catch data suggest that although stronger 
than the average year-classes of the past two decades, overall the age-classes in question are not as strong as 
previously estimated. 
 
There was some discussion following a question from Canada on whether the recent decline in catches of the 
western stock were due to geographic changes in availability or a decrease in the stock itself. The SCRS did not 
take a strong position on this issue, instead preferring to evaluate this possibility after several more years 
whereby data will become available.  
 
Several members questioned the impact of the eastern bluefin stock on the western stock and on the general 
effects of the mixing of the stocks. In reply, the SCRS Chair reported that it was not yet possible to 
quantitatively analyze the mixing rates of the two stocks. However, he noted that it was possible for a decline in 
the influx of the eastern fish into the west to result in a decrease in western catches, and that it was also possible 
that an influx of eastern fish could result in an overestimation of western spawning potential. The SCRS has 
strongly recommended additional research to quantify the rates of mixing using such methods as otolith 
microconstituent analyses. Canada volunteered that some of its scientists were working on this problem with 
archived bluefin tuna otoliths. 
 
Croatia disagreed with some of the SCRS mixing assumptions, noting that the fish from the eastern and western 
stocks had very different life-histories, such as earlier spawning in the eastern stock. The SCRS Chair replied 
that the assessments took the different life-history parameters into account when calculating estimates of the 
spawning stock biomass. He continued by noting that these age-at-spawning differences might also be a 
reflection of the different methodologies used to assess maturity in the eastern and western stocks. The SCRS 
has recommended additional research regarding this area. 
 
Some delegates questioned whether the 1998 ICCAT rebuilding plan for the western stock was sufficient and 
about the current status of this plan. The SCRS Chair reported that the western assessment this year had not 
included predictions that carried the current catch levels through to 2018, but that the current state of the stock 
indicated that positive catches could still occur to achieve the long-term rebuilding goal associated with the 
estimated recent average recruitment level. He further noted that an increase in the spawning stock biomass 
could result in an increase in recruitment, perhaps to the levels observed in the early 1970s, although such a 
relationship has not yet been clearly demonstrated. He indicated that to rebuild to mid-1970s spawning stock 
biomass level would not likely be possible by 2018 unless catches were close to zero.  
 
Several members questioned the effects of the current minimum size regulations. The SCRS Chair replied that 
the different size and age structures between the various fisheries were incorporated by the analysis. He pointed 
out that the use of the spawner-per-recruit (SPR) term provided a basis for comparing the conservation 
equivalencies of different minimum size, area closure, overall catch level combinations or other management 
measures, as there are many possible ways to achieve the same level of SPR. 
 
Canada questioned whether the “strange occurrences” of bluefin tuna in northern waters were a reflection of 
global warming. It was noted that the SCRS had a new subcommittee dedicated to ecosystems, which could 
presumably include such questions, but that it had not yet had the opportunity to address such matters.  
 
The EC inquired about the effects of recreational angling on the western stock, such as post-release mortality in 
catch-and-release fisheries. The SCRS Chair commented that some limited information on such mortality is 
available, but that such data also suggests strong gear effects, such as circle hooks decreasing post-release 
mortality. Given the uncertainty surrounding post-release mortality, the SCRS assumes 100% survival for all fish 
released alive whether from recreational or other fisheries. The United States reported that the use of satellite 
tags and submersibles had documented post-release survival for bluefin tuna, even in some cases following brief 
surgery. 
 
5.3 Bluefin tuna (East) 
 
The SCRS Chair reviewed the eastern stock assessment and noted the complexity of this assessment. For 
example, although the reported landings are relatively close to the Total Allowable Catch (TAC), the SCRS 
estimated the actual catch to be much higher (around 50,000 t) based on documented fishing vessel capacity and 
several other assumptions. The SCRS expressed concern specifically regarding the increasing and high fishing 
mortality rates on both juvenile and spawning size bluefin, especially over recent years. As with the western 
stock, the SCRS recommended that the next assessment take place in about five years. 
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The SCRS Chair reported that several methodologies were used in the assessment. These included the use of 
indicators from fisheries for which high quality data were available as well as an estimate of the overall catch at 
age for the reported levels of fishing. In all forms of analysis, the results consistently indicated that the recent 
fishing intensity was more than three times higher than that which would allow the stock to sustainably produce 
MSY and these fishing levels would drive the spawning stock to very low levels. The SCRS Chair reported that 
all of the various assessment models applied indicated a high risk of fisheries and stock collapse. 
 
The SCRS assessed multiple management options, including minimum sizes and time-area closures. The SCRS 
Chair noted that increasing the minimum size alone would not be sufficient to rebuild the stock to safe 
sustainable levels, but that some combination of increased minimum size, time-area closures, and decreased total 
allowable catch would likely be required. 
 
The EC thanked the SCRS Chair for the assessment, noting that if recommendations were not followed, this 
would result in the likely collapse of the stock. The Delegate commented that the failure of eastern bluefin tuna 
management was a collective responsibility and thus required a comprehensive solution that included decreasing 
vessel capacity and implementing new market controls. He also suggested that illegal, unregulated, and 
unreported (IUU) fishing activities are also undermining the effectiveness of ICCAT management measures in 
the Mediterranean Sea. Several other delegations indicated their willingness to act decisively to create a 
transparent management regime. 
 
Many delegations questioned the role of bluefin tuna farming regarding data submission. The SCRS Chair noted 
that the Commission is receiving some size at harvest information from bluefin tuna farming operations, but that 
it was difficult to use these data for extrapolations on the fishery as a whole. Specific data needs to include: the 
flag of the harvesting vessel, the size, location, and time at first capture, and the mortality of fish during transport 
to the farming locations. 
 
The United States recalled the concerns in 2002 as regards to exceeding the SCRS recommended harvest levels 
and observed that the previous management recommendation had been agreed upon with the best intentions, but 
that it had simply not been followed. New management measures for the stock, the delegate continued, would 
include a better statistical document program that would capture domestic markets and the increased protection 
and documentation of juveniles in the stock. 
 
Regarding the market control measures suggested by the EC, Japan stated that it would not accept IUU bluefin 
tuna products, and that all CPCs must work together to ensure compliance. There was general agreement that 
new market mechanisms should be considered. 
 
 
6. Report of the 4th Meeting of the Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic 

Bluefin Tuna Management Strategies 
 
The Panel Chair introduced the report (attached as ANNEX 4.1), noting that Annex 3 of the document included 
the assessments of many alternative management scenarios. The Panel Chair concluded his introduction by 
suggesting that the Commission examine the role and capabilities of the Secretariat to engage in monitoring 
actions. 
 
The SCRS Chair commented that the scientific committee had only limited data which are inadequate to quantify 
the actual mixing rates between the stocks, and therefore had to make several qualified assumptions for the 
various scenario analyses it conducted. Regarding mixing, he noted that the best available information indicated 
that mixing did occur to an unquantified level, and that the 45 degrees W line might not be optimal, but that 
currently there were not enough data to provide new guidance to the Commission concerning better management 
unit boundaries. However, he continued, it was likely, given the relative population sizes of the two stocks, that 
even with small mixing rates a decrease in the eastern stock, and thus a decline in the numbers of eastern origin 
fish mixing with western origin fish in the western management unit, would increase the fishing mortality levels 
on the western stock at current harvest levels.  
 
The United States questioned whether a 2,100 t harvest level in the west was functionally equivalent to a 15,000 
t harvest level in the east to achieve the goal of a comparable 20% SPR and the SCRS Chair confirmed this. 
Several delegations questioned the current boundary line between the eastern and western stocks, although many 
noted that there was still not quantitative guidance on moving this line from the SCRS. 
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Croatia questioned whether there was mixing occurring during spawning periods. The SCRS Chair replied that 
information existed that indicated discrete spawning in eastern and western stocks, although some question 
remained about spawning sites within the Mediterranean.  He suggested that one method to manage the unknown 
regarding mixing proportions would be to establish total allowable catches (TACs) following an MSY fishing 
mortality rate strategy which would minimize mixing impacts over the long run. 
 
The European Community indicated its view that the status quo was clearly not working, and that the stock 
needed a long-term rebuilding plan that included reductions in fishing capacity, new market monitoring schemes, 
and an addressing of the IUU vessels now prosecuting the eastern stock. 
 
Replying to several delegations that did not apparently wish changes in the current management regime, Canada 
commented that the scientific advice was quite clear even with the remaining questions regarding mixing 
between the stocks. The delegate continued by stating that the Commission should act proactively and should 
address the question concerning the eastern stock. 
 
Norway reviewed the three conditions that would support a 15,000 t harvest, including a closure of the spawning 
period, an increase in the minimum size, and a complete adherence to the TAC. Based on past poor management 
performance, the delegate pointed out that perhaps there should be no eastern harvest at all. 
 
 
7. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of 

Fishing Possibilities 
 
7.1 Albacore (North and Mediterranean) 
 
Due to time constraints, the Panel did not discuss any new management measures for these stocks. Therefore,  
Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Recommendation by ICCAT on North Atlantic Albacore 
Catch Limits for the Period 2004-2006 was discussed by the Commission for adoption in the Plenary (see 
ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-04]). 
 
7.2 Bluefin tuna (West) 
 
The United States and Japan jointly introduced a proposal to continue the rebuilding plan for the western bluefin 
stock through 2010. The US Delegate briefly reviewed the proposal, noting that it established a TAC at 2,100 t 
as consistent with SCRS advice. He added that this TAC also included dead discards.  
 
Mexico thanked the United States and Japan for the proposal on the western stock. The Delegate then reviewed 
the history of Mexico’s cooperation with the Commission. In light of this management history, and stating that 
he did not want to increase the current total allowable catch (TAC), the Delegate from Mexico requested a 
significant level of directed quota for bluefin tuna. After discussion, it was agreed that Mexico would be given 
two years of directed bluefin quota to explore the feasibility of establishing a bluefin tuna fishery. The U.S. 
Delegate observed, however, that the Gulf of Mexico remained closed to directed fishing for bluefin tuna. 
 
Several delegations questioned whether the proposed TAC would still allow the rebuilding of the western stock 
given the different biological parameters of the two bluefin stocks and whether the proposed harvest levels 
would put more pressure on the eastern stock. The SCRS Chair replied that the general SCRS advice was that 
possible mixing effects would be minimized if both stocks were managed similarly with FMSY strategies. Within 
the context of this guidance, he continued, and assuming recruitment constant with current levels, the proposal 
by the United States was consistent with a FMSY strategy. 
 
Following later agreement among the Parties concerning allocations, the joint U.S./Japan proposal was adopted 
by the Panel as Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Western Atlantic Bluefin Tuna 
Rebuilding Program (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-06]). 
 
7.3 Bluefin tuna (East) 
 
Four documents were introduced by Japan. The first document detailed effective management measures. The 
second and third documents both assessed the current state of bluefin tuna farming, including the identification 
of problems, such as mixed cage holdings, and general trends in farming activities. The delegate agreed that the 
increase in farming activities was understandable, but that these activities should remain transparent and 
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trackable. The final document addressed some of the problems Japan had identified with farming activities, 
including an increase of sampling. 
 
The European Community introduced a comprehensive proposal that included a 15-year recovery plan. Noting 
several similar provisions regarding market control mechanisms, Japan agreed to merge its farming proposal 
with this one. 
 
Several parties observed that the EC proposal several issues, such as the requirement to eliminate the carry-over 
of under harvests. The European Community commented that the poor state of the stock precluded the 
uncertainty of carry-over amounts, to which Canada agreed. Morocco replied that underages were currently 
allowed, and that overages were more of a problem. The delegate continued by stating that such a carry-over 
provision allowed the fishermen to average out poor harvests due to environmental changes or other factors. 
 
The EC Delegate recalled the SCRS guidance on the stock, including concerns regarding poor compliance with 
the past management plan and a level of fishing mortality at approximately three times FMSY. As such, he 
continued, their proposal addressed these concerns with a comprehensive strategy that included a new joint 
international inspection scheme to help combat IUU fishing activities and an emphasis on controlling overall 
harvest capacity. 
 
The EC Delegate noted his disagreement with some of the assumptions by other delegations concerning the 
SCRS advice to the Commission, stating that more emphasis was placed on effort controls and minimum sizes 
than on TAC to achieve short-term gains concerning the stock. The EC proposal, he continued, would decrease 
the juvenile harvest by 50% in the first year through a time-area closure and increase the minimum size, thereby 
reflecting the range of fisheries and fishing communities affected by the status of the stock. He concluded by 
commenting that this proposal would achieve both short, and long-term gains. 
 
The U.S. Delegate specifically questioned whether the monitoring and control measures could be implemented 
and enforced by all the parties participating in the fishery by the time the recommendation went into effect. He 
continued by asking for an SCRS comment on the EC proposal. The SCRS Chair noted that it would not be 
possible for an SCRS assessment of the proposal, but that his analyses indicated that the proposal fell within the 
red range of possible management options from the SCRS assessment.  
 
Norway commented that the EC proposal appeared to have many exceptions. The Delegate expressed the 
opinion that the eastern management measures should include a TAC no greater than 15,000 t, a minimum size 
of 30 kg, a seasonal closure from May through July, and a monitoring and control regime capable of 
enforcement of these provisions. Iceland supported this view, agreeing that fisheries regulations are meaningless 
without adequate enforcement.  
 
The concerns about the implementation of the monitoring and control measures were echoed by Libya, who 
noted that it would be difficult for all parties to comply with these provisions. 
 
The European Community indicated that the EC proposal adopted a more realistic and pragmatic approach that 
accounted for the needs of the various fisheries while remaining consistent with a 10-15 year rebuilding 
schedule. He added that the proposal would strengthen the current management regime regarding bluefin 
farming. Comments were provided by many parties, and there was support by all parties for a comprehensive 
recovery plan.  
 
The United States introduced a proposal for east Atlantic bluefin tuna management to complement the 
monitoring and control mechanisms in the EC proposed recovery plan. The U.S. proposal suggested 
conservation measures, including recommendations from the SCRS to increase the minimum size and implement 
a time/area closure during the Mediterranean spawning period, which would lead to a TAC of approximately 
15,000 t, and an additional monitoring and control mechanism, implementation of tail tags. There was no 
consensus on this proposal, and further discussions focused on the EC proposal. 
 
The delegate from the European Community observed that the Community was of the strong conviction that the 
current state of data reporting was far from optimal, and that it was unfair that some parties were declaring 
overages while others were not. He observed that there was no time or inclination to review the scientific basis 
for the revised plan. He explained that the revised plan clearly demonstrated that the expected catch would be 
approximately 25,000-26,000 t, and that the recovery plan included catch reporting requirements, inspections at 
sea, and other measures that would be effective for the management of the fisheries as part of a long-term 
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rebuilding plan. He further noted that the plan needed to be implemented and assessed, reviewed on a regular 
basis, and that ICCAT must be prepared to take further measures. He clarified that the plan was meant to be a 
dynamic instrument, and that caging in particular required further consideration. 
 
Japan noted their interest in including a capacity cap on bluefin tuna farming, and suggested that the closure 
period for longline be modified to be from May 20 to September 20. Several Parties supported the suggested 
change in the closure period for long line vessels. 
 
The United States stated it would not be able to join consensus on the proposed recovery plan. They recalled that 
there had been two years of additional overharvest since the collection of the data used by SCRS to conduct the 
stock assessment, and that the proposed management plan still lacked any closure of the purse seine fishery 
during the month of June, the peak of the spawning season when the majority of the catch is taken. Further, it 
was noted that quota over-harvests were forgiven in this plan. The U.S. delegate recalled that it was clear from 
the SCRS that the EC proposal would not stop over-fishing, and that the stock could be expected to remain in the 
“red zone”. The United States noted the discussion had reached a point where there was no agreement on the 
management measures in the proposal, and that the concern for the stock under the current proposal remained.  
 
Canada reminded the Parties of the need to follow SCRS advice, to establish management controls with no 
leakage, and to reduce capacity. The delegate noted the significant work done, but that they could not join a 
consensus because the management plan fell short of what was needed to arrest the decline of the stock. The 
delegate offered to work constructively with all parties to ensure that effective measures were implemented to 
arrest decline and rebuild the eastern bluefin tuna stock, recognizing the difficulties and sacrifices required. They 
expressed their appreciation for the efforts of the proposing parties, in particular the European Community. 
 
Norway fully supports the EC proposal regarding the establishment of a comprehensive control regime. It is, 
however, Norway's view that the management measures were insufficient in light of the serious warnings given 
by the SCRS and that these measures will not provide for the recovery of the stock to sustainable levels. 
 
No consensus could be reached on the recovery plan for eastern bluefin tuna, despite extensive negotiations. 
Parties agreed that a roll call vote should be taken because a decision was necessary for a stock at such great risk 
and where there was clearly no consensus. It was noted that 18 of the 19 members of Panel 2 were present. Many 
parties expressed regret that ICCAT had to resort to a vote, noting that they could not recall the last time such a 
vote was taken at an ICCAT meeting. All parties preferred to take a decision by consensus, and many parties 
made this statement before the vote was taken, and reiterated their regret after the vote was taken.  
 
The statements submitted in writing to Panel 2 are attached as Appendices 2 to 7 to ANNEX 9. 
 
The United States joined other parties in expressing their discomfort with having to conduct a vote, however, 
restated their serious concerns as regards to the stock, and further noted the possibility that parties will return 
next year with harvests ranging from 45,000-50,000 t. They recognized that the European Community had 
worked hard on the control measures and this made their decision not to support the proposal difficult. The 
delegate noted that all Parties will be paying close attention to the implementation of the EC proposal in 2007. 
He stated that if management measures that would lead to rebuilding had been part of the plan, a possible 
consensus could have been reached. Finally, the U.S. representative offered to work with Parties in the future to 
improve the EC proposal. 
 
Before the proposal was put to vote, Norway made a verbal statement to inform the Panel of its demand for a 
quota share recognizing Norway as a coastal State. Norway underlined that any Norwegian quota will be set 
aside for conservation purposes until the stock has recovered, and that it considered that the EC proposal denied 
Norway the possibility to utilize a quota in the future. As a matter of principle, Norway informed the Panel of its 
intention to object to a proposal denying its rights as a coastal state 
 
Iceland noted their discomfort with the recovery plan. They observed that the plan was for 15 years, but specific 
measures were proposed only for the next four years. They sought clarification that the control measures could 
be renegotiated in four years, in particular closures. The delegate from the European Community clarified that 
the plan is subject to continual review, and that such review was consistent with the goal to ensure sustainability 
of the fishery and recovery of the stocks. The Panel Chair confirmed that all ICCAT conservation measures can 
be reviewed by the Commission. 
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The results of the roll call vote were: ten in favor of the proposal (Algeria, China, European Community, 
Croatia, Japan, Korea, Libya, Morocco, Tunisia, Turkey), four against (Canada, France-St. Pierre & Miquelon, 
Norway, United States), and four abstentions (Belize, Iceland, Mexico, St. Vincent and the Grenadines). Panel 2 
adopted the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin tuna in the 
Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (attached as ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-05] based on this vote, and submitted the 
proposal to the Plenary for consideration.   
 
Norway requested a clarification on the voting rules, in particular when a simple majority versus 2/3 majority 
were required. The Chair noted that in this case Articles VIII.b.i and IX of the Convention applied. 
 
It was agreed to have a further meeting of Panel 2 in early 2007 to discuss allocations of eastern bluefin tuna.  
 
A Resolution limiting the catch of bluefin tuna by large-scale tuna longline vessels was introduced by Canada, 
who commented that the proposal simply continues the 2002 agreement. There were no comments from the 
Panel concerning the proposal, and the Chair agreed to forward it to the Plenary session as Resolution by ICCAT 
on Fishing Bluefin Tuna in the Atlantic Ocean (see ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-08]). 
 
 
8. Research 
 
The Chair of SCRS noted that the research recommendations in the SCRS report were extensive. He observed 
that many of the recommendations would be addressed by the Commission’s requirements for data collection. 
He indicated that funding opportunities to address further research appear limited.  
  
 
9. Other matters 
 
The Panel discussed costs beyond the estimated amounts presented by the Secretariat that would be incurred 
associated with implementing Recommendation [Rec. 06-05]. The Secretariat noted that additional funds of 
approximately 216,000 Euros would be required to implement this management plan. It was agreed that this 
issue would be addressed in the Plenary. 
  
 
10. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
The meeting of Panel 2 was adjourned. 
 
The Report of Panel 2 was adopted by correspondence.  
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 3 
 
1. Opening of the meeting  
 
The meeting was opened by the Panel 3 Chair, Mr. André Share (South Africa).  
 
 
2. Adoption of Agenda  
 
The Tentative Agenda was adopted without modification (attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9).  
 
 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur  
 
The Secretariat served as Rapporteur.  
 
 
4. Review of Panel membership  
 
At the request of the Chairman, the Executive Secretary explained that Belize had requested to become a 
member and that the United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) had requested to withdraw from Panel 3. With these 
changes, Panel 3 currently comprises seven Contracting Parties: Belize, Brazil, European Community, Japan, 
Namibia, South Africa, and the United States of America, all of which were present.  
 
 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)  
 
5.1 Southern bluefin tuna  
 
Dr. Gerald Scott, SCRS Chairman, briefly reminded the Panel that southern bluefin tuna was assessed by the 
Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT), and explained that no report on this 
species was received from that organization in 2006.  
 
5.2 South Atlantic albacore  
 
Dr. Scott reported that the last assessment of the southern albacore stock was conducted in 2003 and the next 
assessment was scheduled for 2007. The last assessment indicates that the stock is in a healthy state and the most 
recent reported catches (17,928 t) are below the current catch limit of 29,200 t.  
 
 
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of 

Fishing Possibilities  
 
6.1 Southern bluefin tuna  
 
Since this stock is managed by the CCSBT, there was no discussion on this matter.  
 
6.2 South Atlantic albacore  
 
Belize announced that it would like to request an additional 500 t over its current catch limitation. The Chairman 
of Panel 3 noted that the multi-year management program currently in effect for this stock is expected to be 
reviewed in 2007, at which time the catch limits for all Parties could be considered. With regard to its current 
catch levels, Belize stated that as already notified to the Commission on 11 November 2005, and in accordance 
with paragraph 6 of the Recommendation by ICCAT on the Southern Albacore Catch Limit for 2005, 2006 and 
2007 [Rec. 04-04], its annual catch limit is 110% of the average 1992-1996 catch of 327 t, i.e., an annual catch 
limit of 360 t. The SCRS Chairman requested Belize to submit the Task I and Task II statistics to the Secretariat 
following the required reporting procedures, to which Belize agreed. 
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7. Research  
 
Dr. Scott noted that scientific work undertaken in 2007 will focus on the assessment of southern albacore with 
particular attention to the preparatory work on statistics.  
 
 
8. Other matters  
 
No other matters were discussed.  
 
 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment  
 
The Report of Panel 3 was adopted and the meeting was adjourned. 
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 4 
 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The Meeting of the Panel was chaired by Mr. Masanori Miyahara (Japan). 
 
 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
 
The Agenda was adopted without change and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9. 
 
 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
 
Mr. Ben Cattermole (EC-UK) was appointed Rapporteur. 
 
 
4. Review of Panel Membership 
 
With the admission of Senegal and Sao Tome & Principe, and the withdrawal of United Kingdom (Overseas 
Territories), Panel 4 is currently comprised of the following 26 Contracting Parties: Algeria, Angola, Belize, 
Brazil, Canada, China  (People’s Rep.), Côte d’Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, European Community, France (St. 
Pierre & Miquelon), Gabon, Japan, Korea (Rep.), Mexico, Morocco, Namibia, Sao Tome & Principe, Senegal, 
South Africa, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, Trinidad & Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United States, Uruguay, and 
Venezuela.  
 
 
5. Report from the Standing Committee on Research and Statistic (SCRS) 
 
Dr. Gerald Scott, Chairman of SCRS, summarized the pertinent sections of the SCRS Report that are of concern 
to Panel 4.  

5.1 Atlantic swordfish 
 
The SCRS stated that North Atlantic swordfish is considered to be in a good state with reported catch below the 
estimated maximum sustainable yield of 14,000 t. Due to uncertainty in the status of South Atlantic swordfish, 
the SCRS recommended that annual catch should not exceed the provisionally estimated MSY of 17,000 t. The 
SCRS noted that the working group earlier in the year on stock structuring had revealed general support for the 
current understanding of the structure but that there could be some improvement made on the north/south 
boundary. However there was insufficient data at present to confirm where any new boundary should be set. 
 
5.2 Mediterranean swordfish 
 
This stock will be assessed in 2007. SCRS expressed concern that there was insufficient data and that the 2005 
catch was not yet fully reported. This contributed to unreliable estimates of biomass in relation to BMSY.  
 
5.3 Marlins and sailfish 
 
The Committee reported that assessment of sailfish was inhibited because the stock is reported in combination 
with spearfish. On billfish SCRS confirmed that they were not making projections based on 2005 catches, but 
were concerned that catch appeared to be so high above estimated maximum sustainable yield.  
 
The SCRS considers that artisanal fisheries are currently outside the scope of the blue and white marlin recovery 
plan as the current Recommendation [Rec. 00-13] applies to purse seine and long lining industrial fisheries. The 
SCRS also recommended that a reduction in mortality in artisanal fisheries would increase the chance of stock 
recovery.  
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The European Community suggested that the apparent increase of catches of blue marlin was due to recently 
improved reporting on a fishery which had long been in existence, and that there would be further undocumented 
fisheries in the Caribbean where improvement of reporting should be considered.  
 
5.4 Sharks 
 
The SCRS believes catches to be higher than historically reported to ICCAT. This is based on estimates from 
shark/tuna catch ratio and shark fin trade information. The SCRS recommendation for a data preparatory 
meeting and Uruguay’s generous offer to host this was endorsed by the panel. The European Community and 
Canada requested that CPCs field wide representation at the data preparatory meeting in order that all relevant 
stocks and potential management measures could be considered. The United States commended Chinese Taipei 
for supplying data on sharks. 
 
The Panel deferred decision, to its 2007 annual meeting, on the SCRS recommendation on the 5% fin to body 
ratio needing better definition regarding type of fins and method of processing. 
 
 
6. Measures for the Conservation of Stocks and Implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of 

Fishing Possibilities  
 
6.1 Northern swordfish 
 
A proposal for a Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic 
Swordfish  concerning allocation and total allowable catch was adopted by the Panel and referred to Plenary (see 
ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-02]).  
 
6.2 Southern swordfish 
 
A proposal for a Recommendation by ICCAT on South Atlantic Swordfish Catch Limits was made by the Chair 
on allocation and total allowable catch. This was adopted and referred to Plenary (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-03]). 
Vanuatu and Chinese Taipei expressed concern over the level of their catch limits.  
 
Statements submitted in writing to Panel 4 are attached as Appendices 8 to 12 to ANNEX 9. 
 
6.3 Billfish and sharks 
 
6.3.1 Blue marlin and white marlin  
 
The Chair noted that there was insufficient understanding of the impact of the artisanal fleet on the marlin stocks 
and therefore a need to improve management strategy on this fleet. In this regard, a proposal for a 
Recommendation by ICCAT to Further Strengthen the Plan to Rebuild Blue Marlin and White Marlin 
Populations (PA4-115) concerning a rebuilding plan for billfish, extending and amending the existing rebuilding 
plan for blue marlin and white marlin was adopted and referred to Plenary (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-09]).  
 
6.3.2 Sharks 
 
A proposed Supplementary Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Conservation of Sharks Caught in 
Association with Fisheries Managed by ICCAT concerning shark conservation and stock assessments was 
adopted with changes agreed to at the table, and referred to Plenary (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-10]).  
 
 
7. Research 
 
The Panel endorsed the SCRS recommendations for research on inter alia, the boundaries of Atlantic swordfish 
stocks, historic catch and effort data for billfishes, and observer based sampling on shark catch composition in 
the tuna fisheries.  
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8. Other matters 
 
8.1 Concerning a definition of artisanal fisheries 
 
The FAO definition of artisanal fisheries was formally acknowledged, but not adopted, by the Panel. Canada was 
concerned that management measures would not apply to artisanal fleets under this definition.  
 
8.2 Carry over of overages and underages for annual quota 
 
Discussion on this subject was deferred to the Compliance Committee. 
 
 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
The meeting of Panel 4 was adjourned. 
 
The Report of Panel 4 was adopted by correspondence. 
 
 

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9 
 

Panel Agendas 
 
Panel 1 
1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
4. Review of Panel membership 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
6.   Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing 

Possibilities 
7. Research 
8. Other matters 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
Panel 2 
1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
4. Review of Panel membership 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
6. Report of the 4th Meeting of the Working Group to Develop Integrated and Coordinated Atlantic Bluefin 

Tuna Management Strategies 
7. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing 

Possibilities 
8. Research 
9. Other matters 
10. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
Panel 3 
1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
4. Review of Panel membership 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing 

Possibilities 
7. Research 
8. Other matters 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
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Panel 4 
1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Adoption of Agenda 
3. Appointment of Rapporteur 
4. Review of Panel membership 
5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks and implementation of ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing 

Possibilities 
7. Research 
8. Other matters 
9. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
 

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) to Panel 2 
 

France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) reiterates the statement it made at the last meetings of the 
Commission. France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) recalled that it supported the Recommendations concerning the 
conservation of west Atlantic bluefin tuna, with the reservation that, at the 2006 ICCAT meeting, in which the 
management measures on this stock would be reviewed (Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Conservation 
of Western Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [Rec. 02-07] and the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Western 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Rebuilding Program and the Conservation and Management Measures for Bluefin Tuna in 
the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 04-05]), the ICCAT Criteria for the Allocation of Fishing 
Possibilities [Ref. 01-25] adopted in 2001 would be duly taken into account. 
 
In this context, France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) recalls the request it made in 2002 and reiterated in 
2003 and in 2005 for a significant re-evaluation of its quota, which would assure the local continuity of the 
fishing activity. 
 
In effect, in 1998, France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) was attributed a fixed quota of 4 t of west Atlantic 
bluefin tuna per year, whilst the overages or underages can be carried over or subtracted two years following the 
year of the catch. Although since 2003 the carryovers have allowed an increase in the annual catch possibilities, 
the initial quota is insufficient for our islands whose population of 7000 is dependent on fishing. 
 
The construction of a vessel based on the only quota allocated to France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) is 
not economically viable and the recourse to chartering associated to the use of carryovers of underages, has been 
the only means up to now of assuring minimal activity, which has only modest repercussions for the islands (lack 
of landings in the territory and activities in the local transformation units). 
 
The major concern of this delegation is the sustainable management of fishing in the Convention area. This 
management should encompass biological and socio-economic criteria. France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) is 
presently concerned about the current state of the stock of bluefin tuna and is conscious of the efforts that will be 
required of all the members of ICCAT. Without prejudice to the discussions that will allow us to determine what 
efforts should be made in order to assure the recovery of the stock, France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) 
wishes to insist on the vital importance for its fishery as well as for the economy of its territories that that the 
possibilities of flexibility that chartering offers and the carryovers of underages of its quota, which represents 
less than 5% of the TAC distributed among all the Parties that carry out this fishing. France (St. Pierre & 
Miquelon) wishes to continue using these methods, in looking forward to an increase in its quota that will allow 
a French vessel owner to carry out a continuous and profitable activity, rationally exploiting its part of the 
fishing possibilities.   
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by Mexico to Panel 2 
 

Mexico has an historical tradition and ample experience in tuna fishing. For this reason, the conservation and 
sustainable use of these resources by means of adequate management plans constitute a priority of its fishing 
policy. 
 
In this sense, the recovery and sustainability of the eastern and western stocks of bluefin tuna require ICCAT´s 
immediate and priority attention. This is why Mexico fully supports the recommendations of the Standing 
Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS), specifically the reduction of the TAC from 2,700 t to 2,100 t 
annually for the western stock.  
 
Mexico underscores the importance of not increasing fishing effort on this resource, including on the stock of 
western bluefin tuna. 
 
An essential component of the conservation and sustainability of this resource is the adequate protection of the 
spawning areas, which include the Gulf of Mexico and also the Mediterranean. Therefore, as a member of 
ICCAT and even before becoming a member, Mexico has adopted strict measures which include the complete 
suspension of catches directed at bluefin tuna within the Gulf of Mexico. Furthermore, and with respect to other 
fisheries developed in the Gulf of Mexico, additional measures have been taken to limit and reduce by-catches 
that could occur on bluefin tuna. 
  
For this reason and have having abstained for several years to exercise its right to develop a bluefin tuna fishery, 
Mexico has requested ICCAT, for the next biennial period of the corresponding resolution, a catch quota of 200 t 
annually, so that it can initiate a sustainable development of the fishery on this fishing resource outside the Gulf 
of Mexico. Further, considering the reduction in the TAC recommended by the SCRS, this would not imply any 
additional fishing effort on the western stock, but it is related to the redistribution of the regional quotas of this 
resource. This initial request should be gradually incremented, finally permitting Mexico to initiate its full right, 
as a coastal State, to the use of the important fishing resource of the western Atlantic. 
  
Mexico considers that this responsible and moderate approach and its granting constitutes recognition of 
Mexico’s efforts for the conservation of the resource the sustainability of the stock according to Resolution [Res. 
02-07], which also constitutes a positive incentive in favor of achieving the Commission’s objectives and also 
corresponds to the objectives of fishing sustainability and management, derived from the FAO Code of Conduct 
for Responsible Fishing. In the same way, Mexico affirms that access to the resources should not be subject to 
any condition other than equity, sustainability and conservation programs for the corresponding fishing 
management. 
 
Mexico reiterates its legitimate right to develop and participate in the bluefin tuna fishery and to attain a 
redistribution of the catch quotas that are equitable and which now urgently consider the allocation criteria 
adopted by the Commission which are not yet reflected. 
 
Likewise, Mexico affirms that the fishing resources do not pertain to a limited group and that they should be 
available to the countries, as established in the Law of the Sea, the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, the 
ICCAT Convention, and other applicable international instruments. 
  
Finally, Mexico invites the Contracting Parties of this Commission to recognize the need to achieve an equitable 
redistribution of the allocations of the resources regulated by the Commission, which permit more participation 
of its members, an aspect that is imperative to revise as soon as possible.  
 
 

Appendix 4 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by the United States to Panel 2 
 
“High risk of fishery and stock collapse.” This is the situation facing bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean. In fact, the eastern stock is amongst the ICCAT stocks in the worst shape. And the fishery is 
apparently unconstrained. Despite a 32,000 t Total Allowable Catch (TAC), conservative estimates from the 
Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) put catches in this fishery at around 50,000 t.  
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In 2002, we reluctantly joined in consensus on a plan that eastern harvesters stressed would get the eastern 
fishery under control. Although we were very concerned that the proposed TAC was much higher than the 
scientific advice, we agreed with the plan given assurances that it would result in better data and would reduce 
small fish harvests. Here we are, four years later, and the situation has simply gotten worse. Some of the eastern 
harvesting countries have been either   unwilling or unable to meet the requirements of the plan. Major problems 
with compliance, including data reporting and quota management, continue unabated. 
 
Effective conservation measures must be implemented now to address this critical situation. We must see 
conservation and management proposals that take clear heed of the scientific advice and recognize the need for 
precautionary management. Moreover, we absolutely must have oversight elements in any management plan-
including for the farming sector -to ensure its effective implementation by all parties. Strict requirements, similar 
to those adopted for Chinese Taipei in 2005, should be applied to the eastern bluefin harvesters. Equity demands 
a similar approach to similar problems. 
 
Let me be clear, the United States is not prepared to accept more promises this year. Given the dire state of the 
resource, the United States will be unable to support any fishery for eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin 
tuna if no sound rebuilding plan with enforceable monitoring and control measures is adopted.  
 
In the West, fishery participants have followed the science and closely complied with the terms of the rebuilding 
program, yet the stock is not recovering as expected. We believe that this is, in part, due to the dynamics of stock 
mixing. SCRS has clearly noted that poor management of the eastern stock/fishery is negatively impacting our 
western stock/fishery. And it cannot be disputed that the eastern fishery is suffering a severe management 
failure. 
 
The priority for the 2006 meeting of Panel 2, Mr. Chairman, should be improving conservation and management 
-- and compliance -- in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna. As for the West, we can assure you 
that we will support measures consistent with scientific advice, and we will continue to implement agreed 
measures vigorously. 
 
 

Appendix 5 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by the International Confederation  
of Sport Fishing (CIPS) To Panel 2 

 
The Confederation International de la Pêche Sportive, CIPS (International Confederation of Sport Fishing), 
which groups together the International Federations carrying out sport fishing in fresh water and at sea has once 
again, at the request from the Federation Francaise des Pecheurs en Mer, FFPM (French Federation of Sea 
Fishers) provided proof to the SCRS (Document SCRS/2006/160) that bluefin tuna over 100 kg have totally 
disappeared from the French Mediterranean coasts. The Italian and Spanish sport fishery have recently pointed 
out the same phenomenon. 
 
Sport fishing, which is not very prevalent (in France, less than 1% of the quotas allocated to French professional 
fishing), still has very important socio-economic weight for the areas where it is carried out, cannot be 
insensitive to the disappearance of these large spawners considered by the scientists as the most capable of 
reproducing. 
 
We have looked carefully at the SCRS Report and its conclusions, and therefore we would like to approve the 
request for support of the following points: 
 
a) That important measures be implemented to curb all illegal fishing. 
b) That the minimum size of 10 kg be extended to the overall Mediterranean and east Atlantic stock in order to 

avoid all fraud in commercialization. We also request the countries concerned to respect this minimum size 
recommended by ICCAT and GFCM by severely sanctioning professional sport or recreational fishers who 
may be guilty of fraud. Too many under-sized catches are still taken. 

c) That if the minimum size is to be lifted (up to 25 kg) it be carried out in a progressive manner and spread out 
over 3 or 5 years. 
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Sport fishing is, if this is necessary, open to full withdrawal from the major spawning areas¸ defined by the 
scientists, and this during the period from May 1 to July 15, with the condition that this measure be respected 
and extended to all the Mediterranean and east Atlantic fisheries. 
 
The International Federation of Sport of Sport Fishers at Sea (FIPS-M) will endeavor to record the catches made 
by the sport fishery of at least the three major fishing countries: France, Italy and Spain, whilst requests for 
information will be made to Croatia, Greece and Malta. All this information will be transmitted to the ICCAT 
scientists. 
 
The sport fishery, which is a responsible fishery, conducted a tagging campaign in 2006 in accordance with 
ICCAT, in which some bluefin tuna were tagged. If ICCAT grants us its consent, we will pursue this program in 
2007 in the Mediterranean and east Atlantic. 
 

Appendix 6 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by Medisamak to Panel 2 
 
The Mediterranean fishing professionals wish to communicate the following proposals regarding any ICCAT 
recommendation for a multi-annual recovery plan for the bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean 
Sea.  
Regarding the minimum size and in order to better protect the bluefin tuna stock and in particular juveniles, the 
fishing professionals request the harmonization of the minimum size at 10kg.  

 
In order to better protect the bluefin tuna stock, the fishing professionals also request an important biological rest 
starting on 15 July until 31 December for all fishing gears including sport/non commercial/recreational fishing 
(except for longliners under 24m, and baitboats). They underline the enormous joint effort made and economic 
sacrifice in order to respond to the ICCAT preoccupation to ensure a better management and protection of the 
resource and they request that the politicians take these efforts into account.  
 
Regarding IUU fisheries, the fishing professionals, satisfied that the IUU issue is a priority within the UN, 
request the immediate adoption of an intervention scheme against the IUU vessels flying flags of convenience 
and operating in the Mediterranean Sea. 
 
The aim is to stop the vessels fishing in impunity, not complying with the international regulations, and 
damaging the state of the resource as well as provoking the collapse of prices which must keep on being a 
species with high commercial value.  
 
Imposing new restrictions on professional fishermen without progressing in this field would be absurd.  
 
The fishing professionals reiterate that all the scientists and NGO’s denounce illegal fishing as well.  
 
These proposals made by professionals prove their will to contribute to the sustainable management of fish 
stocks.  
 
 

Appendix 7 to ANNEX 9 
 

 
Statement by the World Wildlife Fund for Nature (WWF) to Panel 2 

 
As ICCAT crucial meeting approaches its closure, the WWF would like to remind all attending delegations their 
enormous responsibility in front of world citizens for adopting the right measures to ensure the recovery of 
bluefin tuna stock and avoid its collapse.  
 
WWF is extremely concerned by the progress of negotiations and would like to make the following remarks: 
 
− SCRS established a clear framework for assessing management policy options based on the 

green/yellow/red criteria. Green: “safely sustainable”; yellow: “caution zone, overfishing/overfished” and 
red: “danger zone, substantial risk of severe decline and stock collapse”. 
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− The bluefin tuna recovery plan the world is expecting from this meeting must forcedly fit within the “green” 
SCRS area. Any other outcome will mean the failure of ICCAT as a responsible fisheries management 
organization. 
 

− Including June in any seasonal closure of industrial fishing (longlining and purse seining) is a must for any 
meaningful recovery scenario according to SCRS advice. 
 

− Protection of spawners is the most effective management measure in the short-term to avoid stock collapse. 
 

− Any TAC higher than 15,000 t would entail the collapse of the stock as established by SCRS. 
 
WWF hopes ICCAT Contracting Parties will assume its high responsibility in this historical moment. We 
strongly believe there wouldn’t be a second chance. 

Appendix 8 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by Angola to Panel 4 
 
As a member of ICCAT since 1979, Angola continues to contribute to the financing of the organization. 
 
Angola, a southeastern Atlantic coastal country, has always honored its financial commitments, since it has 
never been in arrears. On the contrary, it currently has a positive in its favor. 
 
The Angolan Government has already approved a special program for the development of the fishing sector 
which is on-going, in particular, the development of the most important fisheries, which includes tuna and tuna-
like species. 
 
Taking these considerations into account, Angola requests an annual quota of 500 t of South Atlantic swordfish. 

 
 

Appendix 9 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) to Panel 4 
 

In 2003, France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) was allocated a fixed quota of 35 t per year of North 
Atlantic swordfish in 2003, whose overages or underages could be carried over or deducted two years following 
the year of the catch.  
 
While since 2003 the carrying over of underages has permitted an increase in the annual catch possibilities, the 
initial quota is insufficient for our islands whose population of 7,000 is dependent on fishing. 
 
The construction of a vessel based on the only quota allocated to France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) is 
not economically viable and the recourse to chartering associated to the use of carryovers of underages has been 
the only means up to now of assuring minimal activity, which has only modest repercussions for the islands (lack 
of landings in the territory and activities for the local transformation units). 
 
Thus, the outcome of the stock assessments foreseen for 2006 by the Recommendation by ICCAT to Amend the 
Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic Swordfish and South Atlantic Swordfish [Rec. 03-03], France (on behalf 
of St. Pierre & Miquelon) will request a significant increase in the catch quota of North Atlantic swordfish than 
that which is currently allocated, in order to respond to the needs of the population of St. Pierre & Miquelon. 
 
The objective is to have resources available capable of making the activity of one fishing vessel profitable. The 
employment generated by this vessel (crew, maintenance of transformation machinery) will have important 
repercussions for the islands. 
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Appendix 10 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by Senegal to Panel 4 
 
Senegal does not agree with the proposal of maintaining the current quotas on North Atlantic swordfish up to 
2007. 
 
Senegal believes that the Panels can carry out a re-distribution to those States that have not benefited from the 
quotas. 
 
This matter merits a very thorough review. 
 

Appendix 11 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by the United States to Panel 4 
 
The United States would like to recognize the historic accomplishment of all Parties who have contributed to the 
rebuilding of North Atlantic swordfish. In a short period of time, we have reversed the fortunes of this valuable 
and once declining species and now stand on the verge of achieving success unprecedented in the history of this 
organization or any other regional fishery management fishery organization. The rebuilding of North Atlantic 
swordfish is an example of what can be accomplished when sound scientific advice, strong science-based 
management, and Parties work cooperatively. 
 
The United States has played a pivotal role in this effort and U.S. fishermen, in particular, have made substantial 
sacrifices. Under an ecosystem approach, time/area closures and other measures for the protection of juvenile 
swordfish, marlin, and endangered sea turtles have significantly reduced the mortality from the U.S. fishery.  
 
The United States fleet has been in a transition during rebuilding. While maintaining our commitment to an 
ecosystem management approach, we are now actively engaged in restructuring and strengthening our fleet. 
 
It also appears that declines with regard to Atlantic blue and white marlin may have been arrested. This is good 
news for ICCAT and these severely overfished species, but the science on which these conclusions are based is 
uncertain because of data deficiencies. It is the hope of the United States that the declines of these species have 
indeed been halted. The United States believes that ICCAT must, at a minimum, maintain current management 
measures until stock status improves and data deficiencies are resolved. 
 
We remain concerned about the status of sharks. ICCAT must continue to improve data collection regarding 
these vulnerable animals. The United States intends to revisit shark conservation and management after the next 
assessment. 
 

Appendix 12 to ANNEX 9 
 

Statement by Vanuatu to Panel 4 
 

As a member of the esteemed ICCAT since 2002, the Republic of Vanuatu continues to contribute to the 
financing of the organization and remains unequivocally committed to the work and the vision of the 
International Commission on the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT). 
 
Vanuatu, a southwestern Pacific Ocean coastal State and equally a distance fishing nation has always honored 
and respected it’s financial commitments to ICCAT and is in the process of completing it’s outstanding dues 
(around €16,000) in the next few days to the Secretariat as an integral part of it’s obligations as enshrined in the 
ICCAT standing regulations. 
 
The Government of the Republic of Vanuatu is committed to the long-term development and promotion of its 
fisheries sector through its development plans and programs, particularly in the growing fisheries sector which 
inter alia includes tuna and other related tuna-like species. 
 
On the basis of the above consideration, Vanuatu requests an annual quota of 500 t of both southern and northern 
Atlantic swordfish. Thank you for your consideration and assistance in this important regard. 
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ANNEX 10 
 
 

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE CONSERVATION AND 
MANAGEMENT MEASURES COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 

 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee met during the 15th Special Meeting of the 
Commission (Dubrovnik, Croatia, November 17 to 26, 2006). Mr. Friedrich Wieland (European Community) 
chaired the meeting.  
 
 
2. Adoption of the Agenda 
 
The Tentative Agenda was adopted without any changes and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10. 
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
Mr. Robert Thomas (European Community) was appointed Rapporteur. 
 
 
4. National rules for the application of ICCAT measures 
 
The Delegates’ attention was drawn to the document distributed by the Secretariat containing a compilation of 
Contracting Parties’ Annual Reports.  
 
The United States noted that only 29 Contracting Parties had submitted their Annual Reports as of November 11, 
2006. There was no further discussion on this point. 
 
 
5. Status of the compliance of Contracting Parties concerning statistics including the application of 

Recommendation [05-09] 
 
The Secretariat introduced its Report on Statistics and Coordination of Research in 2006.  
 
Addressing the issue of the application of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Compliance with Statistical 
Reporting Obligations [Rec. 05-09], the Chair of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) 
stressed the importance of data submission. He noted a general decline in both the quantity and the quality of 
data received and the implications this had for stock assessment and management purposes. 
 
The United States thanked the Secretariat and SCRS Chair for their work but questioned whether the data could 
be presented in a more accessible way. The United States underlined the importance of data submission for stock 
assessments and the work of the Committee and reminded other Contracting Parties of their obligations under 
Recommendation [05-09] to explain the reasons for their data deficiencies. It suggested that effective remedies 
needed to be found to address Contracting Parties' compliance shortcomings. 
 
Similar sentiments were expressed by Brazil, Ghana, Morocco and Japan. 
 
 
6. Status of the compliance of the Contracting Parties concerning ICCAT conservation and management 

measures 
 
The Chair drew Delegates' attention to a document prepared by the Secretariat that summarized information 
received since the last Committee meeting on Contracting Parties' compliance with and observance of ICCAT 
conservation and management measures. 
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Before turning to an examination of the Compliance Tables, the Committee had a preliminary exchange of views 
on the issue of the treatment of under and over harvests. 
 
6.1 Review of the Compliance Tables 
 
North Atlantic albacore 
 
The European Community noted that it intended to carry forward its under-harvest in accordance with the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on North Atlantic Albacore Catch Limits for the Period 2004-2006 [Rec. 03-06]. In 
response to a question from the United States on the calculation of its adjusted quota and the application of its 
under-harvest, the European Community replied that the relevant explanations could be found in its Annual 
Report. 
 
A number of Delegates questioned the reported catch figure for Vanuatu and requested more detailed 
information on how the figure had been determined and reported to the Secretariat. Japan drew the Committee's 
attention to information submitted by Chinese Taipei pursuant to the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding 
Control of Chinese Taipei's Atlantic Bigeye Fishery [Rec. 05-02] in which 14 Chinese Taipei longline vessels 
were reported as being active in the Atlantic under the flag of Vanuatu. It considered that Chinese Taipei had 
doubled its entitlement by resorting to the use of a flag of convenience. 
 
Vanuatu stated that it respected its ICCAT and UNCLOS obligations and would endeavor to provide an accurate 
figure to the Committee. It was agreed that the figures would be subject to review in 2007. 
 
The United States inquired as to the measures undertaken by Venezuela to reduce its catches. In response, 
Venezuela requested flexibility for its by-catch. This request for flexibility was endorsed by Japan which called 
for this issue to be included in the next management plan. 
 
South Atlantic albacore 
 
The Chair reminded Delegates that no carry-forward of under-harvests was permitted for this stock under the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on the Southern Albacore Catch Limit for 2005 [Rec. 04-04]. 
 
The majority of Delegates who intervened on this table concurred with the Chair's interpretation and suggested 
that the table be amended accordingly.  
 
Japan suggested that the initial catch limit shown for Belize should be 100 t, as catches recorded in the reference 
years came from IUU fishing activities.  
 
Belize refuted this allegation and referred to earlier Panel discussions on this issue. It stated that it would supply 
catch information to the SCRS in support of its claim. 
 
North Atlantic swordfish 
 
The Chair noted that there was an error in the figures for Canada that would be amended. 
 
Morocco expressed concern at the high level of carry over of under harvests and called on the Committee to 
address this issue. 
 
The Chair ruled that the issue should be dealt with by the appropriate panel and stressed that the Committee's 
role was to assess compliance with recommendations in force. 
 
The European Community expressed its intention to carry forward its under-harvest as permitted by the 
Supplemental Recommendation by ICAT to Amend the Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic Swordfish [Rec. 
04-02]. 
 
Japan highlighted discrepancies between the figures shown in the table in respect of the Philippines and Vanuatu 
and data as reported elsewhere by the countries concerned. 
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South Atlantic swordfish 
 
The Chair noted that the 2005 catch figure for Cote d'Ivoire would be amended as requested and reminded 
delegates of the need to address the pending interpretative issue regarding the carry forward of under harvests for 
this stock. 
  
The European Community questioned the carry forward of under-harvests as it did not believe this practice to be 
permitted by the relevant Recommendation. It believed the same rules should apply to all and if Contracting 
Parties objected to a particular Recommendation that this should be reflected in a footnote to the table. 
 
Namibia also requested clarification of this issue. 
 
Brazil recalled that it, as well as Uruguay and South Africa, had objected to the Recommendation by ICCAT 
Regarding Compliance in the South Atlantic Swordfish Fishery [Rec. 97-08]. Therefore, Brazil considered that 
the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance with Management Measures which Define Quotas and 
or Catch Limits [Rec. 00-14] which permitted the carry forward of under-harvests applied in this situation. Brazil 
noted that this was also the interpretation reached by the compendium working group. The United States 
expressed concern about that interpretation. 
 
Japan remarked that, in its case, the carry forward of under-harvests was clearly specified in the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on South Atlantic Swordfish Catch Limits [Rec. 02-03]. Japan highlighted 
discrepancies between the figures shown in the table in respect of the Philippines and data as reported elsewhere 
by the country concerned. 
 
The United States requested clarification from Uruguay regarding its over harvest. Uruguay responded that like 
Brazil and South Africa, it had objected to the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the South 
Atlantic Swordfish Fishery [Rec. 97-08]. 
 
The Chair concluded that this remained a difficult interpretative issue. In view of the fact that Panel 4 had been 
requested to advise on the interpretation and to consider any necessary follow-up actions, the Chair suggested 
that the Committee should revert to this issue once Panel 4 has completed its deliberations. 
 
There was also some longer discussion about unrestrained carry-overs of under-harvests over an undetermined 
period of time. Views were expressed that such unlimited piling-up of under-harvests would conflict with 
conservation requirements and therefore, that some strings should be attached to such carry-overs. Others opined 
that applicable measures did not provide for restrictions of carry-overs of under-harvests over many years but 
that conservation considerations might warrant the introduction of restrictions in the future. 
 
The Chair concluded that this was indeed a topic worth considering and, as appropriate, addressing in the 
formulation of future general carry-over policy. 
 
Ghana stressed the developmental role of its fisheries sector and recalled its request for a quota for this stock. 
 
East Atlantic bluefin tuna 
 
The United States expressed grave concern at the situation of this stock. It questioned the utility of reviewing the 
compliance table given the SCRS's estimate of the true catch level. It suggested that a future management plan 
should address the 'payback' of over harvests and noted that catches under the 'others' heading exceeded the 
'others' quota. 
 
The European Community stressed the collective responsibility of Parties for this stock and the need to reinforce 
and implement effective control measures at all points along the chain.  
 
Japan drew Delegates' attention to the results of its study undertaken with Turkey on Turkish bluefin tuna 
farming. It noted that the two Parties had not been able to reach a consensus regarding the level of Turkey's 
bluefin tuna catch in 2004 and that the catch data reported under the 'others' heading continued to exceed the 
'others' quota.  
 
Turkey stated that ICCAT conversion factors were not realistic and that this should fact should be taken into 
account. 
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Japan also expressed concern at the level of Libyan catches and asked what measures had been taken to address 
the situation. 
 
Libya noted that it had objected to its quota allocation and asked the Secretariat to confirm this fact. It regretted 
the non-transparent manner in which quotas were determined. It made a number of allegations of IUU fishing 
activities by certain Japanese vessels in Libyan waters. It provided figures to the Committee distinguishing 
between catches made by Libyan and foreign vessels in Libyan waters for the period 2002-2005 and requested a 
number of amendments to the table. 
 
Japan contested the allegations and asked Libya to provide additional information so the matter could be 
investigated. It did not agree that the Japanese market should be singled out as being the sole destination for 
bluefin tuna. It recalled that the Statistical Document Program did not apply to the EC domestic market and 
information from China was lacking in spite of that country's assurance at the 2005 Committee meeting to 
implement the program. 
 
In response to questions from a number of delegates concerning the correct procedures for lodging an objection, 
the Secretariat informed the Committee of correspondence received from Libya in 2002 and 2003 in which 
Libya expressed its disagreement with its quota allocation and the difficulties it had encountered in attending 
Commission meetings because of visa problems. The Secretariat believed that Contracting Parties would have 
been informed of such correspondence at the time in accordance with normal Commission procedures. The 
United States requested a ruling from the Chair with regard to whether or not the objection by Libya had 
followed the procedures established under the Convention. If not, Libya was bound by the allocation set forth in 
Recommendation 02-08. The Compliance Committee Chair asked that the matter be referred to the Commission. 
 
Morocco and Tunisia announced their intention to carry over 2005 and 2006 under harvests to 2007 and 2008 
respectively in accordance with the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning a Multi-year Conservation and 
Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 02-08]. 
 
West Atlantic bluefin tuna 
 
Japan gave an explanation for its 2005 over harvest and the measures it had implemented to address the situation. 
The United States queried the absence of a 2005 catch figure for the European Community although a figure of 
62 t was reported in information provided to the SCRS. The European Community noted that this information 
was erroneous and that it had no catches of the western stock. 
 
Atlantic bigeye tuna 
 
In response to a question from Japan, it was noted that the catch limit for the EC was 24,500 t for 2006, and that 
the table would be amended accordingly. Japan objected to the inclusion in the table of unilaterally declared 
catch limits by Belize. It noted that the balances in respect of Chinese Taipei had not changed since the 2005 
Compliance Tables and proposed that a footnote be added to the 2006 tables reflecting the provisional nature of 
Chinese Taipei's 2003 and 2004 catches.  
 
The United States expressed concern at the European Community's adjusted catch limit.  
 
The European Community responded that its carry over was calculated in accordance with applicable 
Recommendations and that no limitation applied prior to the entry into force of the Recommendation by ICCAT 
on a Multi-year Conservation and Management Program for Bigeye Tuna [Rec. 04-01]. 
 
Belize considered that Parties adhering to organizations such as ICCAT should have an incentive to do so and 
were entitled to a share of quotas. 
 
Chinese Taipei informed the Committee of work undertaken since the 2005 Commission meeting to review its 
catch data for 2003 and 2004. It noted that revised estimates had been submitted to the SCRS and opposed the 
idea of a footnote to the table referring to the provisional nature of its catch data. Chinese Taipei’s explanation of 
its bigeye tuna catches in 2003 and 2004 is attached as Appendix 3 to ANNEX 10.  
 
Billfishes 
 
Brazil expressed its concern at the stockpiling of carry overs by certain Contracting Parties. 
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Japan observed that its carry over policy respected applicable rules but it would be ready to discuss a future 
policy for carryovers. 
 
Mexico, in response to an observation on its data from the United States, concurred with Japan as to the need to 
revise the carry-over policy. Mexico noted that the data shown for the reference years of 1996 and 1999 pre-
dated its membership of ICCAT. It had begun a process to assess the accuracy of this data and reserved the right 
to make amendments to it. Mexico recalled that it had no directed fishery of marlin and outlined a number of 
measures it had implemented to reduce by-catch. 
 
Size limits for species with size regulations for 2004 
 
The European Community expressed regret that so few Contracting Parties had submitted data on minimum 
sizes and recalled that this was obligatory. 
 
The United States agreed with the sentiment expressed by the European Community. It then noted how 
conversion factors explained why the zero percent tolerance for North Atlantic swordfish had been exceeded. It 
inquired what actions had been taken by Morocco and the European Community to ensure their landings of the 
same species respected the 15% tolerance figure. 
 
In response, both Parties acknowledged they had exceeded the tolerance figure but expressed the hope that they 
would be in compliance with the measure in future. 
 
Adoption of the Compliance Tables 
 
The Committee adopted the Compliance Tables with the exception of those for the southern Atlantic swordfish, 
southern Atlantic albacore and eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna and forwarded them to the Plenary for final approval 
(attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 10).  
 
6.2 List of vessels over 24 m authorized to operate in the Convention area 
 
The European Community noted that some Contracting Parties had not submitted information as required on 
control measures and encouraged them to do so. 
 
The United States highlighted the problem of determining vessel length when interpreting the Recommendation. 
 
6.3 List of vessels fishing for northern albacore 
 
The European Community noted that it had 1,199 vessels in the fishery and had therefore respected the 
limitation on capacity. 
 
6.4 Status of closed season/area in the Gulf of Guinea 
 
The European Community noted that it was the only Party to have submitted a report as required by 
Recommendation by ICCAT on a Multi-year Conservation and Management Program for Bigeye Tuna [Rec. 04-
01]. It wondered how other Parties had implemented the recommendation and stressed its importance for the 
bigeye tuna fishery. 
 
6.5 Review of implementation of Recommendations [04-06 and 05-04] on bluefin tuna farming 
 
Japan expressed its concern that only four Contracting Parties had submitted data on size sampling. 
 
The European Community echoed Japan's concern and underlined the importance of sampling. The manner in 
which EC Member States' data should be presented by the Secretariat was also considered. 
 
6.6 Vessel chartering and review of Recommendation [02-21] 
 
There were no comments relative to vessel chartering and review of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Vessel 
Chartering [Rec. 02-21].  
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6.7 Review of implementation of Recommendation [05-06] on transshipments 
 
The Secretariat informed the Committee of progress to date on the implementation of the Recommendation by 
ICCAT Establishing a Program for Transhipment by Large-Scale Longline Fishing Vessels [Rec. 05-06]. The 
Secretariat underlined the necessity of having sufficient funds in place before any contract could be signed with 
an external agency selected to manage the program. Contracting Parties' attention was also drawn to a number of 
points relating to the practicalities of the implementation of the program on which additional clarification was 
required. 
 
6.8 Other 
 
The European Community noted that only eight Contracting Parties had submitted information pertaining to the 
implementation of the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning a Management Standard for Large-Scale Tuna 
Longline Fishery [Res. 01-20] and encouraged others to follow suit. 
 
The United States suggested that the Committee review compliance with the prohibition of driftnets at its future 
meetings.  
 
 
7. Issues of non-compliance by Contracting Parties 
 
Panama 
 
The European Community commented on sightings of large-scale longline vessels flagged to Panama but not 
entered into the ICCAT Record of Vessels fishing in the ICCAT Convention area. Panama informed the 
Committee that the vessels named were either no longer on the Panamanian registry or had never been so and 
offered to provide additional information to the Committee. The Committee resolved that the vessels in question 
should be treated as stateless vessels and that no further action vis-à-vis Panama was deemed necessary. 
 
Honduras 
 
The European Community commented on sightings of large-scale longline vessels flagged to Honduras but not 
entered into the ICCAT Record of Vessels fishing in the ICCAT Convention area. Following explanations given 
by Honduras, no further action vis-à-vis Honduras was deemed necessary. 
 
Equatorial Guinea 
 
Equatorial Guinea reminded Contracting Parties of the measures it had implemented to prevent the fraudulent 
use of its flag and called for concerted action against offending fishing vessels. 
 
St. Vincent and the Grenadines 
 
As St. Vincent and the Grenadines became a Contracting Party to ICCAT during the 2006 Commission meeting, 
it was deemed appropriate to examine the country's compliance status in the Compliance Committee. In this 
regard, St. Vincent and the Grenadines drew delegates' attention to its opening statement to the Plenary (see 
ANNEX 3.2) and requested that the identification adopted at the 2005 meeting of the Commission pursuant to 
the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] be lifted.  
 
Japan and the United States supported the lifting of the identification and encouraged St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines to continue efforts to improve the monitoring, control and surveillance of its vessels and the quality 
of its catch data. 
 
The Committee thus resolved that the identification be lifted. 
 
East bluefin tuna 
 
The United States raised a number of issues relating to compliance with ICCAT conservation and management 
measures for bluefin tuna in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean. The United States noted that only three 
Contracting Parties had reported over harvests although the SCRS had estimated over fishing to be significant. 
The United States proposed the creation of a working group to examine the level of over harvests for the period 
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2003-2005 and how these could be attributed to specific flag States. Highlighting action taken against non-
Contracting Parties for compliance failings, the United States moved that the European Community be identified 
pursuant to the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] for data reporting shortcomings 
and lack of compliance with catch limits. 
 
The European Community objected to the proposed working group and identification. It noted proposals for a 
number of other working groups and stressed the need for the Commission to prioritize its work. It 
acknowledged its part in the over harvest but stressed that other Parties were also responsible. It highlighted the 
active role it had played in ICCAT and called on Parties to support its proposal to reinforce controls in the 
fishery. 
 
China also opposed the proposal to identify the European Community. It noted that the European Community 
had reported an over harvest and was now playing a leading role in the rebuilding of the stock. 
 
 
8. Matters pending from 2005 Meeting 
 
8.1 Treatment of under/over harvests 
 
The Committee took note of a revised proposal from the United States for a “Recommendation by ICCAT on 
Compliance of Quotas and Catch Limits” (see ANNEX 12.2). After some discussion of the draft proposal, the 
Committee agreed that the issue be deferred to the 2007 Commission meeting where it should be treated as a 
priority. 
 
A “Draft Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Management and Application of Underages and/or Overages 
of the Quotas/Catch Limits”, originally proposed in 2005, was postponed for review in 2007 (see ANNEX 12.1). 
 
8.2 Definition of large-scale fishing vessels 
 
In view of the number of other important issues to be addressed by the Committee, it was agreed to defer further 
consideration of the draft “Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Definition of Large-Scale Fishing 
Vessels” to the 2007 Commission meeting (see ANNEX 12.3). 
 
The Committee also took note of a proposal by the United States for a “Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning 
Measures Pertaining to Large-Scale Fishing Vessels” (see ANNEX 12.4). 
 
8.3 Draft Resolution by ICCAT to establish a Capacity Working Group 
 
Although there was a large degree of support for the United States proposal, the Committee was unable to 
endorse a final version of the proposed resolution. The Committee therefore agreed to submit the Resolution by 
ICCAT to Establish a Capacity Working Group to the Plenary for further consideration (see ANNEX 6 [Res. 06-
19]). 
 
8.4 Draft Recommendation on Additional Measures for Compliance 
 
The Committee took note of a revised proposal from Japan on additional measures for compliance with ICCAT 
conservation and management measures. The Committee decided to forward the Recommendation by ICCAT on 
Additional Measures for Compliance of the ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures (see ANNEX 5 
[Rec. 06-15]) to Plenary for further consideration so as to allow interested Parties additional time to work on the 
text of the proposal. 
 
8.5 Draft Recommendation on Cooperation in the Fight and Persecution of IUU Vessels 
 
In view of the proposed adoption of an amendment to the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of 
Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the 
Convention Area [Rec. 02-23] (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-12]), the Committee agreed that discussion of this 
proposal was no longer warranted. 
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9. Other matters 
 
The Committee took note of a proposal from the European Community and Japan to replace the Resolution by 
ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] by a recommendation. The Committee decided to forward the 
Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-13]) to the Plenary for further 
consideration so as to allow interested Parties additional time to work on the text of the proposal. 
 
The Committee took note of a proposal from the European Community for a “Recommendation by ICCAT to 
Harmonize the Measurement of Length of the Vessels Authorized to Fish Area of the Convention”. The 
Committee agreed to defer this proposal to the 2007 Commission meeting for further consideration (see ANNEX 
12.5). 
 
The Committee took note of a proposal from the European Community to amend the Recommendation by 
ICCAT Establishing a Program for Transhipment by Large-Scale Longline Fishing Vessels [Rec. 05-06]. In 
view of the concerns expressed by the Russian Federation regarding the possible impact of the amendment on 
certain vessels, the Committee agreed to forward the Recommendation by ICCAT Establishing a Program for 
Transhipment to the Plenary for further discussion (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-11]). 
 
The Committee took note of a proposal from the European Community for a recommendation on bluefin tuna 
farming. In view of discussions in Panel 2 on conservation and management measures for bluefin tuna in the 
East Atlantic and Mediterranean, the Committee decided to forward the Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin 
Tuna Farming to Panel 2 for further consideration (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-07]). 
 
The Committee discussed a proposal from the European Community for a Recommendation by ICCAT to 
Promote Compliance by Nationals of Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or 
Fishing Entities with ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures. Brazil expressed concerns regarding the 
legal implications of the proposal and the Committee agreed to forward the aforementioned Recommendation to 
the Plenary for further consideration (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-14]). 
 
Canada, noting continued frustration with the annual review exercise of the Compliance Tables, suggested that 
the Tables had little to do with compliance and was more of a bookkeeping exercise where most of the 
discussion centred on interpretative questions that were continually referred to Panels for clarification. Canada 
suggested that these tables might better be dealt with by the Panels leaving the Committee time to deal with the 
real compliance issues. Canada noted that the SCRS had clearly identified a major compliance issue regarding 
statistical reporting obligations that had yet to be addressed by the Committee. 
 
 
10. Adoption of the Report and adjournment 
 
The 2006 meeting of the Compliance Committee adjourned on November 26, 2006. 
 
The 2006 Report of the Compliance Committee was adopted by correspondence.  
 
 

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10 
 

Agenda 
 

1. Opening of the meeting 
2. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
3. Adoption of the Agenda 
4. Review of Annual Reports and national rules for the application of ICCAT measures  
5. Status of the compliance of Contracting Parties concerning statistics, including application of Rec. [05-09] 
6. Status of the compliance of Contracting Parties concerning ICCAT conservation and management
 measures 
 6.1 Review of the Compliance Tables 
 6.2 List of vessels over 24 m authorized to operate in the Convention Area  
 6.3 List of vessels fishing for northern albacore 
 6.4 Status of closed season/area in the Gulf of Guinea 

6.5 Review of implementation of Recommendations [04-06 and 05-04]on bluefin tuna farming  
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6.6 Vessel chartering and review of Recommendation [02-21] 
6.7 Review of implementation of Recommendation [05-06] on transshipments 

 6.8 Other 
7. Issues of non-compliance by Contracting Parties 
8. Matters pending from the 2005 Meeting 

8.1 Treatment of under/over harvests 
8.2 Definition of large scale fishing vessels 
8.3 Draft Resolution by ICCAT to Establish a Capacity Working Group 
8.4 Draft Recommendation on Additional Measures for Compliance 
8.5 Draft Recommendation on Cooperation in the Fight and Persecution of IUU Vessels 

9. Other matters  
10. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
 

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 10 
 
 

Compliance Tables 
Compliance with Catch Limits and Quotas in 2005 

 
 
The Recommendation by ICCAT on Application of Three Compliance Recommendations [Rec. 98-14] requires 
Contracting Parties to provide information on statistics and compliance with ICCAT Recommendations for the 
preparation of the “Compliance Annex” at least one month in advance of the Commission meeting. 
 
In accordance with the decision taken by the Commission at its 18th Regular Meeting, held in 2003, the draft 
Compliance Tables were circulated by the Secretariat three weeks in advance of the Commission meeting on 
October 27, 2006 through ICCAT Circular #1985/06, compiled on the basis of the Reporting Tables received 
before that date. Updated tables containing changes received before the start of the Commission meeting were 
circulated for review by the Compliance Committee, and the attached tables are those adopted by the 
Commission following this review.  
 
The figures entered on the Compliance Tables are as reported by the Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities (CPCs) are shown in bold. Shaded cells indicate autonomous 
catch limits and quotas. Where no compliance report was received the Secretariat has used Task I data, where 
available. 
  



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
TAC 34500 34500 34500 34500 34500 34500
BARBADOS 200 200 200 200 200 200 2.0 5.2 5.0 8.2 10.9 198.0 194.8 195.0 91.8 189.1
BELIZE 100 200 0.0 100.0 100.0 300.0
BRAZIL 200 200 200 200 200 200 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 200.0 300.0 300.0 300.0
CANADA 200 200 200 200 200 200 51.0 112.7 55.7 27.1 52.1 149.0 87.3 144.3 172.9 147.9
CHINA 200 200 200 200 200 200 56.5 195.8 155.2 32.1 111.6 143.5 4.2 44.8 167.9 133.2 244.8
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 28712 28712 28712 28712 28712 28712 18786.4 16295 17296.0 16912.6 34947.5 9925.6 12417.5 21341.6 24216.9 15106.0 28712.0 38637.6 41129.5 50053.5 40820.5
FRANCE (St. P & M) 200 200 200 200 200 200 0.0 3.8 0.0 7.0 2.1 200.0 396.2 400.0 293.0 297.9 400 400.0 300.0 300.0 300
JAPAN 761 617 756 618 454 ? 1074.0 698.0 781.0 1317.0 1723.0
KOREA 200 200 200 200 59.0
MAROC 200 200 200 81.0 120.0 178.0 119.0 80.0 22.0
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO 200 200 200 200 200 200 11.0 9.0 12.0 12.2 9.0 189.0 191.0 188.0 187.8
UKOT 200 200 200 200 200 200 2.0 2 0.1 1.0 1.0 198.0 198.0 199.9 199.0
USA 607 607 607 607 607 607 453.1 487.8 446.3 628.2 487.3 153.9 119.2 160.7 139.5 259.2 765.20 746.5 866.2
VANUATU 200 200 [4098] [-3898]
VENEZUELA 200 200 270 270 270 270 349.0 161.5 423.5 457.0 175.0 -149.0 38.5 -153.5 -340.5 -245.5 116.5 -70.5 24.5

CHINESE TAIPEI 4453 4453 4453 4453 4453 4453 4399.0 4305.0 4539.0 4278.0 2540.0 54 148 116.0 175.0 1913.0
TOTAL CATCH 25184.0 22275.3 23794.9 23800.4 40296.5
Recommendation number 00-6 01-05 02-05 03-06 03-06 03-06 01-05 02-05 03-06 03-06 03-06

JAPAN is to endeavor to limit north albacore catches to no more than 4% of its total bigeye tuna catch. (5.6 % in 2001; 4.5% in 2002; 4.1% in 2003; 8.5% in 2004 and 15.2% in 2005). 
VANUATU: Provisional figures to be reviewed.

North Atlantic Albacore Compliance Table adopted in 2006.
Adjusted quotaInitial catch limits / Quotas Current catches Balance



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
TAC 29200 29200 29200 29200 30915 30915
BRAZIL 6680.0 3228.1 2647.5 286.1 555.8
NAMIBIA 3419.0 2962 3152.3 3413.0 3107
SOUTH AFRICA 7236.0 6507.0 3468.7 4502.0 3198
CHINESE TAIPEI 16650.0 17222.0 17147.0 13288.0 10730
BELIZE 180.0 360.0 180.0
CHINA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 26.2 29.9 26.4 112.2 94.9 73.8 70.1 73.6 -12.2 5.1
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY1914.7 1914.7 1914.7 1914.7 1914.7 1914.7 866.9 1286.6 854.4 512.4 621.2 1047.8 638.1 2108.1 1402.3 1293.5
JAPAN 298 336.5 498.6 283 123 315 210 309 381.0 387
KOREA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1.4 0.0 5.0 37.0 42 98.6 100.0 95.0 63.0
PHILIPPINES 100.0 100.0 61
UKOT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 49.0 2.0 51.0 98.0
URUGUAY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 135.0 111.0 108.0 120.0 32
USA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 98.0 98.0 98.0 100.0 100.0
TOTAL CATCH 35380.5 31560.9 27720.3 22651.7 18828.9
Rec. number 99-06 00-07 01-06 02-06 03-07 04-04

JAPAN is to endeavour to limit its total south albacore catches to no more than 4% of its total bigeye tuna catch in South of 5 degrees North. (4.2% in 2001; 2.5% in 2002; 2.5% in 2003; 5.4% in 2004 and 12.5% in 2005).

Adjusted catch limit (over-harvest)Referenc
e years 

TAC Share 27,500
not applicable
not applicable

Current catch

not applicable,as no adjustements to 
over/harvest were reported1740.6

TAC Share 27,500
not applicable
not applicable

TAC Share 27,500

South Atlantic Albacore Compliance Table adopted in 2006.

TAC Share 27,500

Initial catch limits / Quotas Informative balance



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

TAC 10500 10400 14000 14000 14000 14000
BARBADOS 0 0 25 25 25 25 0 19.0 10.4 10.0 23.5 38.7 -19.0 -42.4 -27.4 -25.9 -13.7 -32.0 -17.4 -2.4 -0.9 -39.6
BRAZIL 0 0 50 50 50 50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
CANADA 1018 1018 1338 1348 1348 1348 739 1078.9 959.3 1284.9 1248.1 1664.2 -29.5 59.3 178.7 245.0 -46.2 1018.6 1463.6 1493.1 1618.0 1373.0
CHINA 100 100 75 75 75 75 101.7 90.2 36.8 55.8 108.0 -1.7 9.8 38.2 19.2 5.2 113.2
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 5073 5073 6665 6718 6718 6718 4810.4 4802.2 5763.2 6798.8 6600.3 80.6 123.3 982.4 42.5 1100.0 4925.5 6745.6 6841.3 7700.4 6760.5
FRANCE (St. P & M) 24 35 35 35 35 10.1 2.8 35.6 48.4 13.9 32.2 13.3 18.8 24.0 35.0 48.9 67.2 53.8
JAPAN 636 636 835 842 842 842 1451 500.0 266.0 530.0 711.0 778.0 342.0 479.0 523.0 531.0 456.0
KOREA 14 14 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 51.0 66.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 -51.0
MAROC 206 206 335 335 335 335 523.9 223.0 329.0 335.0 325.0 18.7 1.2 7.2 7.2 17.2 224.2 336.2 342.2 342.2 342.2
MEXICO 110 110 110 110 110 27.0 34.0 32.0 44.0 41.0 -27.0 76.0 78.0 66.0 69.0
PHILIPPINES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -1.0 -4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO 64 64 125 125 125 125 157.7 75.0 92.0 77.7 82.7 91.0 -38.9 -66.7 -19.5 22.9 56.9 25.3 58.3 105.6 147.9
UKOT 24 24 35 35 35 35 2.0 26.0 0.5 0.5 64.8 63.0 97.5 132.0 88.8 98.0 132.5
USA 2951 2951 3877 3907 3907 3907 2318.7 2323.8 2423.9 2545.5 2423.6 1195.3 2337.6 3050.6 4412.2 5895.5 4473.2 5670.6 6927.6 8319.1 9802.5
VENEZUELA 63 63 85 85 85 85 21.0 33.8 44.7 46.1 179.5 29.1 40.3 79.2 242.4 85.0 125.3
CHINESE TAIPEI 213 213 310 310 310 310 281.0 286.0 223.0 30.0 140.0 -67.7 -206.4 2.4 22.0 170.0 79.6 225.4 52.0
TOTAL LANDINGS 9759.6 9160.8 10758.5 11956.6 12309.2
Recommendation number 99-02 99-02 02-02 02-02 02-02 02-02 99-02 02-02 02-02 02-02 02-02
DISCARDS
Canada 26.4 32.7 78.6
USA 428.3 408 347.9
TOTAL DISCARDS 454.7 440.7 426.5
TOTAL CATCH 10214.3 9601.5 11185.0 11956.6 12309.2

CANADA: Includes 25 t transfer from USA in 2002-2006. 2004 and 2005 catch figures include dead discards, which have been deducted from adjusted quota.
JAPAN: Balance for 2001includes 206 t allowance from USA quota (Rec. 00-03). Balance for 2002 includes 109 t allowance from Japanese S. SWO quota (Rec. 00-03). Balance for 2003 includes 218 t allowance from 
Japanese S. SWO quota (Rec. 00-03). Balance for 2004 includes 400 t allowance from Japanese S. SWO quota (Rec. 00-03). Balance for 2005 includes 392 t allowance from Japanese S. SWO quota (Rec. 00-03).
USA: Catches in 2004 and 2005 include discards.

Adjusted quota / catch limit
1996 (SCRS-

97)

inc in catches

Initial catch limits / Quotas Reference Current catches Balance

North Atlantic Swordfish Compliance Table adopted in 2006.

0
7255

inc in catches



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 1995 1996 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

TAC 14620 14620 15631 15776 15956 16055

ANGOLA 3.0
BRAZIL 4720 4720 4086 4193 4296 4365 4081.8 2909.9 2919.9 2998.0 3785.5 638.2 1810.1 1166.1 2361.1 2871.6 4086.0 5359.1 6657.1 7236.6
COTE D'IVOIRE 100 100 100 100 18.9 19.0 43.0 54.0 75.0 57.0 46.0 25.0
CHINA 480 480 315 315 315 315 200.3 423.0 192.2 277.8 91.3 279.7 n/a 122.8 37.2 260.9
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 6233 6233 5950 5850 5850 5780 6181.0 6120.7 4885.3 5828.8 5894.6 52.0 114.3 1116.7 21.8 1072.1 6235.0 6002.0
GABON 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.6
GHANA 0 0 0 0 531.0 371.7 576.0 343.0 55.0 -576.0 -343.0 -55.0
JAPAN 3765 3765 1500 1500 1500 1500 3619 2197 726.0 1127.0 972.0 462.0 269.0 3038.6 2419.6 3247.6 3638.0 3839.0 3546.6 4219.6 4100.0 4108.0 4500.0
KOREA 0 0 0 0 1.5 24.0 61.0 65.0 -24.0 -70.0 -65.0  
NAMIBIA 2000 2000 890 1009 1070 1140 751.0 503.7 191.5 231.5 919.0 1249.0 817.5 839.5 221.0
PHILIPPINES 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.0 0.8 52.4 5.0 1.0 -52.4 -5.0 -1.0
RUSSIA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
SOUTH AFRICA 1500 1500 890 1009 1070 1140 547.0 649.0 292.0 277.0 199.0 953.0 851.0 598.0 793.0 884.5
UKOT 100 100 25 25 25 25 0.0 0.0 20.0 3.9
URUGUAY 800 1000 850 850 850 850 789.0 768.0 850.0 1105.0 843.0 0.0 -255.0 -248.0 595.0
USA 384 384 100 100 100 100 384.0 92.8 20.5 15.0 0.0 0.0 291.2 363.5 85.0 100.0 100.0 359.6 444.6 544.6 644.6
CHINESE TAIPEI 1170 1170 925 825 780 720 1167.0 1073.0 1089.0 745.0 744.0 2.6 96.6 -64.0 16.0 36.0 1025.0 761.0
TOTAL CATCH 15111.8 13991.7 12110.9 12388.1 12945.4
Recommendation number 00-04 01-02 02-03 02-03 02-03 02-03 02-03 02-03 02-03

No carry over is allowed for southern swordfish in 2002-2006 unless specifically stated in Rec. 02-03 or in cases where a party objected to Rec. 97-08, as in the case of Brazil, South Africa and Uruguay.
NAMIBIA became a Contracting Party in 1999 and did not retrospectively lodge an objection to Rec. 97-08.
JAPAN. Adjusted quota in 2002 excludes 109*2 t to count as Japanese N. SWO catch (Rec. 00-03). Adjusted quota in 2003 excludes 218 t to count as Japanese N. SWO catch (Rec. 00-03). 
Adjusted quota in 2004 excludes 400 t to count as Japanese N. SWO catch (Rec. 00-3). Adjusted quota in 2005 excludes 392 t to count as Japanese N. SWO catch (Rec. 00-03). Adjusted quota in 2003 excludes 100 t transferred to Chinese Taipei. 
Catches in 2003 was revised in line with fishing year. 2003, 2004 and 2005 underages are adjusted to 3000 t, and carried over.

South Atlantic Swordfish Compliance Table adopted in 2006.
Adjusted quota / Catch limitInitial catch limits / Quotas Ref. years Current catch Balance



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
TAC 29500 32000 32000 32000 32000
ALGERIE 4000 1500 1550 1600 1700 2407.0 1710.0 1586.0 1541.0 1530.0 -86.0 -77.0 -7.0 1464.0 1523.0 1693.0
CHINA 76 76 74 74 74 74 68.1 39.1 19.3 41.0 23.7 7.9 n/a 54.7 33.0 105 128.7 179.0
CROATIA 876 876 900 935 945 970 903.0 977 1139.0 827.0 1017.0 356.0 255.0 16.0 124.0 52 1232.0 1155.0 951.0 1069.0 1022.0
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 18590 18590 18582 18450 18331 18301 17912.3 18129.0 16607.3 17284.3 20600.3 649.7 2157.0 2624.4 1165.7 -2269.3 19231.7 18450.0 18331.0 19821.8
ICELAND 30 40 50 60 1.1 0.0 0.0 30.0 40.0
JAPAN 2949 2949 2949 2930 2890 2830 2344 2641 2829 2958 3022.0 605 172 120 92 -40 2813.0 2949.0 3050.0 2982.0 2790.0
KOREA 619 2428.9 1728.9 741.9 0.5 0.0 0.0 700.0 987.0 2428.9 2428.9 1728.9 741.9 2429.4 2428.9 1728.9 741.9
LIBYA 1570  1286 1300 1400 1440 1940.5 637.4 752.2 1299.6 1090.7 533.8 534.2 843.5 1833.8 1934.2 2283.5
MAROC 3028 3028 3030 3078 3127 3177 3008.0 2986.0 2557.0 2780.0 2497.0 473.0 771.0 1054 3551.0 3948.0
TUNISIE 2144 2543 2503 2543 2583 2625 2493.0 2528.0 792.0 2639.0 3249.0 20.3 1711.0 1615.0 948  4254.0 4197.0 3573.0
TURKEY 2100.0 2300.0 3300.0 1075.0 990.0
EC-MALTA 240.0 255.2 264.2 345.6
EC-CYPRUS 85.0 91.0 78.9 104.7 148.8

CHINESE TAIPEI 658 658 827 382 331 480 633.0 666.0 445.0 51.0 277 835.0 827.0 382.0 331.0 54 1493.0 827.0 382.0 331.0 480.0
TOTAL CATCH 33894.4 32945.6 30360.9 31564.8 35778.1
Recommendation number 00-09 02-08 02-08 02-08 02-08 02-08 02-08 02-08 02-08

CHNESE TAIPEI: Chinese Taipei have activated the 1.5% TAC share and reported 2006 quota of 480 t (32,000 t x 1.5%). 
LIBYA: Figures shown may be subject to review. 
CHINA and EUROPEAN COMMUNTY: Adjusted quotas are not reported, and may be subject to change in accordance with paragraph 4 of Rec. 02-08

Adjusted quota / catch limit

Underage to be allocated to E.C.

Current catch
East Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Compliance Table adopted in 2006.

Fishing under "others" quota
Fishing under "others" quota

BalanceInitial  catch limits / Quotas

Fishing under "others" quota



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
TAC 2500 2500 2700 2700 2700 2700
BRAZIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CANADA 573.0 573.0 620.2 620.2 620.2 620.2 523.7 603.6 556.6 536.9 599.7 21.7 -8.9 25.8 111.6 134.9 594.7 580.0 645.9 731.8 755.1
FRANCE (St. P & M) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 0.0 2.6 0.9 9.8 4.9 11 12.4 15.51 9.71 8.81 15.0 16.4 19.5 13.7 12.8
JAPAN 453 453 478.25 478.25 478.25 478.25 676 363 376 460 592.0 -217 90 -24 18 -119 453.0 352.0 478.3 473.0 359.0
MEXICO 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 10.0 12.0 22.0 9.0 10.0 -10.0 13.0 3.0 16.0 15.0
UKOT 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 1.0 1.0 0.3 9.0 12.0 15.8 13.0 16.0 19.8
USA 1387.0 1387.0 1489.6 1489.6 1489.6 1489.6 1589.0 1846.8 1472.9 863.2 717.5 248.3 -211.5 -194.8 431.6 1203.7 1635.3 1283.7 1294.8 1881.4
TOTAL LANDING 2799.9 2829.0 2428.7 1878.9 1924.1
Discards 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
CANADA 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 13.2 36.9 0.9 0.4 0 -7.6 -31.3 4.8 5.2 5.6
JAPAN 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 0 0 0 0 0 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6
USA 67.7 67.7 67.7 67.7 67.7 67.7 41.4 56.4 57.6 66.5 46.4 26.3 11.3 10.1 1.2 21.3
TOTAL DISCARDS 54.6 93.3 58.5 66.9 46.4
TOTAL CATCH 2854.6 2922.2 2487.1 1945.8 1970.5
Recommendation number 98-07 98-07 02-07 02-07 02-07 02-07 98-13 02-07 02-07 02-07 02-07

CANADA: Balance and adjustments for 2004-2006 include 50% of unused dead discard allowance from the previous year. 

West Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Compliance Table adopted in 2006.
Adjusted quota/Catch limitInitial catch limits Current catch Balance



YEAR 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 Average
(91-92)

1999
(SCRS/ 00)

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

TAC 90000 90000

ANGOLA 476.0 75.0
BARBADOS 0.0 0.0 6.0 10.5 10.5 16.5 21.8
BRAZIL 570.0 2024.0 2622.3 2581.5 2455.1 1378.7 1080.7
CANADA 46.5 263.0 241.0 279.3 181.6 143.1 186.6
CAP VERT 128.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
CHINA 7300 4000 5000 5000 5400 5700 7210.0 5839.5 7889.7 6555.3 6200.2 90.0 -739.5 -1369.7 -2925.3 699.8 5100.0 6250.0 3630.3 6900.0
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 26672 26672 26672 26672 25000 24500 26672.0 21970.0 16504.0 17406.8 17362.6 13929.5 19496.4 10168.0 9265.2 19477.4 22007.7 24979.0 36840.0 35937.2 44475.4 46507.7
FRANCE (St. P & M) 20.7 0.0 28.2 5.8
GABON 121
GHANA 3478 3478 3478 3478 4000 4500 3478.0 11460.0 2358.0 2034.0 4816.0 6944.0 2333.0 1120.0 2564.0 2140.0 -1326.0 341.0 4598.0 6596.0 5618.0 2674.0 4602.3
GUATEMALA 0.0 0.0 831.0 998.0
ICELAND 0.0 1.0
JAPAN 32539 32539 32539 32539 27000 26000 32539 23690 19030 18977 18909 15450.0 11338.0 13509.0 12462.0 11130.0 17089.0 13662.0 31439 30039 32539 25000 24000.0
KOREA 834.0 124.0 1.3 87.3 143.0 557.0 681.0
LIBYA 254.0 30.9 593.0 593.0
MAROC 857.4 913.0 889.0 919.0 519.0
MEXICO 0.0 6.0 2.0 7.0 3.0 5.0 4.0
NAMIBIA 0.0 423.0 639.8 273.6 214.9 203.9 436.0
PANAMA 3500 3500 8724.5 89.0 63.0 1521.0 2310.0 1979.0 1190.0
PHILIPPINES 0.0 943.0 377.0 732.0 855.2 1854.0 1743.0
RUSSIA 91.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
SENEGAL 1308.0 565.0 474.0 561.0 721.0
SOUTH AFRICA 57.5 238.9 340.5 112.5 270.0 221.0
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO 131.5 11.0 30.0 6.5 4.8 9.0
UKOT 6.5 10.0 5.0 0.2 1.0 1.0
USA 893.5 1261.0 1363.0 595.6 345.0 432.6 483.4
URUGUAY 38.0 59.0 51.0 67.0 59.0 40.0 62.0
VANUATU 635.0 403.0
VENEZUELA 373.2 128.0 708.0 629.1 515.6 1060.0 243.0
CHINESE TAIPEI 16500 16500 16500 16500 16500 4600 12698.0 16837.0 16429.0 16503.0 21563.0 17717.0 11984.0 71.0 -3.0 -3816.0 -1217.0 2916.0 17747.0 16500.0 14900.0 4600
NETHERLANDS ANTILLES 0.0 0.0 2803 1879.0 3202.7 1822.0 1822.0
TOTAL CATCH 73012 70433.4 80602.1 73356.6 63379.5
Recommendation number 00-01 01-00 02-01 03-01 04-01 04-01 

and 05-
02

02-01 03-01 04-01 04-01

CHINA: 2005 adjusted catch limit includes 2000 t transfer from Japan. Catch limits for 2002 and 2003 include 1,100 t from Japan (bilateral agreement) and 1,250 t, respectively. 
2005 adjusted quota has been reduced by 500 t in accordance with the provisions of Rec. 04-01.
CHINESE TAIPEI: 2003 adjusted quota includes 1250 t from Japan. 
JAPAN: Adjusted quota in 2002 excludes 1100 t transferred to China. Adjusted quota in 2003 excludes 1250 t transferred to China and Chinese Taipei, respectively. Adjusted quota in 2005 and 2006 exclude 2000 t transferred to China [Res. 05-03].

Adjusted catch limit

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

Initial catch limits / Quotas Reference years Current catches

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

Balance

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Compliance Table adopted in 2006.

NOT APPLICABLENOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE

NOT APPLICABLE NOT APPLICABLE
NOT APPLICABLE



2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 1996 1999 2002 2003 2002 2003 2004 2005 2004 2005 2006
(PS+LL) (PS+LL) total LL+PS total LL+PS total LL+PS total LL+PS LL+PS LL+PS LL+PS LL+PS

BELIZE
BRAZIL 51.8 51.8 51.8 51.8 51.8 51.8 70.0 157.0 406.9 341.9 265.6 265.6 80.5 80.5 243.7 243.7
CANADA 1.7 2.6 2.6 2.6 2.6 2.6 8.0 5.0 2.1 2.1 1.4 1.3 1.7 1.4 4.7 4.2 0.5 1.3 1.2 -2.4
CHINA 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.9 9.0 30.0 22.8 22.8 4.7 4.7 6.5 6.5 8.6 8.6 -12.9 5.2 3.4 1.3
COTE D'IVOIRE 1.8 0.0 3.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 46.5 46.5 46.5 46.5 46.5 46.5 104.1 141.0 5.8 5.8 33.8 27.0 20.6 83.0 30.1 30.0 40.7
GHANA 2.3 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
JAPAN 37.0 37.0 37.0 37.0 37.0 37.0 112.0 43.0 28.0 28.0 31.0 31.0 25.0 25.0 19.0 19.0 9.0 5.9 18.0 36 43 55 73
KOREA 0.0 19.5 19.5 19.5 19.5 19.5 59.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 7.0 7.0 19.5 17.5 19.5 12.5
MEXICO 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 0.0 11.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 28.0 28.0 25.0 25.0 -11.4 -11.4 -24.4 -21.4
PHILIPPINES 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
SAO TOME E PRINCIPE 3.0
SOUTH AFRICA 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -2.0 0.0 0.0
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 8.8 8.8 5.9 5.9 5.0 5.0 -5.0 -8.8 -5.9 -5
UKOT 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
VENEZUELA 14.2 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 151.6 42.9 109.9 93.3 55.0 55.0 23.0 23.0 60.0 47.0 -43.3 -5.0 27 3
CHINESE TAIPEI 153.5 186.8 186.8 186.8 186.8 186.8 566.0 465.0 178.0 178.0 104.0 104.0 172.0 172.0 56.0 56.0 21.8 84.3 14.8 130.8
TOTAL 779.6 693.9 528.8 514.4 366.2 425.3 461.1 445.5
USA(# of fish WHM+BUM) 250 250 250 250 250 250 279 136 155 107 -29 114 95 143

BRAZIL:  Catches include discards difficult to estimate. In 2005 about 40 t of discards were recorded (22.2 t live and 16.9 t dead).
MEXICO: Landings are only retained dead by-catch. All live marlin are released.

Adjusted landings limitCurrent landings  Balance*

2004 2005

White Marlin Compliance Table adopted in 2006.
Initial catch (landings) limits Reference years (landings)



2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 1996 1999 2002 2003 2002 2003 2004 2005 2004 2005 2006
(PS+LL) (PS+LL) total LL+PS total LL+PS total LL+PS total LL+PS LL+PS LL+PS LL+PS

BELIZE
BRAZIL 253.8 253.8 253.8 253.8 253.8 253.8 308.0 507.5 386.9 386.9 577.4 577.4 194.8 194.8 611.6 611.6
CHINA 100.5 100.5 100.5 100.5 100.5 100.5 62.0 201.0 87.8 87.8 88.5 88.5 58.4 58.4 96.3 96.3 12.7 12.0 42.1 4.2
COTE D'IVOIRE 77.9 0.0 109.0 0.0 115.0 0.0 107.0 0.0
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 100.0 103.0 103.0 103.0 103.0 103.0 206.0 200.0 34.5 34.0 80.9 43.0 40.2 77.0 68.0 47.0
GHANA 308.0 507.5 999.0 0.0 415.0 0.0 470.0 0.0 759.0 0.0
JAPAN 839.5 839.5 839.5 839.5 839.5 839.5 1679.0 915.0 422.0 422.0 453.0 453.0 440.0 440.0 393.0 393.0 2217.0 2604.0 3003.0 3450.0 3443.0 3843.0 4289.0
KOREA 0.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 144.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.0 36.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 36.0
MAROC 12.0 12.0
MEXICO 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 13.0 35.0 50.0 50.0 70.0 70.0 90.0 90.0 86.0 86.0 -32.5 -52.5 -72.5 -68.5
PHILIPPINES 35.5 35.5 35.5 35.5 35.5 35.5 71.0 0.0 0.0 6.1 6.1 0 0 35.5 29.4
SAO TOME E PRINCIPE 7.0
SOUTH AFRICA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4 0.4 0.4 -3.0 -4.0 -0.4
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO 9.0 10.3 10.3 10.3 10.3 10.3 20.5 18.0 16.0 9.0 3.6 3.4 10.9 10.1 5.0 5.0 1.3 6.9 0.2 5.3
UKOT 2.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 2.0 0.0
VENEZUELA 15.0 30.4 30.4 30.4 30.4 30.4 60.7 30.0 75.6 25.6 84.3 29.7 26.0 26.0 138.0 29.0 4.8 0.7 3.6 1.4

CHINESE TAIPEI 243.0 330.0 330.0 330.0 330.0 330.0 660.0 486.0 294.0 294.0 319.0 319.0 315.0 315.0 151.0 151.0 58.0 35.0 15.0 179.0
TOTAL 2448.7 1312.3 2221.9 1594.1 1764.7 1211.7 2464.9 1466.9
Recommendation number 00-13 01-10 02-13 02-13 02-13 02-13 00-14 00-14 00-14

USA(# of fish WHM+BUM) 250 250 250 250 250 250 279 136 155 107 -29 114 95 143

BRAZIL:  Catches include discards difficult to estimate. In 2005 about 50 t of discards were recorded (39.9 t live and 10.6 t dead).
MEXICO: Landings are only retained dead by-catch. All live marlin are released.

Adjusted landings limit

2001 2004
Initial catch (landings) limits  Balance*

Blue Marlin Compliance Table adopted in 2006.
Reference years 

(landings)
Current landings

2005



Compliance with size limits adopted in 2005.
Species YFT YFT

Area ATL AT.N      AT.S    
AT.E+
MED  AT.W      

ATL AT.N AT.S AT.E Medi AT.W

 Rec. number 72-01 04-07 04-07 98-07
Min. weight (kg) 3.2 6.4 10 30
Min. size (cm) -- -- -- 115
Tolerance (% of 
total) 

15% 10% 0% 8%

Tolerance type 
(weight/number)

number number weight weight

Algerie 1530
Angola
Barbados 181.4 38.7
Belize
Brazil 0 3785 0% 11.10%
Canada 239.5 1664.2 599.7 0% <1% 0%
Cap Vert
China* 1185.5 108 91.3 23.7 0 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Côte d'Ivoire
Croatia 0 0 0 1017 0 0%
EC 660.3 5895 20600 12.00% 20.00% 1.00% 0.00% 0.00%
France (St.P & M)
Gabon
Ghana
Guinea Ecuatorial
Guinee Republique
Guatemala
Honduras
Iceland
Japan 778 269 3022 592 <15% <15% <15% <8%
Korea 597 51 65 987 <1% <1% 0% 0%
Libya
Maroc 325 0 2497 0 0% 18% 0% 0%
Mexico 0% 0%
Namibia
Nicaragua
Norway
Panama
Philippines 243 0%
Russia 0 0 1 0 0 0% 0%
Sao Tome e Principe
Senegal
South Africa 185.5 1 ton < 119cm
Trinidad & Tobago
Tunisie 3573 0%
Turkey 990 0%
UKOT
USA 0% 1.60% 0% 7.1%
Uruguay
Vanuatu
Venezuela
Chinese Taipei 140 744 277 0 3.2 119 cm 119 cm 10 kg

SWO BFT SWO BFT

number

90-02 (95-10)
25 kg or

125 cm OR (119 cm)
15% (0%)
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX 10 
 
 

Chinese Taipei’s Explanation to the Compliance Committee 
on its Bigeye Tuna Catch in 2003 and 2004 

 
 
Last year the Commission requested Chinese Taipei to review the 2003 and 2004 catch data and provided the 
result. A further review on Task I of Chinese Taipei fleet has been done and the revised estimates of 2003 and 
2004 have been provided to the ICCAT in the 2006 Inter-Session Meeting of the Tropical Species Working 
Group, and later reported to the SCRS. 

 
The total catches of 2003and 2004 were estimated by multiplying average CPUE by overall fishing days. Since 
in different area, i.e., bigeye area in the tropical region and non-bigeye area in the temperate region, the bigeye 
CPUE will be different, so the calculations were done separately by areas. 
 
The average CPUE was obtained from logbook data of the most recent years. Chinese Taipei has 100% coverage 
of VMS data in the Atlantic Ocean since 2003. The overall fishing days by year were calculated from the VMS 
data. 
 
Based on the above calculations of bigeye CPUEs and fishing days by areas, the annual catches were obtained by 
multiplication of the two and summation of all areas. These estimates have been provided to the SCRS and 
published in the Task I table, (see BET-Table 1 of the 2006 SCRS Report). 
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ANNEX 11 
 

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE 
PERMANENT WORKING GROUP FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF 
ICCAT STATISTICS AND CONSERVATION MEASURES (PWG) 

 
 
1. Opening of the meeting   
 
The 2006 meeting of the PWG was opened on Saturday, November 18, 2006. 
 
 
2. Election of Chair 
 
Since it was decided to maintain the status quo for this meeting, as regards the merging of the Compliance 
Committee and the PWG, Mrs. Sylvie La Pointe (Canada) was elected at the Plenary to chair the PWG. 
 
 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur 
 
Mrs. Delphine Leguerrier Sauboua Surand (France-St. Pierre & Miquelon) was designated rapporteur for the 
PWG meeting. 
 
  
4. Adoption of the Agenda 
 
The Agenda was adopted without change (attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 11). 
 
 
5. Implementation and functioning of Statistical Document Programs  
 
5.1 Review of bi-annual data reports  
 
The Secretariat presented a document with a summary of the reports received from the Parties. Turkey’s report 
was received after this document had been prepared. 
 
5.2 Report of the Working Group to Review the Statistical Monitoring Programs, including consideration of 

recommendations  
 
The Report of the 2nd Meeting of the Working Group to Review Statistical Document Programs (Mallorca, April 
24 to 26, 2006), was presented by the Working Group Chair, Ms. Kimberly Blankenbeker (United States). At the 
Working Group general and long-term viewpoints were exchanged on the programs. Some questions were 
raised, particularly as concerns the inclusion of catch data in the statistical document, but at this stage no 
agreement was reached to adopt another system. The Report of the Working Group is attached as ANNEX 4.2. 
 
The European Community pointed out that, while there are many points of consensus, there are still many points 
of non-consensus, and these concern very major issues. The Working Group has not yet completed its work. 
 
5.3 Amendment of the Statistical Document Program 
 
5.3.1EC Proposal on a Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Program 
 
The European Community proposed a Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Program, indicating that the 
Statistical Document Program does not guarantee effective controls. The proposal will be considered jointly with 
the management measures under discussion in Panel 2 concerning eastern bluefin tuna, for which this proposal 
could serve as support. 
 
The proposal is aimed at replacing all the recommendations and resolutions adopted in the past on the bluefin 
tuna statistical document with a single recommendation whose objective is to assure monitoring of the entire 
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operation, from the catch to the place of final import, and including all the re-exporting and fattening. The 
United States recalled that the link between catches and the statistical document was included in their proposal to 
implement an electronic statistical document pilot program. 
 
One Party requested the inclusion of three elements: (1) the country of import can be the point of final 
commercialization, as well as the country of fattening; (2) a cage should only contain fish of the same origin; and 
(3) a definition of internal or national trade should be included. One party pointed out that this system is similar 
to CCAMLR’s system. It was also pointed out that the area of application of the schemes should be clarified and, 
if warranted, coherence with management of another area should be assured. One Party considered that the 
inclusion of three certificates in the documentation should be simplified. The United States and Canada indicated 
they already have national systems that include tagging schemes and requested exemption to this new system for 
the countries that use tagging and apply a statistical document program for bluefin tuna. One party pointed out 
that it supported this document with the condition that it only be applied to bluefin tuna at this stage. 
 
An informal working group met to work to improve this document, but their work could not be completed on 
time. It was thus decided that this group would meet in the 2006-2007 intersessional period, within the 
framework of the Working Group on Integrated Monitoring Measures.  
 
5.3.2 U.S. Proposal for an electronic statistical document 
 
The United States presented a Draft Recommendation on an Electronic Statistical Document Pilot Program 
based on pilot experiments among the Parties with a view to later adoption by ICCAT. The use of electronic 
systems should help resolve the problems of delays that occur with the validation of documents, respond to the 
need for coordination among importing and exporting countries, and result in a limited use of paper. The paper 
copies of the documents would still be valid during the pilot period and reports will be transmitted to the 
Secretariat in order to prepare a report on the advantages and problems encountered. The United States explained 
that this proposal does not contradict the European Community proposal. 
 
Following a discussion on the status of the proposal (resolution or recommendation, with some Parties 
expressing that since it is not binding, the statistical document program should be in the form of a resolution, and 
the United States indicating that the statistical document programs are implemented in a binding capacity) it was 
decided to maintain the proposal in the form of a recommendation, and that participation in this program was not 
mandatory participation (“they should” and not “they will”). 
 
It was suggested to utilize CCAMLR’s experience, particularly as concerns using the Internet and it was recalled 
that this scheme has a pre-adoption system, which saves time in the case when the frozen products arrive by sea. 
The pilot projects will allow consideration of the possibility of implementing such a scheme for fresh products or 
products transported by plane. Since CCAMLR includes far fewer vessels, for this pilot program the possibility 
of pre-registration in the framework of the management of thousands of vessels needs to be evaluated. 
 
Namibia, Uruguay and Senegal expressed their interest in participating in this pilot program and added that the 
costs that this represents in terms of human resources and capacities for the participants need to be taken into 
account. 
 
The Recommendation by ICCAT on an Electronic Statistical Document Pilot Program (ANNEX 5, [Rec. 06-
16)] was adopted, with the following amendments: 
 
 − that the wording of paragraph 3 assures maintaining the system of transmission by paper; 
 − that reports be provided to the Secretariat separately from the Annual Reports. 
 
5.3.3 Draft concerning the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document 
 
In the absence of a consensus on the adoption of the “Draft Consolidated Recommendation by ICCAT 
Concerning the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program”, proposed by the Secretariat, it was decided 
to defer it for discussion in the intersessional period, jointly with the discussion of the European Community 
proposal concerning the Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Program. 
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6. Review of implementation of Recommendation 05-02 
 
The Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Control of Chinese Taipei’s Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Fishery [Rec. 05-
02], adopted in 2005, requests Chinese Taipei to improve its management of bigeye tuna fishing in the 
Convention area. Chinese Taipei presented the measures that have been implemented and which, in some cases, 
are still in place. Significant resources have been dedicated for this purpose (US$220 million) and these are 
described in various reports sent to the Commission and distributed by the Secretariat: 
 
− Limit: 60 vessels have been authorized to fish for albacore, 15 for bigeye and 42 vessels have remained at 

port; 
− Implementation of a vessel reduction program: 160 longliners were repurchased and scrapped in 2005 and 

2006; 
− Implementation of an observer scheme (1 per vessel targeting bigeye tuna, 4 per fleet fishing albacore); 
− The 15 vessels fishing bigeye tuna report daily, at port sampling in collaboration with the canneries; 
− Strengthening of monitoring and surveillance: the vessels are all equipped with VMS, 
− At-port inspections: mandatory inspections were carried out at Las Palmas and Cape Town in April, June, 

July and October. 
− Fight against IUU fishing: Chinese Taipei will refuse all exportation of new fishing vessels if these are 

proven to be used in contravention to the management measures of RFMOs; 
− Since August 2006, a training vessel has patrolled in the Atlantic and has already inspected vessels under 

Chinese Taipei flag. No serious contravention or non-compliance of the measures has been detected. 
 
Chinese Taipei is committed to continue this program for six years. The budget will be US$116 million and 
foresees, in particular, a restructuring of the sector, strengthening of management and monitoring of fishing, 
observer coverage, data collection, scientific research, and measures against IUU fishing. 
 
In recognition of the efforts made, Chinese Taipei requests that the limit on its catches be restored to the level 
defined in the Recommendation by ICCAT on a Multi-year Conservation and Management Program for Bigeye 
Tuna [Rec. 04-01]. 
 
A statement made by Chinese Taipei to the PWG requesting the resumption of bigeye tuna catches in the 
Atlantic Ocean is attached as Appendix 5 to ANNEX 11. 
 
Several Parties congratulated the efforts made and favourably welcomed Chinese Taipei’s request. 
 
Some parties wanted to discuss the program in more depth before expressing an opinion on Chinese Taipei’s 
request for quota. 
 
It was also noted that the work should continue and that more improvements should be made. Discussion on the 
issue of the responsibility exercised on the vessels owned by residents in Chinese Taipei, but registered in other 
countries, as well the matter of system of the validation of the catch data by the authorities was also discussed. 
  
6.1 Draft Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Chinese Taipei 
 
Discussion on the U.S. proposal for a Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Chinese Taipei was deferred to the 
Plenary (see ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-01]). One Party requested a limit on the number of Chinese Taipei vessels 
authorized to fish bigeye tuna from 64 vessels in 2007 to 60 vessels in subsequent years. Another Party 
requested that the prohibition on at-sea transhipment by Chinese Taipei vessels be lifted. This request was 
supported by various Parties. 
 
A request was made for the inclusion of the principle of collaboration with the respective flag States to monitor 
that foreign flag vessels having business interests with Chinese Taipei are applying ICCAT conservation and 
management measures. 
 
Finally, there was a request to include a paragraph indicating that “Chinese Taipei shall further investigate the 
past and current IUU fishing activities involving Chinese Taipei residents including illegal harvest of ICCAT 
species and submit a report on its findings to the 2007 annual meeting of the Commission.” 
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7. Review of cooperation by non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities and determination of  
 actions to be taken under the 2003 Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] 
 
The following actions were decided: 
 
Bolivia: The Government of Bolivia had sent a letter. It was decided to maintain the sanctions for 2007 and to 
notify Bolivia by letter. 
 
Cambodia:  It was decided to maintain identification. The Parties expressed concern about the lack of response 
to letters from ICCAT and the lack of data on commercial transactions and on catches. 
 
Colombia: Chinese Taipei explained that the vessel that led to concern about Colombia’s fishing activities was a 
Chinese Taipei flag vessel. The vessel in question was included on the 2005 ICCAT list of authorized vessels 
and is now in a Chinese Taipei port. Colombia has been withdrawn from the list. 
 
Costa Rica:  Concern was expressed about the lack of response from Costa Rica to the letters from ICCAT. The 
EC, which was the origin of the identification, informed the PWG that it did not have any information on new 
imports that would warrant maintaining identification, particularly since this country had notified its authorities 
of the validation of statistical documents. Therefore, identification has been lifted and a letter explaining 
ICCAT’s concerns about the lack of information on their catches will be sent. 
 
Cuba: There is no information indicating activities since the problem concerning a small quantity of bluefin 
tuna. Identification has been lifted and a letter explaining ICCAT’s concerns about the lack of information will 
be sent. 
 
Ecuador: Identification has been lifted, but a strong letter requesting information and responses to previous 
correspondence will be sent. 
 
Egypt: This country has sent some information on actions taken towards requesting Cooperating non-
Contracting Party status, and has been withdrawn from the table of actions to be taken in regard to non-
Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities in 2006. 
 
Georgia: Since no information has been received since the imposing of sanctions, it was decided to maintain the 
sanctions. 
 
Maldives: No response has been received to the letter from ICCAT. A letter will be sent to request information 
on their catches. 
 
Singapore: The European Community noted its collaboration with Singapore during the year. Singapore 
validates re-export certifications. Several falsified statistical documents have been detected and, at the request of 
the EC, Singapore has launched an investigation on this matter.  No doubt, results will be available for the 2007 
meeting. Identification was lifted and a letter of encouragement will be sent. 
 
Sri Lanka: A response has been received to the Chairman’s letter indicating that Sri Lanka does not have any 
flag vessels in the Convention area. One Party considered that this response was insufficient. Additional 
information was requested. 
 
Sierra Leone: Trade sanctions were lifted in 2004. Sierra Leone’s promised to provide information, which has 
not yet been received. It was pointed out that some vessels flying this flag are found in the Atlantic and some 
Parties expressed concern about this country’s lack of control over these vessels. Identification was decided. 
 
St. Vincent and the Grenadines:  All St. Vincent and the Grenadines vessels were removed from the IUU list 
after they became an ICCAT member. A review of its situation has been referred to the Compliance Committee, 
as is the case for other Contracting Parties. 
 
Togo: No information has been received. One Party pointed out that this country does not apply the statistical 
document program and has not responded to the requests for information on the vessels whose fishing activities 
have been confirmed by two other Parties. Additional information was requested to endorse identification. In 
view of the lack of data, a letter of possible identification will be sent in 2007. 
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Tonga:  This country has exported Atlantic and Pacific swordfish to Japan without a statistical document. A 
letter was sent requesting information on the origin of the product and no response has yet been received. 
Monitoring will continue in 2007. 
 
Palau: This country, which was monitored in 2006, has been removed from the table. 
 
A summary table of the “Actions Taken in Relation to non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities in 
2006” is attached as Appendix 3 to ANNEX 11. 
  
The Chairman’s special letters to the above countries are attached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 11. 
 
 
8. Review and development of IUU vessel list  
 
Vessels flying the flag of St. Vincent and the Grenadines, which is now a member of ICCAT, have been 
removed from the list. In effect, the current Recommendation does not permit the inclusion of Contracting Party 
vessels on the IUU list. 
 
St. Vincent and the Grenadines informed the PWG that the vessel Emily 21 has been eliminated from the fishing 
registry and was being investigated. The vessel Southern Star, which previously had St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines flag, is maintained on the list, with the indication that it flies an “unknown flag”. 
 
Some vessels on the list had Panamanian and Honduran flags, but these countries informed the Compliance 
Committee that these vessels were no longer flying their flags when they were sighted. It was decided to include 
these on the IUU list as vessels flying an unknown flag. 
 
The “List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) fishing in the 
Convention Area” was adopted, including two Sierra Leone vessels and 15 unknown flag vessels, and is attached 
as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 11. 
 
It was requested that someone take charge of monitoring these vessels flying unknown flag and it was suggested 
that this task be entrusted to the Compliance Officer, but due to the lack of means the Secretariat cannot at this 
time carry out this additional task. This matter will be discussed at the next meeting of the PWG. 
 
The European Community proposed an amendment to the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a list of 
Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT 
Convention Area [Rec. 02-23]. The objective is to embrace the possibility of including CPC flag vessels on the 
IUU list. The current regime is, in effect discriminatory. Some RFMOs have already proceeded to this inclusion. 
The amendment also allows specifying the provisions that govern the deletion of vessels from the list, in order to 
make this provision more flexible and to be able to amend the list during the year. Finally, this proposal 
contemplates including on the list the transport and supply vessels that support IUU fishing. 
 
The proposed was supported by various Parties. One Party reserved its position on this matter. 
  
Some comments were made on the reasons for including the Contracting Party vessels on the list. Some Parties 
specifically recalled that quota allocation is a national matter. 
 
Various proposals were submitted to modify the text. In addition to some editorial comments, the matter of 
including CPC vessels on the IUU list provoked numerous comments. The European Community emphasized 
that this unique Recommendation did not include distinct definitions of the vessels of Contracting Parties and 
non-Contracting Parties, which would not exclude any option. Finally, the proposal Amending the 
Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out Illegal, Unreported 
and Unregulated Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area (ANNEX 5 [Rec. 06-12]) was adopted 
without change, and the majority supported its philosophy. Paragraph 11 of this Amending Recommendation 
specifies that it will be reviewed at the 2007 meeting of the Commission.   
 
 
9. Requests for Cooperating Status  
 
Cooperating Status was reviewed for Chinese Taipei, Guyana and Netherlands Antilles in 2006. 
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The Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity Status of Chinese Taipei and Guyana was 
continued.   
 
It was decided that Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity Status for Netherlands Antilles. 
Panama should be revoked as commitments made by that country had not been fulfilled. Panama pointed out that 
they had sent a letter indicating that the vessels that had previously fished under Netherlands Antilles flag had 
been transferred to Panama. A letter will be sent to Netherlands Antilles informing them of this decision 
(Appendix 4 to Annex 11). 
 
 
10. Other matters   
 
No other matters were discussed. 
 
 
11. Adoption of the report and adjournment  
 
The meeting of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation 
Measures was adjourned.  
 
The Report of the PWG was adopted by correspondence. 
 
 
 

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 11 
 
 

Agenda 
 
1. Opening of the meeting   
2. Election of Chair 
3. Appointment of the Rapporteur  
4. Adoption of the Agenda 
5. Implementation and functioning of Statistical Document Programs  
 5.1 Review of bi-annual data reports  

5.1 Report of the Working Group to Review the Statistical Monitoring Programs, including consideration of 
recommendations  

5.2 Review of the draft consolidation Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bluefin Tuna Statistical 
Document Programme 

6. Review of implementation of Recommendation 05-02 
7. Review of cooperation by non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities and determination of actions 

to be taken under the 2003 Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15] 
8. Review and development of IUU vessel list  
9. Requests for Cooperating Status  
10. Other matters   
11. Adoption of the report and adjournment  
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   Appendix 2 to ANNEX 11  
 

List of Vessels Presumed to Have Carried Out IUU Fishing Activities in the ICCAT Convention Area 
Serial number Reporting 

CPC 
Date 

informed Reference # Current flag Previous flag Name of vessel 
(Latin) 

Name 
(Other) Owner name  Address  Area  

20040005 JAPAN 24/08/2004 1788 UNKNOWN  BRAVO       AT 

20040006 JAPAN 16/11/2004 PWG-122 UNKNOWN  OCEAN DIAMOND       AT 

20040007 JAPAN 16/11/2004 PWG-122 UNKNOWN  MADURA 2   (P.T. PROVISIT)* (INDONESIA)* AT 

20040008 JAPAN 16/11/2004 PWG-122 UNKNOWN  MADURA 3   (P.T. PROVISIT)* (INDONESIA)*  

20050001 BRAZIL 03/08/2005 1615 UNKNOWN 
ST. VINCENT & 
GRENADINES 

SOUTHERN STAR 
136 

HSIANG 
CHANG 

KUO JENG MARINE 
SERVICES LIMITED 

PORT OF SPAIN 
TRINIDAD & 
TOBAGO 

AT 
 

20060001 
SOUTH 
AFRICA 23/10/2006 2431 SIERRA LEONE  BIGEYE  NO INFO 

NO INFO UNKNOWN 

20060002 
SOUTH 
AFRICA 23/10/2006 2431 SIERRA LEONE  MARIA  NO INFO 

NO INFO UNKNOWN 

20060003 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN PANAMA NO. 101 GLORIA  
GOLDEN 

LAKE NO INFO 
NO INFO MEDI 

20060004 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN PANAMA MELILLA NO. 103  NO INFO 
NO INFO 
 

MEDI 

20060005 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN PANAMA MELILLA NO. 101  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060006 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN PANAMA TONINA V  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060007 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN PANAMA LILA NO. 10  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060008 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN HONDURAS No 2 CHOYU  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060009 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN HONDURAS ACROS NO. 3  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060010 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN HONDURAS ACROS NO. 2  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060011 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN HONDURAS No. 3 CHOYU  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

20060012 EC 16/10/2006 2259 UNKNOWN HONDURAS ORIENTE NO. 7  NO INFO NO INFO MEDI 

     *According to 2002 ICCAT IUU Vessel List.  
 
 

 



2005 Actions Direct Response to 
Chair's letter

Catch data 
reported

SDP 
validation 
information 
provided

Reported as 
IUU under 
02-23

Unreported 
Atlantic catch 
estimates from 
SDP 2005

Unreported 
catch 
estimate 
from other 
trade data

Observations/ 
other 
information

2006 Actions

COOPERATING NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES, ENTITIES OR FISHING ENTITIES
CHINESE TAIPEI Cooperating status renewed. Identified 

under Res. 03-15. Letter sent to Chinese 
Taipei.  Recommendation [05-02] 
agreed in Plenary calling for significant 
reduction in BET catch limit and 
implementation of additional fleet 
control measures to address past 
overharvesting/other fishery problems;  
cooperating status continued.  Letter 
regarding these matters sent by the 
Commission Chairman

Yes Yes Yes 1 vessel on 
2005  list 
attributed to 
Colombia.

No Information 
from Chinese 
Taipei submitted 
in accordance 
with the 
provisions of 
Rec. 05-02 was 
submitted and 
reviewed by the 
Commission. 

Cooperating status renewed. 
Secretariat to inform Chinese 
Taipei. Cooperating status to 
be revised in 2007 in the light 
of implementation of the 
provisions of 
Recommendation by ICCAT 
Regarding Chinese Taipei 
[Rec. 06-01], calliing for 
further actions by Chinese 
Taipei

GUYANA Cooperating status renewed. Letter to 
Guyana by Secretariat informing them 
of this decision.

Not applicable/ not 
required. 

Yes No No No No Cooperating status renewed. 
Secretariat to inform Guyana.

NETH ANTILLES Cooperating status to be maintained but 
with letter to Netherlands Antilles 
expressing concerns in relation to catch 
levels and requesting details on their 
MCS measures, and requesting them to 
comply with ICCATconservation and 
management measures.

No No No No No No Cooperating status revoked as 
no catch information was 
reported, and no reply to letter 
was received. To be reviewed 
in 2007 if requested 
information is forthcoming.

OTHER NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES, ENTITIES OR FISHING ENTITIES
BOLIVIA Sanctions maintained  (BET) Yes No No No Yes (13t SWO - 

9 t S. Atl. 4 
unknown 
area/ocean)

No Sanctions maintained for 
2007, but letter to be sent 
encouraging efforts made to 
date and requesting outcomes 
of current actions. If results 
are positive, consideration to 
be given to lifting sanctions in 
2007.

CAMBODIA Chairman sent letter requesting further 
information on vessel registry, whether 
vessels have been reported to FAO and 
MCS measures in force.

No No No No No No Re-identify with letter 
expressing concerns about 
lack of response and apparent 
weakness of  MCS controls in 
relation to vessels on their 
registry.

Actions taken in relation to Non-contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities in 2006.
Appendix 3 to ANNEX 11 



2005 Actions Direct Response to 
Chair's letter

Catch data 
reported

SDP 
validation 
information 
provided

Reported as 
IUU under 
02-23

Unreported 
Atlantic catch 
estimates from 
SDP 2005

Unreported 
catch 
estimate 
from other 
trade data

Observations/ 
other 
information

2006 Actions

COSTA RICA Identification maintained. (SWO) 
Chairman sent strong letter indicating 
that no response to Commission's 
concerns and requests may lead to 
further action. Executive Secretary to 
liaise with Costa Rica through 
diplomatic channels to ensure that 
Commission letter has been received 
and attempt to elicit a response. 

Acknowledgement 
from Embassy 
received

No Yes No No No Lift identification as no 
information indicated current 
activity in the Atlantic. Letter 
expressing serious concerns 
about lack of response, and 
requesting information 
previously required

CUBA Identification maintained. (BFT) 
Chairman to send strong letter 
indicating that no response to 
Commission's concerns and requests 
may lead to further action. Executive 
Secretary to liaise with Cuba through 
diplomatic channels to ensure that 
Commission letter has been received 
and attempt to elicit a response. 

No No No No No No Revoke identification as no 
information indicated current 
activity in the Atlantic. Letter 
expressing serious concerns 
about lack of response, and 
requesting information 
previously required

ECUADOR Chairman sent letter requesting 
information on BET catches, fleet size 
and area of catch and MCS measures in 
place.

No No Yes No Yes (46 t BET 
and 1 t SWO)

No Letter to be sent requesting 
information in relation to 
catches and expressing serious 
concerns about lack of 
response to 2005 letter.

GEORGIA Sanctions maintained (BET) Chairman 
sent letter to Georgia informing them of 
this decision.

No No No No No No Maintain sanctions. Letter 
requesting replies to previous 
concerns and information in 
relation to the vessels on their 
registry.

MALDIVES Chairman sent letter requesting 
clarification of species and area and 
MCS measures in place.

No No Yes No Yes (15 t BFT,  
area/ocean 
unknown)

No Letter to be sent requesting 
information in relation to 
catches and expressing serious 
concerns about lack of 
response to 2005 letter.

SINGAPORE Identification maintained. SWO 
Chairman sent letter  thanking 
Singapore for action taken and request 
further action in relation to the 
implementation of the SDPs.

No Yes (Re-
export only)

Yes, but 
response 
received from 
Singapore. 
See PWG-055

No No Singapore also 
submitted 
reports of data 
collected under 
the ICCAT 
SDPs, as 
requested by the 
Commission.

Revoke identification in 
appreciation of cooperation 
noted to date and request 
continued cooperation in the 
future.



2005 Actions Direct Response to 
Chair's letter

Catch data 
reported

SDP 
validation 
information 
provided

Reported as 
IUU under 
02-23

Unreported 
Atlantic catch 
estimates from 
SDP 2005

Unreported 
catch 
estimate 
from other 
trade data

Observations/ 
other 
information

2006 Actions

SRI LANKA Chairman sent strong letter indicating 
that no response to Commission's 
concerns may lead to further action. 
Executive Secretary to liaise with Sri 
Lanka through diplomatic channels to 
ensure that Commission letter has been 
received and attempt to elicit a response. 

Yes, but responded 
mainly to 2004 
concerns

No Yes No Yes (8 t SWO, 
area/ocean 
unknown)

No Letter requesting further 
information, particularly 
regarding MCS measures. 
Continue to monitor in 2007. 

SIERRA LEONE Chairman  sent letter requesting 
response to issues raised in 2004 letter. 
Executive Secretary to liaise with Sierra 
Leone through diplomatic channels to 
ensure that Commission letter has been 
received and attempt to elicit a 
response.Continue to monitor in 2006. 

No No Yes Yes - 2 
vessels 
reported by 
South Africa

No No Identify and request 
information on the vessels 
contained in their registry, and 
on MCS and licensing system.

TONGA Not applicable No No No Yes No Indications that  
SWO was 
exported  to a 
Contracting 
Party without a 
statistical 
document. See 
ICCAT Salida 
1862/2006.

Monitor in 2007, especially  
in relation to request for 
cooperation with the ICCAT 
Statistical Document 
Programme.

TOGO Chairman sent letter requesting 
information on fleet size and MCS 
measures in place.

No No No No No No No Send letter expressing serious 
concerns in relation to lack of 
response to the Commission, 
and indicate possible 
identification in 2007 if 
information is not received.
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Appendix 4 to ANNEX 11 
 

Commission Chairman’s Special Letters to non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities 
 

4.1 Letters on maintaining sanctions 
 
− Letter to Bolivia in relation to maintaining sanctions 
 
On behalf of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), I am writing to 
inform you that, at the 2006 annual meeting, the Commission took a decision to continue the prohibition on the 
import of bigeye tuna and its products in any form from  Bolivia by ICCAT Contracting Parties, as well as those 
non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with Cooperating Status, in accordance with the 
Commission’s Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Bolivia Pursuant to the 1998 Resolution concerning the 
unreported and unregulated catches of tuna by large-scale longline vessels in the Convention Area [Rec. 02-17], 
a copy of which is enclosed for your information. The decision was taken in accordance with the provisions of 
ICCAT´s Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline 
Vessels in the Convention Area [Res. 98-18]. 
 
While the Commission is very encouraged to learn that Bolivia is in the process of taking actions to ensure full 
monitoring and control of its vessels and intends to abide by the conservation and management measures 
currently in place it seems that these measures have not yet been fully implemented. 
 
As you are aware, ICCAT members have been operating under a strict management regime of time and area 
closures, capacity limitations, and catch limits relative to bigeye tuna to ensure its conservation and that the 
cooperation of all countries is required to support the effectiveness of these measures. In the absence of any 
concrete results having been reported in regard to Bolivia’s monitoring control and surveillance measures, the 
Commission concluded that it would not be appropriate to lift the bigeye tuna trade restrictions in place against 
your country.  
 
The Commission will again review the situation of Bolivia at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12-18, 
2007, in Istanbul, Turkey. In the event that information showing positive outcomes of the actions taken to date is 
submitted to ICCAT at least 30 days prior to that meeting, the Commission will reconsider the issue, and 
sanctions may be lifted at that time.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Bolivia to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an observer. 
Information concerning that meeting will be furnished in due course. Further, the Commission would remind 
Bolivia that it can join ICCAT or seek cooperating status if Bolivia maintains an interest in exploiting species 
under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting cooperating status, I would draw your attention to the 
provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of Cooperating Non-
Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, www.iccat.int, or are available 
from the ICCAT Secretariat on request.  
 
Thank you for your attention to these important matters. Please accept assurances of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to Georgia in relation to maintaining sanctions 
 
On behalf of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), I am writing to 
inform you that, at the 2006 annual meeting the Commission took a decision to continue the prohibition on the 
import of bigeye tuna and its products in any form from Georgia by ICCAT Contracting Parties, as well as those 
non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with Cooperating Status, in accordance with the 
Commission’s Recommendation by ICCAT for Bigeye Tuna Trade Restrictive Measures on Georgia [Rec. 03-18] 
a copy of which is enclosed for your information. The decision was taken in accordance with the provisions of 
ICCAT´s Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline 
Vessels in the Convention Area [Res. 98-18]. 
 
The Commission is particularly concerned about the lack of response by Georgia in relation to previous 
correspondence, particularly as ICCAT members have been operating under a strict management regime of time 
and area closures, capacity limitations, and catch limits relative to bigeye tuna to ensure its conservation and that 
the cooperation of all countries is required to support the effectiveness of these measures. In the absence of any 
additional information regarding Georgia’s monitoring control and surveillance measures or actions taken to 
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address past activities, the Commission concluded that it would not be appropriate to lift the bigeye tuna trade 
restrictions in place against your country.  
 
As in previous communications, ICCAT hereby requests Georgia to take effective measures to rectify the fishing 
activities of vessels on its registry so as not to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation measures for 
bigeye tuna and to implement fully ICCAT conservation and management decisions, including instituting 
measures to ensure appropriate monitoring, control, and surveillance of your fleet and reporting catch and effort 
data to the Commission. We would, therefore, be grateful to receive detailed information regarding: (1) the types 
of monitoring, control and surveillance methods used by Georgia with respect to its fishing vessels; (2) Georgia’s 
total catch of tuna and tuna-like species in 2006 and prior years; (3) the markets to which Georgia exports bigeye 
tuna and/or its products; (4) the maritime areas in which Georgian vessels fished bigeye tuna; and (5) the exact 
composition of the Georgian fleet. 
 
The Commission will again review the situation of Georgia at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12 to 
18, 2007, in Istanbul, Turkey. Information concerning these matters should, therefore, be submitted to ICCAT at 
least 30 days prior to that meeting. The information requested above will be valuable to the Commission when it 
considers trade-related matters relative to Georgia during its 2007 review. It is imperative that Georgia respond 
to the questions posed by ICCAT and demonstrate that the situation has been rectified in order for the 
Commission to make a determination to lift trade restrictive measures, if appropriate. 
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Georgia to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an 
observer. Information concerning that meeting will be furnished in due course. Further, the Commission would 
remind Georgia that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status if Georgia maintains an interest in exploiting 
species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting Cooperating Status, I would draw your attention 
to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of Cooperating Non-
Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, at www.iccat.int, or are 
available from the ICCAT Secretariat on request.  
 
Thank you for your attention to these important matters. Please accept assurances of my highest consideration. 
 
4.2 Letters revoking identification 
 
− Letter to Costa Rica revoking identification 
 
I have the honor to inform you that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) took a decision at its 2006 annual meeting to revoke Costa Rica’s identification status relative to 
swordfish.  
 
As explained in previous communications, the Commission annually reviews fishery-related information for the 
Convention area relative to both ICCAT members and non-members. As you are aware, the referenced 
identification of the Republic of Costa Rica was made in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning 
Trade Measures [Res. 03-15]. During its 2006 review, the Commission took note that no further information on 
trade with Costa Rica of ICCAT species had been brought to the attention of ICCAT.  The Commission, however, 
expressed serious concerns in relation to the lack of response from Costa Rica to previous correspondence, and 
failure to address the concerns of the Commission may result in the re-identification of Costa Rica as a non-
Contracting Party whose activities undermine the ICCAT conservation and management measures. 
 
In previous letters, ICCAT requested detailed information regarding: (1) the types of monitoring, control and 
surveillance methods used by Costa Rica with respect to its fishing vessels; (2) Costa Rica’s total catch of tuna 
and tuna-like species in prior years; and (3) the markets to which Costa Rica exports ICCAT-managed species 
and/or their products, and the maritime area in which Costa Rican vessels fished swordfish. Having again 
received no response from Costa Rica in 2006 to these questions, the Commission reiterates its request to receive 
detailed information regarding the above. 
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Costa Rica to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an 
observer. Information concerning that meeting will be furnished in due course. Further, the Commission would 
remind Costa Rica that it can join ICCAT or seek cooperating status if Costa Rica maintains an interest in 
exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting cooperating status, I would draw your 
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attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of Cooperating 
Non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, www.iccat.int, or are available 
from the ICCAT Secretariat on request. 
  
Please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to Cuba revoking identification 
 
I have the honor to inform you that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) took a decision at its 2006 annual meeting to revoke Cuba’s identification status relative to bluefin 
tuna.  
 
As explained in previous communications, the Commission annually reviews fishery-related information for the 
Convention area relative to both ICCAT members and non-members. As you are aware, the referenced 
identification of Cuba was made in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 
03-15]. During its 2006 review, the Commission took note that no further information on trade with Cuba of 
ICCAT species had been brought to the attention of ICCAT.  The Commission, however, expressed serious 
concerns in relation to the lack of response from Cuba to previous correspondence, and failure to address the 
concerns of the Commission may result in the re-identification of Cuba as a non-Contracting Party whose 
activities undermine the ICCAT conservation and management measures. 
 
In previous letters, ICCAT requested detailed information regarding: (1) the types of monitoring, control and 
surveillance methods used by Cuba with respect to its fishing vessels; (2) Cuba’s total catch of tuna and tuna-like 
species in prior years; and (3) the markets to which Cuba exports ICCAT-managed species and/or their products. 
Having again received no response from Cuba in 2006 to these questions, the Commission reiterates its request 
to receive detailed information regarding the above. 
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Cuba to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an observer. 
Information concerning that meeting will be furnished in due course. Further, the Commission would remind 
Cuba that it can join ICCAT or seek cooperating status if Cuba maintains an interest in exploiting species under 
the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting cooperating status, I would draw your attention to the 
provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of Cooperating Non-
Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, www.iccat.int, or are available 
from the ICCAT Secretariat on request. 
  
Please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to St. Vincent & the Grenadines  
 
I have the honor to inform you that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) took a decision at its 2006 annual meeting to revoke St. Vincent and the Grenadines’s identification 
status relative to illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing, imposed in 2005.  
 
This decision was based on the efforts made to date by St. Vincent and the Grenadines to remove vessels 
assumed to have been involved in IUU fishing from its registry, and in recognition of the commitment to abide 
by ICCAT conservation and management measures undertaken by becoming a Contracting Party to ICCAT.  
 
As you will recall, in previous letters, ICCAT requested detailed information regarding: (1) the types of 
monitoring, control and surveillance methods used by St. Vincent and the Grenadines with respect to its fishing 
vessels; (2) St. Vincent and the Grenadines’s total catch of tuna and tuna-like species in previous years; and (3) 
the markets to which St. Vincent and the Grenadines exports ICCAT-managed species and/or their products. The 
Commission looks forward to receiving such information through the Annual Report of St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines in 2007. 
 
In closing, on behalf of the Commission I would like to take this opportunity to welcome St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines as a Contracting Party to ICCAT, and look forward to working in close cooperation with you in the 
future. 
 
Please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
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− Letter to Singapore revoking identification 
 
I have the honor to inform you that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) took a decision at its 2006 annual meeting to revoke Singapore’s identification status relative to the 
Resolution by ICCAT on Trade Measures [Res. 03-15]. 
 
During its 2006 review, the Commission took note of the cooperation of Singapore to date with ICCAT and 
ICCAT Contracting Parties, and the willingness shown by Singapore to address the concerns which were raised 
by the Commission in 2005. 
 
 ICCAT would like to thank Singapore for this cooperative spirit, and looks forward to continued constructive 
collaboration in the future.   
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Singapore to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an 
observer. Information concerning that meeting will be furnished in due course. Further, the Commission would 
remind Singapore that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status if Singapore maintains an interest in 
exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting Cooperating Status, I would draw 
your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of 
Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, at www.iccat.int, or are 
available from the ICCAT Secretariat on request. 
  
Please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
 
4.3 Letters seeking further identification 
 
− Letter to Ecuador seeking further information 
 
I have the honor to refer to my previous correspondence of 16 December 2005 requesting information in relation 
to the origin of bigeye tuna exported by Ecuador, in addition to information about the Ecuadorian fleet, such as 
number of vessels and size of tonnage, as well as the monitoring, control and surveillance measures for your 
fleet.  
 
The International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), at its 2006 meeting, reviewed 
the available information, and found that the available trade data did not warrant any further action to be taken at 
this stage. At the same time, very serious concerns were expressed in relation to the fact that Ecuador did not 
respond to the Commissions previous questions.  
 
I would like to take this opportunity to reiterate the concerns of the Commission and to once again request that 
you furnish the information outlined above, in order to ensure that the Commission does not need to take action 
contemplated under the ICCAT Resolution on Trade Measures [Res. 03-15]. A copy of this Resolution is attached 
for your information, together with a copy of the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Rec. 
06-13] which is expected to enter into force in June 2007. All the ICCAT conservation and management 
measures can be found on the ICCAT web site, www.iccat.int, or are available from the Secretariat on request. 
 
The Commission will review Ecuador’s situation at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12-18, 2007, in 
Istanbul, Turkey and I would be grateful if you could supply the information concerning the above matters at 
least 30 days prior to that meeting.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to remind the Ecuador that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status 
if Ecuador has an interest in exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting 
Cooperating Status, I would draw your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria 
for Attaining the Status of Cooperating Non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20].  
 
Thank you for your attention to these issues, and please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to Maldives seeking further information 
 
I have the honor to refer to my previous correspondence of December 16, 2005 requesting information in 
relation to the origin of bluefin tuna exported by the Maldives, in addition to information in relation to the 
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Maldives fleet, such as number of vessels and size of tonnage, as well as on the monitoring, control and 
surveillance measures for your fleet. 
 
The International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), at its 2006 meeting, reviewed 
the available information, and found that the available trade data did not warrant any further action to be taken at 
this stage. At the same time, very serious concerns were expressed in relation to the fact that the Maldives did 
not respond to the Commission’s previous questions.  
 
I would like to take this opportunity to reiterate the concerns of the Commission and to once again request that 
you furnish the information outlined above, in order to ensure that the Commission does not need to take action 
contemplated under the Resolution by ICCAT on Trade Measures [Res. 03-15]. A copy of this Resolution is 
attached for your information, together with a copy of the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade 
Measures [Rec. 06-13] which is expected to enter into force in June 2007. All the ICCAT conservation and 
management measures can be found on the ICCAT web site at www.iccat.int, or are available from the 
Secretariat on request. 
 
The Commission will review Maldives’ situation at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12 to 18, 2007, in 
Istanbul, Turkey, and I would be grateful if you could supply the information concerning the above matters at 
least 30 days prior to that meeting.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to remind the Maldives that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status 
if the Maldives has an interest in exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting 
Cooperating Status, I would draw your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria 
for Attaining the Status of Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. 
 
Thank you for your attention to these issues, and please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to Sri Lanka seeking further information 
 
I have the honor to refer to my previous correspondence of December 16, 2005 requesting Sri Lanka to abide by 
the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) conservation and management 
measures and to supply information in relation to the monitoring, control and surveillance measures for the Sri 
Lankan fleet, and the total catch of tuna and tuna-like species from the ICCAT Convention area for 2006 and 
previous years, as well as actions taken to eliminate possible illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing 
activities.   
 
At its 2006 meeting, the Commission reviewed the information submitted by Sri Lanka, and was encouraged by 
the response that Sri Lanka was not engaged in IUU activities. However, the Commission would greatly 
appreciate receiving further information in relation to the Sri Lankan fleet, particularly in relation to the 
monitoring, control and surveillance measures currently in place.  
 
The Commission will review Sri Lanka’s situation at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12 to 18, 2007, 
in Istanbul, Turkey, and I would be grateful if you could supply the information concerning the above matters at 
least 30 days prior to that meeting.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to remind Sri Lanka that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status if 
Sri Lanka has an interest in exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting 
Cooperating Status, I would draw your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria 
for Attaining the Status of Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. 
Please note that all ICCAT Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, 
www.iccat.int, or are available from the ICCAT Secretariat on request.  
 
Thank you for your attention to these important matters. Please accept assurances of my highest consideration. 
 
− Letter to Togo seeking further information 
 
I have the honor to refer to my previous correspondence of 16 December 2005, and to earlier correspondence 
requesting Togo abide by the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) 
conservation and management measures. The Commission also asked Togo to supply information in relation to 
Togo’s fleet, such as number of vessels and size of tonnage, the monitoring, control and surveillance measures 
for your fleet, the total catch of tuna and tuna-like species from the ICCAT Convention area for 2006 and 
previous years, and Togo’s process and rules for vessel registration. 
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At its 2006 meeting the Commission expressed very serious concerns in relation to the fact that Togo did not 
respond to the Commissions previous correspondence. The identification of Togo as a non-Contracting Party 
engaged in activities deemed to undermine ICCAT conservation and management measures was revoked in 
2004, on the understanding that Togo would collaborate with ICCAT in its efforts to improve it fisheries 
management of ICCAT species. Failure to respond to the issues raised by the Commission may lead to ICCAT 
taking action under the Resolution by ICCAT on Trade Measures [Res. 03-15], a copy of which is attached for 
your information together with a copy of the Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Rec. 06-
13] which is expected to enter into force in June 2007.   
 
I would like to take this opportunity to reiterate the concerns of the Commission and to once again request that 
you furnish the information outlined above, in order to ensure that the Commission does not need to take action 
contemplated under the above mentioned measures. All the ICCAT conservation and management measures can 
be found on the ICCAT web site, www.iccat.int, or are available from the Secretariat on request. 
 
The Commission will review Togo’s situation at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12-18, 2007, in 
Istanbul, Turkey, and I would be grateful if you could supply the information concerning the above matters at 
least 30 days prior to that meeting. 
 
4.4 Letters of identification 
 
− Letter of identification to Cambodia 
 
On behalf of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), I am writing to 
inform you that, at the 2006 annual meeting of ICCAT, on account of the findings below, the Commission 
identified Cambodia in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15], a 
copy of which is enclosed for your information, together with a copy of the Recommendation by ICCAT 
Concerning Trade Measures [Rec. 06-13] which is expected to enter into force in June 2007.  
 
As you will recall, trade restrictive measures had previously been placed on bigeye tuna products from 
Cambodia as a result of illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) activities of fishing vessels flying the flag of 
Cambodia. These trade restrictive measures were lifted in 2004 as a result of subsequent cooperation by 
Cambodia and recognition of its efforts to deregister vessels involved in IUU activities.     
 
Nevertheless, at its 2006 meeting, serious concerns were expressed by the Commission in relation to the fact that 
no response has been received in relation to the monitoring, control and surveillance (MCS) measures in place 
by Cambodia, as requested in 2004 and 2005. In light of these circumstances, the Commission has identified 
Cambodia as a non-Contracting Party whose vessels have been fishing for ICCAT species in a manner that 
diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT’s conservation and management measures. The Commission requests that 
you provide detailed information regarding your MCS measures, and process and rules for vessel registration. 
Furthermore, the Commission requests that you confirm that Cambodia has submitted to the Food and 
Agriculture Organization (FAO) information on those Cambodian vessels that fish on the high seas, which is 
required by the FAO Compliance Agreement. 
 
The Commission will again review the situation of Cambodia at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12 to 
18, 2007, in Istanbul, Turkey. Information concerning actions taken by Cambodia relative to these matters 
should, therefore, be submitted to ICCAT at least 30 days prior to that meeting. If it is determined that Cambodia 
has not rectified the situation and continues to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT, the Commission may 
recommend that its Contracting Parties once again take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures on Atlantic 
tuna and tuna-like species and their products from Cambodia.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Cambodia to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an 
observer. Information concerning this meeting will be forwarded in due course. Further, the Commission would 
remind Cambodia that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status if Cambodia maintains an interest in 
exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting Cooperating Status, I would draw 
your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of 
Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, at www.iccat.int, or are 
available from the ICCAT Secretariat on request.  
 
Thank you for your attention to these important matters. Please accept assurances of my highest consideration. 
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− Letter of identification to Sierra Leone 
 
On behalf of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), I am writing to 
inform you that, at the 2006 annual meeting of ICCAT, on account of the findings below, the Commission 
identified Sierra Leone in accordance with the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures  [Res. 03-15], a 
copy of which is enclosed for your information, together with a copy of the Recommendation by ICCAT 
Concerning Trade Measures [Rec. 06-13] which is expected to enter into force in June 2007.  
 
As you will recall, trade restrictive measures had previously been placed on bigeye tuna, bluefin tuna and 
swordfish products from Sierra Leone as a result of illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) activities of 
fishing vessels flying the flag of Sierra Leone. These trade restrictive measures were lifted in 2004 as a result of 
subsequent cooperation by Sierra Leone and recognition of its efforts to deregister vessels involved in IUU 
activities.   
 
However, at its 2006 meeting, evidence was submitted to the Commission in relation to IUU activities of two 
vessels flying the flag of Sierra Leone, which have been placed on the ICCAT List of Vessels presumed to have 
been carrying out IUU activities. Furthermore, no response to the Commission has been received in relation to 
the monitoring, control and surveillance measures (MCS) in place by Sierra Leone, as requested in 2005. In view 
of these circumstances, the Commission has identified Sierra Leone as a non-Contracting Party whose vessels 
have been fishing for ICCAT species in a manner that diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT’s conservation and 
management measures. The Commission requests that you provide detailed information regarding the activities 
of the vessels Bigeye and Maria, together with the progress made to date in relation to strengthening the MCS 
measures imposed on vessel flying the flag of Sierra Leone. 
 
The Commission will again review the situation of Sierra Leone at its next meeting, scheduled for November 12 
to 18, 2007, in Istanbul, Turkey. Information concerning actions taken by Sierra Leone relative to these matters 
should, therefore, be submitted to ICCAT at least 30 days prior to that meeting. If it is determined that Sierra 
Leone has not rectified the situation and continues to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT, the Commission may 
recommend that its Contracting Parties once again take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures on Atlantic 
tuna and tuna-like species and their products from Sierra Leone.  
 
In closing, the Commission would like to invite Sierra Leone to participate in the 2007 ICCAT meeting as an 
observer. Information concerning this meeting will be forwarded in due course. Further, the Commission would 
remind Sierra Leone that it can join ICCAT or seek Cooperating Status if Sierra Leone maintains an interest in 
exploiting species under the purview of ICCAT. With respect to requesting Cooperating Status, I would draw 
your attention to the provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of 
Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT [Rec. 03-20]. Please note that all ICCAT 
Recommendations and Resolutions can be downloaded from the ICCAT web site, at www.iccat.int, or are 
available from the ICCAT Secretariat on request.  
 
Thank you for your attention to these important matters. Please accept assurances of my highest consideration. 
 
4.5 Other special letters 
 
− Letter to Netherlands Antilles revoking Cooperating Status 
 
On behalf of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), I am writing to 
inform you that the Cooperating Status of the Netherlands Antilles was reviewed at the 15th Special Meeting of 
the Commission, held November 17 to 26, 2006 in Dubrovnik, Croatia, and it was noted that the commitments 
undertaken at the time of awarding Cooperating Status had not been fulfilled. 
 
Although the Commission noted the contents of your letter of November 23, 2006 in which you explained that 
Netherlands Antilles no longer has any vessels operating in the Atlantic for ICCAT species, it was observed that 
one vessel remains on the ICCAT Record of Vessels over 24 m Authorized to Operate in the Atlantic Ocean, 
authorized indefinitely, and that no indication had been received indicating the wish of Netherlands Antilles that 
this vessel be removed from the Record of Vessels.  
 
The Commission also expressed serious concern that no response to its letter of December 16, 2005 (copy 
attached) had been received, and no information in relation to monitoring, control and surveillance measures 
(MCS) has been submitted to ICCAT. 
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For these reasons, it is with regret that I inform you of the decision not to renew the Cooperating Status of 
Netherlands Antilles for 2007. As a result of this decision, the vessel Galerna can no longer remain on the 
ICCAT Record of Vessels, which may contain only vessels of Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-
Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities.  Notwithstanding, should the information requested in my letter 
of December 16, 2005 be forthcoming, the Netherlands Antilles may again apply for Cooperating Status in 
accordance with the Recommendation by ICCAT on Criteria for Attaining the Status of Cooperating non-
Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity in ICCAT  [Rec. 03-20]. 
 
I would like to take this opportunity to assure you of my highest consideration.  
 

 
Appendix 5 to ANNEX 11 

 
Statement by Chinese Taipei to PWG 

 
Last year, the Commission adopted the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Control of Chinese Taipei’s 
Atlantic Bigeye Tuna Fishery [Rec. 05-02], which required Chinese Taipei to enhance its management of the 
bigeye tuna fishery. As you know, Recommendation 05-02 contains very detailed and specific conditions, which 
in many aspects go beyond current standards of ICCAT measures. Chinese Taipei took the Recommendation 
very seriously, and despite the many difficulties it presented, Chinese Taipei has done everything it can to 
continue its efforts along the lines of the Recommendation, and dedicated considerable resources which, in 
monetary terms, amounted to more than US$ 220 million. We did this out of the determination to honor our 
commitment to cooperate with ICCAT in the conservation and management of the Atlantic tuna fisheries. 
 
The measures we took have been clearly described in the reports we submitted to the Commission and circulated 
to the CPCs during this year. We believe that the information contained in those reports constitutes a sufficient 
basis for the PWG. 
 
Here, by way of summarizing, we would like to emphasize that we have addressed the problem at its root. What 
we have done might be the most intensive vessel-scrapping ever conducted on earth. By drastically reducing the 
number of our vessels in a period of merely two years, we have managed to reduce the capacity of our fleet to a 
level ultimately commensurate with the fishing possibilities available to us. There will be no more than 60 large-
scale Chinese Taipei vessels operating in the Atlantic in the near future. As you can understand, this will be the 
most effective way to prevent the undesirable situation from happening again. 
 
The second aspect I would like to highlight is that we will keep on strengthening our control measures, and the 
key phrase of that is “proactive”! Put simply, our efforts will not end as the effect of the Recommendation 
diminishes, and we will not rest until we see our management system further improved. We will closely watch 
the capacity of our fleet, and consider further reduction, if necessary. We will also continue implementing control 
measures with the aim to ensure the compliance of our fleet. The government has already reserved a budget of 
totaling US$113 million for our six-year program. This is the clearest evidence of our commitment. We will 
continue deploying the patrol vessel, and we will maintain the 17 observers to ensure observer coverage above 
the percentage of 5%. Chinese Taipei takes its commitments very seriously and would like this to be kept on 
record. With the experience of this year behind us, you can rest assured that our control measures will be much 
stricter than that currently in force by ICCAT. To appreciate that, I humbly invite you to imagine yourself in the 
position we were in last year, and think about the work we have managed to do in such a short period of time, 
and the many long hours my colleagues, who are sitting here beside me, have dedicated to the planning and 
implementing of those measures!  
 
Thirdly, we have done much in our fight against IUU fishing. As just mentioned, we have been in close 
cooperation with other flag States and market States. Further, in line with the IPOA-IUU, legislation is currently 
before our cabinet which requires our residents who intend to operate foreign-flagged vessels to acquire prior 
approval from the government. Again, you can be assured that we will be very strict on this matter. The reason is 
simple: it is in our own best interest to combat IUU fishing. After spending a huge amount of money in vessel 
reduction and asking our companies to let go their vessels, it is only natural, and indeed our responsibility, to 
protect the fishermen who operate legally.  
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It is also in the interest of those who operate ICCAT-authorized vessels because every one of them has some of 
his vessels scrapped. By law, they are liable to shoulder four seventh of the costs of vessel scrapping, which 
amounted to US$114 million. This was initially funded by loans provided by the government. The only way they 
are able to pay back the money is to get back to the fisheries. In other words, they have strong incentives to 
maintain strict self-discipline in order to survive. 
 
On the other hand, you can see that the viability of the whole vessel reduction program hinges on the 
opportunities for those law-abiding fishers to return to the fisheries. What will be the message to those operators 
if ICCAT should refuse to give us back the catch limit? It will be in effect telling them that there will be no 
reward even though you have made a huge sacrifice. I am afraid that it is not the right signal to encourage 
voluntary cooperation. 
 
Last year the Commission adopted Recommendation 05-02 with the understanding that that was exclusively for 
the year 2006. Moreover, it is clearly said in the Recommendation that it is a derogation from the 
Recommendation by ICCAT on a Multi-year Conservation and Management Program for Bigeye Tuna [Rec. 04-
01]. Chinese Taipei has taken up the challenge and acted in good faith. The government has done much and is 
projecting to do much more, but I have to say that all this depends on the lifting of Recommendation 05-02, and 
as a consequence, full resumption of the catch limit accorded in Recommendation 04-01. 
 
Let us be very clear: Recommendation 04-01 is a multi-year conservation and management measure adopted by 
the Commission. It is not to be lightly derogated. The action taken toward Chinese Taipei was based on 
Resolution 03-15, but the principles in that Resolution should also be observed. Namely, we suggest the 
Commission proceed in the following order: 
 
1. First and foremost, the Commission should conduct a prima facie and objective assessment on whether 

Chinese Taipei has complied with the terms and conditions contained in Recommendation 05-02; 
 

2. In case that the Commission finds it necessary to examine the situation further, it can only do so when there 
is new information giving rise to reasonable grounds that Chinese Taipei is not in compliance, and its review 
should observe the standards of objective assessment, as well as procedural fairness; 

 
3. Our final reports to the Commission have been in circulation for more than one month. So far the response 

we received has been predominantly positive. In this view, should any reservation or further inquiry arise, 
ample time should be given to Chinese Taipei to properly respond, so that the decision-making of ICCAT is 
made consistent with the principle of predictability, which is a fundamental element of procedural fairness. 

 
Chinese Taipei has demonstrated to the international community, by its firm actions, that it is a responsible party 
that is very capable of managing its fishing activities. However, we also have responsibility toward our own 
citizens, who are law-abiding and whose livelihood depends on fisheries. It is our firm belief that it is also in the 
best interest of the international community to have Chinese Taipei cooperating with ICCAT on an enduring 
basis. Thank you for your attention. 
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ANNEX 12 
 

DOCUMENTS DEFERRED FOR DISCUSSION IN 2007 
 
 
12.1 DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING MANAGEMENTAND APPLICATION 

OF UNDERAGES AND/OR OVERAGES OF THE QUOTAS/CATCH LIMITS 
  
 RECOGNIZING the need to simplify the rules by generalizing the treatment of underage and overage, both 
at the level of management and compliance, and to draw up clear rules;  
 
 TAKING ACCOUNT the deliberations of ICCAT Working Party on Compliance, held in Murcia, Spain on 
11 November 2001.  
 

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

 
1. Management measures  
 
 a) For any species under a quota/catch limit management, the overage of a given year shall be deducted 

from either the quota/catch limit of the management period immediately after or of the following year.  
 
 b)  For any species subject to quota/catch limit management, the underage of a given year may be added 

either to the quota/catch limit of the management period immediately after or of the following year, 
within a maximum limit of 10% of the initial quota/catch limit.  

 
The total of the underages carried over during the management period or the period of the management 
plan applicable to the stock concerned may not exceed 30% of the annual quota/catch limit allocated 
initially.  

 
 c)  The provisions referred to in sub-paragraphs a) and b) do not apply when a recommendation on a stock 

specifically deals with overages and underages.  
 
 d)  The provisions of subparagraphs a) and b) do not apply to the quotas fixed autonomously by the 

Contracting Parties.  
 
2. Application measures  
 
 a) If in the applicable management period a Contracting Party exceeds its quota/catch limit, this limit will 

be reduced in the next management period by 100% of the amount exceeding such quota/catch limit. 
However, ICCAT may authorize other alternative actions, and,  

 
 b)  If a Contracting Party exceeds its quota/catch limit during two consecutive management periods, the 

Commission will recommend appropriate measures, which may include a reduction in the quota/catch 
limit amounting to 125 % of the overage. 

 
 
12.2 DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON COMPLIANCE OF QUOTAS AND CATCH LIMITS  
 
 NOTING that the rules regarding treatment of underharvest and overharvest for species subject to harvest 
quotas and catch limits have evolved over time and are both numerous and complex, 
 
 RECOGNIZING the benefits of simplifying and clarifying these rules to both the implementation of catch 
management plans by contracting parties and for the assessment of compliance by ICCAT,  
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THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION 
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT: 

 
1. For each conservation and management recommendation that allocates an annual quota/catch limit to 

specific Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (hereinafter 
called CPCs): 

  
 a)   Overharvest 
 
  i) Overharvest by a CPC that occurs in a given year shall be deducted from the quota/catch limit of that 

CPC for the next year. Also, the CPC shall provide an explanation to the Compliance Committee of 
the reasons the overharvest occurred and the actions already taken, or to be taken, to prevent further 
overharvest. 

 
  ii) If overharvest occurs in any two consecutive years, the Compliance Committee shall recommend 

appropriate measures, which may include a reduction in the CPC’s quota/catch limit of at least 125% 
of the amount of overharvest which occurred in the second year, as well as consideration of the 
application of the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning Trade Measures [Res. 03-15]. 

 
   iii) For each CPC, the cumulative amount of overharvest at the end of a multi-year conservation and 

management recommendation shall be carried forward to the next multi-year conservation and 
management recommendation. 

 
 b)   Underharvest 
 
  i) Underharvest by a CPC that occurs in a given year may be added to the CPCs quota/catch limit for 

the next year, but the amount carried forward may not exceed 50% of the base quota/catch limit for 
that year as it was initially allocated to that CPC in the relevant conservation and management 
recommendation. 

 
  ii) For each CPC, the cumulative amount of underharvest at the end of a multi-year conservation and 

management recommendation may be carried forward to the next multi-year conservation and 
management recommendation, except when the scientific advice indicates that the Total Allowable 
Catch should be reduced under the subsequent multi-year conservation and management 
recommendation. 

 
2. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall not apply in cases where: 
 
 a) A conservation and management recommendation developed by the relevant panel specifically includes 

procedures for addressing overharvest and underharvest by CPCs allocated quotas or catch limits. This 
may include extended apportionment plans for addressing overharvest or underharvest.  In such cases, 
the panel reports shall provide the rationale for the deviation from the general rules of paragraph 1. 

 
 b) A CPC has established a quota or catch limit autonomously, for any reason. 
 
 c) A CPC is subject to a cap or limit based on a reference catch level or reference year(s) to allow 

flexibility for minor harvesters. 
 
3. Temporary adjustments of quotas involving transfers of unharvested quota from one CPC to another may be 

authorized only by Article VIII recommendation; however, in no case shall a retroactive transfer be 
approved. 

 
4. This Recommendation replaces in their entirety Recommendations: 96-14, 97-08, 00-14, 01-12 and 
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12.3 DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING THE DEFINITION OF LARGE-SCALE 
FISHING VESSELS 

 
 NOTING that several ICCAT recommendations and resolutions refer to vessels greater than 24 meters length 
overall, large-scale fishing vessels and/or large scale tuna longline vessels, including the Recommendation 
Concerning the Establishment of an ICCAT Record of Vessels over 24 Meters Authorized to Operate in the 
Convention Area [Rec. 02-22], and the Recommendation Concerning Minimum Standards for the Establishment 
of a Vessel Monitoring System in the ICCAT Convention Area [Rec. 03-13]; 
 
 RECOGNIZING that a significant number of vessels just below 24 meters length overall have been and 
continue to be built and are operating in the ICCAT convention area; 
 
 INTERESTED in closing any potential loopholes with regard to efforts by fishing vessels just below 24 
meters length overall to circumvent ICCAT´s conservation and management measures;  
 

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

 
1. Large-scale fishing vessels (LSFVs) and large-scale tuna longline vessels (LSTLVs) be defined as vessels 

larger than 15 meters in length overall in all ICCAT documents. 
 
2. Any references in ICCAT´s recommendations and resolutions to vessels “over 24 meters length overall” be 

changed to “over 15 meters length overall”. 
 
 
12.4  DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING MEASURES PERTAINING TO LARGE-

SCALE FISHING VESSELS  
 
 NOTING that several monitoring and control measures adopted by the International Commission for the 
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) pertain specifically to large scale fishing vessels greater than 24 meters 
length overall, 
 
 CONSIDERING the information CPCs have provided in 2005 on the number and type of vessels between 
15 and 24 meters, 
 
 RECOGNIZING that an increasing number of vessels just below 24 meters length overall are being 
constructed and are operating in the ICCAT Convention area, 
   
 CONCERNED that effort and catch by vessels below 24 meters warrants an increased level of monitoring 
and control, 
 

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

 
1. Resolution by ICCAT on Compliance with the ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures (Res. 94-

09/Vessel Sighting) be amended so that operative paragraph 1, subparagraph (a) and Addendum Block 13, 
item (1) both read as follows: 
 
“Large pelagic tuna longline fishing vessels greater than 20 m in length operating in the Mediterranean 
during the period from June 1 to July 31.” 
 

2. Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bigeye Tuna Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger than 24 
m Length Overall (LOA) [Rec. 98-03] be amended so that operative paragraph 1, first sentence reads as 
follows: 
 
“Each Contracting Party, Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity shall, in 1999 and 
thereafter, limit the number of their fishing vessels larger than 20 meters length overall (LOA), with the 
exclusion of recreational vessels, which will fish for bigeye tuna in the Convention Area to the average 
number of its fishing vessels actually having fished for bigeye tuna in the Convention Area for the two years 
of 1991 and 1992.”  
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3. Resolution by ICCAT Concerning a Management Standard for the Large Scale Tuna Longline Fishery [Res. 
01-20] be amended so that operative paragraph 1 reads as follows: 
 
“Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities are encouraged to 
take on a provisional basis measures to meet the minimum management standard (Attachment I) when they 
issue fishing licenses to tuna longline vessels greater than 20 meters in length overall (hereinafter referred to 
as large-scale tuna longline vessels) under their registry to fish for tunas in the Convention area.”   

 
4. Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning a Multi-year Conservation and Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna 

in the East Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 02-08] be amended so that operative paragraph 7 reads as 
follows: 
 
“Bluefin tuna fishing shall be prohibited in the Mediterranean by large scale pelagic longline vessels over 20 
m in length during the period from 1 June to 31 July.” 

 
5. Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of an ICCAT Record of Vessels over 24 Meters 

Authorized to Operate in the Convention Area [Rec. 02-22] be amended so that operative paragraph 1, first 
sentence reads as follows: 
 
“The Commission shall establish and maintain an ICCAT record of fishing vessels larger than 20 meters in 
length overall (hereinafter referred to as “large scale fishing vessels” or “LSFVs”) authorized to fish for tuna 
and tuna-like species in the Convention area.” 

   
6. Resolution by ICCAT Concerning the Measures to Prevent the Laundering of Catches by Illegal, 

Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Large-Scale Tuna Longline Fishing Vessels [Res. 02-25] be amended 
so that: 
 
a) Operative paragraph 1 reads as follows: 
 
“Contracting Parties, Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities (hereinafter referred 
to as the “CPCs”) should ensure that their duly licensed large scale tuna longline fishing vessels greater than 
20 m in length overall have a prior authorization of at sea or in port transshipment and obtain the validated 
Statistical Document, whenever possible, prior to the transshipment of their tuna and tuna-like species 
subject to the Statistical Document Programs.” 
 
b) The first sentence of operative paragraph 2 reads as follows: 
 
“CPCs that import tuna and tuna-like species caught by large scale tuna longline fishing vessels greater than 
20 m in length overall and subject to the Statistical Document Programs should require transporters (which 
include container vessels, mother vessels, and the like) that intend to land such species in their ports, to 
ensure that Statistical Documents are issued, whenever possible before the transshipment.”  

 
7. Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Recording of Catch by Fishing Vessels in the ICCAT 

Convention Area [Rec. 03-13] be amended so that the operative second sentence reads as follows: 
 
 “All commercial fishing vessels over 20 m length overall shall keep a bound or electronic logbook 
recording the information required in the ICCAT Field Manual for Statistics and Sampling.”    

 
8. Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Minimum Standards for the Establishment of a Vessel Monitoring 

System in the ICCAT Convention area (03-14) be amended so that 
 
a) Operative paragraph 1, sentence 1 reads as follows: 
 
“Each Contracting Party, Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity (hereinafter referred 
to as CPC) shall implement no later than (future date) a Vessel Monitoring System (hereinafter referred to as 
VMS) for its commercial fishing vessels [authorized to fish beyond areas of its national jurisdiction] 
exceeding 20 meters in length overall, and: …” 

 
b) Operative paragraph 6 reads as follows: 
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“CPCs are encouraged to extend the application of this Recommendation to all vessels flying their flag that 
fish for tuna and tuna-like species in the Convention area if they consider this to be appropriate to ensure the 
effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures.” 

 
9. Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Amendment of the Forms of the ICCAT Bluefin/ 

Bigeye/Swordfish Statistical Documents [Rec. 03-19] be amended so that the text in paragraph (2) of the 
instruction sheet for the bluefin statistical document (pertaining to description of the vessel) reads as 
follows: 
 
“Fill in the name, registration number, length overall (LOA) and ICCAT record number of the vessel that 
harvested the bluefin tuna in the shipment. When tag numbers are provided in section 5, [and the vessel is 
smaller than 20 meters length overall,] this section need not be completed.”     

 
10. Recommendation by ICCAT on a Multi-Year Conservation and Management Program for Bigeye Tuna 

[Rec. 04-01] be amended so that: 
 
a) Operative paragraph 2 reads as follows: 
 
“A capacity limitation shall be maintained by limiting the number of vessels to the average number of 
vessels over 20 m length overall that fished bigeye tuna in 1991 and 1992. CPCs, other than those assigned 
specific vessel limits in paragraph 2, subparagraph (b) or exempted under paragraph 7 shall report the 1991-
92 average number of vessels to the Secretariat by (future date).” 

 
b) Operative paragraph 15 reads as follows: 

 
“In order to obtain data on the composition of the catches, particularly those of spawners, relative to the 
fishing areas and seasons, there shall be observers on board at least 5% of longline vessels over 20 m in 
length overall that are fishing for bigeye.” 

 
 
12.5  DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO HARMONIZE THE MEASUREMENT OF LENGTH 

OF THE VESSELS AUTHORIZED TO FISH IN THE AREA OF THE CONVENTION 
 
 NOTING that several ICCAT recommendations and resolutions refer to the length of the vessels,  
 
 ALSO NOTING that there exist different definitions of the length of the vessels in ICCAT recommendations 
and resolutions,  
 
 WHEREAS it would be advisable to use identical rules for determining the length of the vessels,  
 

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

 
The length of a vessel referred in the recommendations and the resolutions adopted by ICCAT corresponds to the 
length overall, defined as the distance measured in a straight line between the foremost point of the bow and the 
aftermost point of the stern.  
 
 
12.6 DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON THE ICCAT BLUEFIN TUNA CATCH 

DOCUMENTATION PROGRAM 
 
 RECOGNIZING the situation of Atlantic bluefin tuna stocks and the impact that market supply has on the 
fishery; 
 
 TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the recovery plans that ICCAT has adopted for Atlantic bluefin tuna stocks, 
including the need for complementary market related measures; 

 
 CONCERNED by the impact that illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing for bluefin tuna in the 
east Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea has on the stocks; 
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 NOTING the need for improved and strict control of all the components involved in the bluefin tuna 
fisheries; 
 
 AWARE that the current Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program does not provide the necessary control 
to ensure the compliance with existing ICCAT measures; 
 
 REITERATING the responsibilities of flag States to ensure that their vessels conduct their fishing activities 
in a responsible manner, fully respecting ICCAT conservation measures; 
 
 MINDFUL of the right and obligations of port States to promote the effectiveness of management measures 
adopted by regional fisheries management organizations; 
 
 UNDERLINING the important role that importing States have also have in the control of the catches of 
bluefin tuna to ensure compliance with ICCAT conservation measures; 
  
 RECOGNISING that in order to have effective control of the movement of the bluefin tuna strict 
documentary tracking of the product from the point of capture throughout the whole operation to its marketing 
has to be established; 
 
 COMMITTED to take steps that conform with international law, notably as regards the WTO, and to ensure 
that bluefin tuna entering markets of Contracting and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties of ICCAT are caught 
in the Convention area in a manner consistent with ICCAT conservation measures; 
 
 UNDERLINING that the adoption of this measure is part of the rebuilding program for bluefin tuna and is 
being applied on an exceptional basis; 
 

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

 
1. Each Contracting Party and Cooperating non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity (hereafter referred 

to as CPCs) shall take the necessary steps to identify the origin of any bluefin tuna domestically traded, 
imported into or exported from its territories and to determine whether bluefin tuna harvested in the 
Convention area was harvested in a manner consistent with ICCAT conservation measures. 

 
2. Each CPC shall require that the vessels flying its flag or the traps subject to its jurisdiction which intend to 

harvest bluefin tuna in the Convention area are specifically authorized to do so. 
 
3. Each CPC shall require that each landing of bluefin tuna at its ports and each delivery of bluefin tuna to  its 

farms (referred to as FFBs in the ICCAT Recommendation 05-04) be accompanied by a completed bluefin 
tuna catch document BFTCD. The landing of bluefin tuna or the delivery of bluefin tuna to FFBs without a 
BFTCD is prohibited. Only FFBs authorized by CPCs and appearing on the authorized FFBs ICCAT record 
can receive bluefin tuna. 

 
4. Each CPC shall provide BFTCD forms with an identification number to each of its flag vessels and traps 

authorized to harvest bluefin tuna in the Convention area, and only those vessels and traps. Such forms are 
not transferable. 

 
5. Each CPC shall provide Bluefin Tuna Farm Document (BFTFD) forms, with an identification number, to 

each of its FFBs authorized to farm bluefin tuna, and only those FFBs. Such forms are not transferable. 
 
6. In accordance with paragraphs X and XX of the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual 

Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05], each CPC shall 
ensure that any unused BFTCD forms as a result of the exhaustion, suspension or withdrawal of the quota 
individually granted to its vessels or traps, or of the suspension, withdrawal, cancellation or expiration of 
harvesting authorizations, or any other reasons, are returned to the competent authorities upon demand and 
are nullified.   

 
7. In accordance with paragraphs X and XX of the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual 

Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05], each CPC shall 
ensure that any unused BFTFD forms, which cannot be used as a result of the suspension, withdrawal, 
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cancellation or expiration of the authorization granted to FFBs, or any other reasons, are returned to the 
competent authorities upon demand and are nullified. 

 
8. Each CPC shall ensure that each bluefin tuna consignment which is re-exported from its territory be 

accompanied by a validated Bluefin Tuna Re-export Certificate (BFTRC). 
  
 Each CPC shall ensure that each bluefin tuna consignment which is exported from its territory be 

accompanied by a validated Bluefin Tuna Export Certificate (BFTEC) or BFTFD, where appropriate.  
 
9. The BFTCD, BFTFD, (BFTEC) and BFTRC shall include the information identified respectively in 

Annexes I, II, III and IV attached. 
 
10. Procedures for completing BFTCDs, BFTFDs, BFTEC and BFTRCs are set forth respectively in Annexes 

V, VI, VII and VIII attached. An example of the BFTCD, BFTFD, (BFTEC) and BFTRC forms is also 
attached respectively to Annexes V, VI, VII (and VIII). 

 
11. Each CPC shall require that each shipment of bluefin tuna domestically traded, imported into, or exported, 

or transferred to its FFBs be accompanied by a validated BFTCD and, where appropriate, validated BFTFD, 
BFTEC or BFTRC that account for all the bluefin tuna contained in the consignment. The domestic trade, 
import, export, re-export, or transfer to a FFB of bluefin tuna without or not accompanied by a validated 
BFTCD, BFTFD, BFTEC or BFTRC, whichever the case, is prohibited.  

 
12. a) The BFTCD must be validated by an authorized governmental official or institution of the flag state of the 

vessel or the state of establishment of the trap that harvested the bluefin tuna, or if the vessel is operating 
under a charter arrangement, by an authorized governmental official or institution  of the exporting state. 
Provisions,  which are already  adopted by CPCs on the basis of paragraph 3 of Resolution by ICCAT on 
Interpretation and Application of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program [Res. 94-04] to 
monitor bluefin tuna catches which are domestically traded or exported, and which have been notified to the 
ICCAT Secretariat do apply mutatis mutandis. The list of those CPCs and the relevant provisions are 
attached in Annex XX.   

 
 b) The BFTFD must be validated by an authorized governmental official or institution of the State of 

establishment of the FFB from where the bluefin tuna is domestically traded or exported. 
 
 c) The BFTEC must be validated by an authorized governmental official or institution of the State from 

where the bluefin tuna is exported. 
 
 d)  The BFTRC must be validated by an authorized governmental official or institution of the State from 

where the bluefin tuna is re-exported. 
 
13. Each CPC shall ensure that its competent authorities request and examine the validated BFTCD(s) and 

related documentation of each consignment of bluefin tuna domestically traded, imported into or exported 
from its territory and where appropriate, validated BFTFD(s), BFTEC(s) and/or BFTRC(s) that account for 
all the bluefin tuna in the consignment. These authorities may also examine the content of the consignment 
to verify the information contained in the BFTCD, the BFTFD, the BFTEC or the BFTRC and in related 
documents and, where necessary, shall carry out verifications at the operators concerned.  

 
14. Each CPC shall ensure that its competent authorities forward to the validating authorities, within seven 

working days, the return copy of each validated BFTCD, BFTFD, BFTEC and BFTRC referred to in 
paragraph 12, including a summary  of their examination and, where appropriate, a duly justified request for 
verification. 

 
15. If, as a result of examinations or verifications carried out or of a request under paragraphs 13 or 14 above, a 

question arises regarding the information contained in a BFTCD, a BFTFD, a BFTEC or a BFTRC, the Flag 
State whose national authorities validated the BFTCD(s) and, as appropriate, the State whose national 
authorities validated the BFTFD, the BFTEC or the BFTRC shall co-operate with each other and the final 
importing State with a view to resolving such questions as may be raised. 

 
16. Pending the examinations or verifications under paragraphs 13 or 14 to confirm compliance of the bluefin 

tuna consignment with the requirements in the present Recommendation and any other relevant 
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Recommendations, the CPCs shall not grant its release for domestic trade, import or export, nor, in the case 
of alive bluefin tuna destined to FFBs, accept the caging declaration. 

 
17. Where the examination or verifications under paragraphs 13 or 14 above determine, in consultation with the 

validating authorities concerned, that a BFTCD, a BFTFD, a BFTEC or a BFTRC is invalid, the domestic 
trade, import, export or re-export of bluefin tuna that is the subject of this document, is prohibited. 

 
18. Each CPC shall provide to the ICCAT Secretariat, within a delay of 30 days a list of validated BFTCDs, and 

where relevant, validated BFTFDs, BFTECs and BFTRCs that it has validated or received during the 
preceding month, whichever the case, which contains the following information by document: validation 
number, flag of the fishing vessel or location of trap, fishing area, first and last date of fishing operations, 
fishing gear, weight of bluefin tuna and product type, port of landing, FFB, cage number or country of 
destination where appropriate, following the report format in Annex VIII. This information compiled by the 
ICCAT Secretariat shall be available to CPCs on request for the purposes of examinations or verifications 
under paragraphs 13 or 14. 

 
19. Each CPC shall report to the Secretariat data, drawn from the BFTCDs, BFTFDs, BFTEC and BFTRCs on 

the origin and amount of bluefin tuna domestically traded, exported, re-exported from and imported into its 
territory, each year by October 1 for the period of July 1 of the preceding year to June 30 of the current year 
for distribution to the CPCs within a delay of one week. The formats of the reports are attached in Annex 
IX. 

 
20. The Commission shall request the non-Contracting Parties which are domestically trading, importing, 

exporting or re-exporting bluefin tuna to cooperate with the implementation of the Program and to provide 
to the Commission data obtained from such implementation.   

 
21. In accordance with paragraphs X and XX of the Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual 

Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05], each CPC that 
validates BFTCDs in respect of its flag vessels and traps shall provide to the ICCAT Secretariat, within a 
delay of two working days, the details of the BFTCD(s) validated in respect of the bluefin tuna catch by 
which the individual quota granted to its vessel or trap is exhausted, following the report format in Annex 
IX. This information is distributed by the ICCAT Secretariat to the CPCs within two working days of 
receipt. 

 
22. Each CPC shall provide to the ICCAT Secretariat, within a delay of two working days, the identification 

number of the BFTCDs and BFTFDs, which are nullified under paragraphs 6 or 7 above. This information is 
distributed by the ICCAT Secretariat to the CPCs within two working days of receipt. 

 
23. Each CPC that validates BFTCDs in respect of its flag vessels in accordance with paragraph 12.a), shall 

notify the ICCAT Secretariat the government authorities (name and full address of the organization(s) and, 
where appropriate, name and title of the validating officials who are individually empowered, sample form 
of document, sample impression of stamp or seal, tag samples) responsible for validating and verifying 
BFTCDs. This notification shall indicate at which date this entitlement comes into force. A copy of the 
provisions adopted in national law for the purpose of implementing the bluefin tuna catch documentation 
program shall be communicated with the initial notification. Updated details on validating authorities and 
national provisions shall be communicated to the ICCAT Secretariat in a timely fashion. The information 
transmitted by the notifications on validating authorities is placed on the password-secured page of the 
database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. The list of the CPCS having notified their validating 
authorities and the notified dates of entry into force of the validation are placed on the open page of the 
database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. 

 
24. Each CPC that validates BFTFDs in respect of its FFBs in accordance with paragraph 12.b), shall notify the 

ICCAT Secretariat the government authorities (name and full address of the organization(s) and, where 
appropriate, name and title of the validating officials who are individually empowered, sample form of 
document, sample impression of stamp or seal, tag samples) responsible for validating and verifying 
BFTFDs. This notification shall indicate at which date this entitlement comes into force. A copy of the 
provisions adopted in national law for the purpose of implementing the bluefin tuna catch documentation 
program shall be communicated with the initial notification. Updated details on validating authorities and 
national provisions shall be communicated to the ICCAT Secretariat in a timely fashion. The information 
transmitted by the notifications on validating authorities is placed on the password-secured page of the 
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database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. The list of the CPCS having notified their validating 
authorities and the notified dates of entry into force of the validation are placed on the open page of the 
database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. 

 
25. Each CPC that validates BFTECs in respect of its exports of bluefin tuna in accordance with paragraph 

12.c), shall notify the ICCAT Secretariat the government authorities (name and full address of the 
organization(s) and, where appropriate, name and title of the validating officials who are individually 
empowered, sample form of document, sample impression of stamp or seal, tag samples) responsible for 
validating and verifying BFTECs. This notification shall indicate at which date this entitlement comes into 
force. A copy of the provisions adopted in national law for the purpose of implementing the bluefin tuna 
catch documentation program shall be communicated with the initial notification. Updated details on 
validating authorities and national provisions shall be communicated to the ICCAT Secretariat in a timely 
fashion. The information transmitted by the notifications on validating authorities is placed on the password-
secured page of the database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. The list of the CPCS having 
notified their validating authorities and the notified dates of entry into force of the validation are placed on 
the open page of the database on validation held by the ICCAT Secretariat. 

 
26. Each CPC that validates BFTRCs in accordance with paragraph 12.d) shall notify the ICCAT Secretariat the 

government authorities (name and full address of the organization(s) and, where appropriate, name and title 
of  the validating officials who are individually empowered, sample form of document and sample 
impression of stamp or seal) responsible for validating and verifying re-export certificates. This notification 
shall indicate at which date this entitlement comes into force. A copy of the provisions adopted in national 
law for the purpose of implementing the re-export certificate shall be communicated with the initial 
notification. Updated details on validating authorities and national provisions shall be communicated to the 
ICCAT Secretariat in a timely fashion. 

 
27. Each CPC that domestically trades or imports bluefin tuna shall notify to the ICCAT Secretariat the 

government authorities (name and full address of the organization(s)) which are responsible for the 
verification of BFTCDs, BFTFDs, BFTECs and re-export certificates and for requesting such verifications 
by the validating authorities.  

 
28. Recommendations 92-01, 93-03, 96-10, 97-04, 98-12 and Resolutions 93-02, 94-04 and 94-05 on the 

ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program are repealed and replaced by this Recommendation.    
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Annex I 
 

Data to be included in Bluefin Tuna Catch Document (BFTCD) 
 
1. BFTCD and authority identification 
 i) Identification number of the BFTCD 
 ii) Validation number of the BFTCD 
 iii) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the issuing authority; 

2. Fishing vessel or trap identification 
 i) Name, home port, national registry number, and call sign where applicable, of the vessel and, if issued, 

its IMO/Lloyd’s registration number; 
 ii) Name and full address of the trap 
 iii) Reference number of the license or permit, whichever is applicable, that is issued to the vessel or the trap; 

3. Identification of catch 
 i) Weight and product type of bluefin tuna destined for landing or transfer to cages, 
 ii) Geographic location by co-ordinates of where the catch was made; 
 iii) Dates within which the catch was taken; 

4.  Identification of trade and transport operations 
 i) Date and position of transfer at sea, the name, flag and national registry number of the tugboat, certified 

by the masters of the fishing vessel and the tugboat, and the name and address of the cage of destination 
 ii) Date and port at which the catch was landed 
 iii) Details of the subsequent shipment for export (date of shipment, identity of means of transportation: 

name, flag and national registry number of transportation vessel, flight number, truck registration plate, 
railway freight document number and, where appropriate, container number(s); 

 iv) Six digit code of the product in the Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System of the 
World Customs Organization (HS); 

 v) Where appropriate, the number and date of the customs export entry  
 vi) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the recipient of the catch at the time of, where appropriate, 

landing, export or import. 

5. Statement of operators and validation by the authorities of the flag state or the state of establishment of the 
trap 

 i) Statement of the operator requesting the validation of the BFTCD with date, name, full address of the 
operator, name and signature of his representative 

 ii) Validation by the authority of the flag state or the state of establishment of the trap with name and full 
address of the authority, name and signature of the validating official, date and seal, 

 iii) Statement by the recipient of the bluefin tuna consignment at landing, export or import, where 
appropriate, with name and full address, name and signature of his representative and date, 

6. Examination and verification by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate 
 i) Examination by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary 

results, date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal, 
 ii) Verification by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary results, 

date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal, 
 iii) Request for verification sent to the validating authorities referred to under paragraph 5 above by the 

authorities of the  state of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary request (detailed request 
to be attached if necessary), date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the 
competent official, seal, 

 iv) Results of the verification by the validating authorities referred to in paragraph 5 above: summary results, 
date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal. 

 
The form consists in two copies, of which one "return copy" to be used:  
 
 − by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import where appropriate in order to: 
  - advise the validating authority that the BFTCD has been accepted after examination or verification or 
  - to request verifications by the validating authority, and 
 − by the validating authority to advise the requesting authority on the results of its verifications. 
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Annex II 
 

Data to be included in the Bluefin Tuna Farm Document (BFTFD) 
 
1. BFTFD and authority identification 
 i) Identification number of the BFTFD, 
 ii) Validation number of the BFTFD, 
 iii) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the issuing authority, 

2. Farm identification 
 i) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the farm, 
 ii) Reference number of the license or permit, whichever is applicable, that is 
  issued to the farm, 

3. Identification of product 
 i) Weight of bluefin tuna subject of the BFTFD, 
 ii) Weight of bluefin tuna, number of pieces sorted out by BFTCD, identified by its validation number, 
 iii) Flag(s) of fishing vessel(s), 
 iv) Copies of the corresponding BFTCDs attached 

4. Identification of trade and transport operations 
 i) Details of the shipment for domestic trade or export (date of shipment, identity of means of 

transportation: name, flag and national registry number of transportation vessel, flight number, truck 
registration plate, railway freight document number and, where appropriate, container number(s), 

 ii) Six digit code of the product in the Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System of the 
World Customs Organization (HS), 

 iii) Where appropriate, the number and date of the customs export entry,  
 iv) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the recipient of the consignment at the time of landing, 

export or import, where appropriate, 

5. Statement of operators and validation by the authorities of the state of establishment of the farm 
 i) Statement of the operator requesting the validation of the BFTFD, with date, name, full address of the 

operator, name and signature of his representative, 
 ii) Validation by the authority of the state of establishment of the farm with name and full address of the 

authority, name and signature of the validating official, date and seal 
 iii) Statement by the recipient of the bluefin tuna consignment at landing, export or import, where 

appropriate, with name and full address, name and signature of his representative and date, 

6. Examination and verification by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate 
 i) Examination by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary 

results, date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 ii) Verification by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary results, 

date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 iii) Request for verification sent to the validating authorities referred to under paragraph 5 above by the 

authorities of the State of landing, export, import, where appropriate: summary request (detailed request 
to be attached if necessary), date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the 
competent official, seal 

 iv) Results of the verification by the validating authorities referred to in paragraph 5 above: summary results, 
date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 

 
The form consists in two copies, of which one "return copy" to be used: 
 
 − by the authorities of the state of landing, export, import where appropriate in order to: 
  - advise the validating authority that the BFTFD has been accepted after examination or verification or 

- to request verifications by the validating authority and 

 − by the validating authority to advise the requesting authority on the results of its verifications. 
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Annex III 
 

Data to be included in the Bluefin Tuna Export Certificate (BFTEC) 
 
1. BFTEC and authority identification 
 i) Validation number of the BFTEC, 
 ii) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the issuing authority, 

2. Exporter identification 
 i) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the exporter 

3. Identification of product 
 i) Weight and product types of bluefin tuna subject of the BFTEC, 
 ii) Weight by product types of bluefin tuna and BFTCD or BFTFD, where appropriate identified by their 

validation numbers, 
 iii) Flag(s) of fishing vessel(s) or state of establishment of the FFB, where appropriate 
 iv) Copies of the corresponding BFTCDs or BFTFDs attached 

4. Identification of trade and transport operations 
 i) Details of the shipment for re-export (date of shipment, identity of means of transportation: name, flag 

and national registry number of transportation vessel, flight number, truck registration plate, railway 
freight document number and, where appropriate, container number(s), 

 ii) Six digit code of the product in the Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System of the 
World Customs Organization (HS), 

 iii) Where appropriate, the number and date of the customs export entry,  
 iv) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the recipient of the consignment, 

5. Statement of operators and validation by the authorities of the state of establishment of the farm 
 i) Statement of the operator requesting the validation of the BFTEC, with date, name, full address of the 

operator, name and signature of his representative, 
 ii) Validation by the authority of the state of re-export with name and full address of the authority, name and 

signature of the validating official, date and seal 
 iii) Statement by the recipient in the state of import of the bluefin tuna consignment, with name and full 

address, name and signature of his representative and date, 

6. Examination and verification by the authorities of the state of import 
 i) Examination by the authorities of the state of import: summary results, date, name and full address of the 

authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 ii) Verification by the authorities of the state of import: summary results, date, name and full address of the 

authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 iii) Request for verification sent to the validating authorities referred to under paragraph 5 above by the 

authorities of the state of re-export: summary request (detailed request to be attached if necessary), date, 
name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 

 iv) Results of the verification by the validating authorities referred to in paragraph 5 above: summary results, 
date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 

 
The form consists in two copies, of which one "return copy" to be used: 
 
 − by the authorities of the state of import in order to: 

- advise the validating authority that the BFTEC has been accepted after examination or verification or 
- to request verifications by the validating authority, and 

 − by the validating authority to advise the requesting authority on the results of its verifications. 
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Annex IV 
 

Data to be included in the Bluefin Tuna Re-export Certificate (BFTRC) 
 
1. BFTRC and authority identification 
 i) Validation number of the BFTRC, 
 ii) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the issuing authority, 

2. Re-exporter identification 
 i) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the re-exporter 

3. Identification of product 
 i) Weight and product types of bluefin tuna subject of the BFTRC, 
 ii) Weight by product types of bluefin tuna and BFTCD or BFTFD, where appropriate identified by their 

validation numbers, 
 iii) Flag(s) of fishing vessel(s) or state of establishment of the farm, where appropriate 
 iv) Copies of the corresponding BFTCDs or BFTFDs attached 

4. Identification of trade and transport operations 
 i) Details of the shipment for re-export (date of shipment, identity of means of transportation: name, flag 

and national registry number of transportation vessel, flight number, truck registration plate, railway 
freight document number and, where appropriate, container number(s), 

 ii) Six digit code of the product in the Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System of the 
World Customs Organization (HS), 

 iii) Where appropriate, the number and date of the customs re-export entry,  
 iv) Name, address, telephone and fax numbers of the recipient of the consignment, 

5. Statement of operators and validation by the authorities of the state of establishment of the farm 
 i) Statement of the operator requesting the validation of the BFTRC, with date, name, full address of the 

operator, name and signature of his representative, 
 ii) Validation by the authority of the state of re-export with name and full address of the authority, name and 

signature of the validating official, date and seal 
 iii) Statement by the recipient in the state of import of the bluefin tuna consignment, with name and full 

address, name and signature of his representative and date, 

6. Examination and verification by the authorities of the state of import 
 i) Examination by the authorities of the state of import: summary results, date, name and full address of the 

authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 ii) Verification by the authorities of the state of import: summary results, date, name and full address of the 

authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 
 iii) Request for verification sent to the validating authorities referred to under paragraph 5 above by the 

authorities of the state of re-export: summary request (detailed request to be attached if necessary), date, 
name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal 

 iv) Results of the verification by the validating authorities referred to in paragraph 5 above: summary results, 
date, name and full address of the authority, name and signature of the competent official, seal. 

 
The form consists in two copies, of which one "return copy" to be used:  
 
 − by the authorities of the state of import in order to: 

- advise the validating authority that the BFTRC has been accepted after examination or verification or 
- to request verifications by the validating authority and 

 − by the validating authority to advise the requesting authority on the results of its verifications. 
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Annex V 
 

Procedures for completing the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Catch Document 
 
Appendix 1 
Sample form of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Catch Document (to be completed) 
 

Annex VI 
 

Procedures for completing the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Farm Document 
 
Appendix 1 
Sample form of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Farm Document (to be completed) 
 

Annex VII 
 

Procedures for completing the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Export Certificate 
 
Appendix 1 
Sample form of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Export Certificate (to be completed) 
 
 

Annex VIII 
 

Procedures for completing the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Re-export Certificate 
 

Appendix 1 
Sample form of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Re-export Certificate (to be completed) 
 

Annex IX 
 
Monthly reports on ICCAT bluefin tuna catch documents, farmed bluefin tuna certificate and bluefin tuna re-
export certificates (One report format for each document) (to be completed) 
 

Annex X 
 

Yearly reports on ICCAT bluefin tuna catch documents, farmed bluefin tuna certificate and bluefin tuna re-
export certificates (One report format for each document) (to be completed) 
 

Annex XI 
 
Report format on ICCAT bluefin tuna catch documents referred under paragraph 17 above (to be completed) 
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Annex XII 
 

Definitions 
 
The following definitions are intended only for the purposes of the implementation of the Bluefin Tuna Catch 
Documentation Program and shall be applied as stated regardless of whether such actions as domestic trade, 
export, import, or re-export constitutes the same under any CPC's customs law or other domestic legislation. 
 
"domestic trade":  Trade with bluefin tuna harvested in the ICCAT Convention area  by a vessel or a trap, which 

is landed in the CPC to which the vessel is flagged or where the trap is established and 
which is not destined to be exported, or 

 - trade with bluefin tuna products farmed in a FFB from bluefin tuna harvested in the ICCAT 
Convention area by a vessel, which is flagged to the CPC where the FFB is established, 
which are supplied  to any entity in this CPC and which are not destined to be exported, and 

 - trade with bluefin tuna between the Member States of the European Community.    

 "export": Any movement of a bluefin tuna catch in its harvested or processed (including farmed) form 
from the territory of a CPC to which the vessel is flagged or where the trap or the FFB is 
established. 

"import": Any movement of a bluefin tuna catch in its harvested or processed (including farmed) form 
into the territory of a CPC, which is not the CPC to which the vessel is flagged or where the 
trap of the FFB is established. 

"re-export": Any movement of a bluefin tuna catch in its harvested or processed (including farmed) form 
from the territory of a CPC, where it has been previously imported inv the same form. 
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