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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, 1996-97, Part |1 (1996)", which describes the
activities of the Commission during the first half of said biennial period.

This issue of the Biennial Report contains the reports of the Tenth Special Meeting of the Commission, held in San
Sebastian, Spain, in November, 1996, 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 National Reports of the Contracting Parties of the Commission, relative to their activities
in tuna and tuna-like fisheries in the Convention Area.

Given that the combined length of these reports is too great for them to be included in one volume, the Report for
1996 has been published in two volumes. Volume 1 includes the Reports of the Secretariat on its activities, 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 Report of the Standing
Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) and its appendices, as well as the National Reports mentioned above.

This Report has been prepared, approved and distributed in accordance with Article 11, paragraph 9, and Article 1V,
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.

R. Conde de Saro
Commission Chairman
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT

SECRETARIAT REPORTS

1996 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT
(COM/96/9) *

1. Contracting Purties of the Commisston

On November 6, 1986, the Secretariat was informed by the FAQ Legal Department that the People’s Republic
of Chiga had deposited an instrument of adherence to the ICCAT Convention, dated Ootober 24, 1996, Consequently,
as of December 31, 1996, the Cowmrnission is comprised of 24 Contracting Parties: Angola, Brazil, Cape Vernde,
Canada, People's Republic of China, Cote d’Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, France, Gabon, Ghana, Republic of Guinea,
Japan, Republic of Kores, Libya, Morocco, Portugal, Russia, Sao Tomé & Principe, Spain, South Africa, United
Kingdom, United States, Uruguay, and Venezuela,

2. Baodies of the Commission

From November 17, 1993, the officers of the Commission were as follows:

Chairman: Mr. R. Conde de Saro {Spein)
First Vica-Chairman, Mr. J. Hacheé (Canada) -
Second Vice-Chairman. Dr. L. Koffi {Céte d'Fvuire)

On November 29, 1996, the Commission elected Mr. Sergio Galante Liatti (Uruguay) as First Vice-Chairman,
upon. Mr. Haché's communication that he had retired from Canadian Government service in July, 1996,

Panel membership, as of Decemhber 31, 1996, 15 as fallows:

Pangl! Contracting Parties Chairman

1 Angola, Brazil, Canada, Cape Verde, France, Cote d*{voire
Ghana, Gabon, Céte d’Tvoire, Japan, Repubiic of
Korez, Libya, Marocco, Portupal, Russia, 3a0 Tomé
& Principe, Spain, United Kingdom, Tnited States,

Venezuela
2 Canada, France, Japan, Republic of Korea, Maracoo
Libya, Morocco, Portugal, Spain, United Kingdem,
United States
3 Republic of Korer, Japan, South Africa, Spain,
United States United States
4 Angola, Brazil, Canada, Frauce, Japan, Republic Japun

of Korca, Portugal, Sprin, United Kingdem,
United States, Venezuela

* The Administentive Report peesseated ot the 1998 Comunission Meeting wis updated to December 31, 15796,
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Other bodies of the Commission are as follows:

a) Standing Committes on Finance and Administration (STACFAD)
Chairman: Mr. €. Dominguez (Spain) (since November 29, 1998)

h) Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRE)
Chairman: Dr. Z. Suzuki (Japan)

b.l Sub-Committee on Statisties - Convener: Dr. 5. Tumer (United States)
b.2 Sub-Committee on Environment - Convener: Jr. J. Pereira (Porlugal}
b.3 Sub-Committee on By-Catch - Convener: Dr. G. Scott (United Stales)

c) Conservation & Management Measures Compliance Committee - Chairman: Mr. G, Taylor (United
Kingdom) (since November 28, 1996)

d) Permanent Working Group for the Improvement oif ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures (PWG)
~ Chairman: Mr. E. 8. Hallman (United States)

3. Ratification or acceptunce of the Paris Protocol to ihe ICCAT Convention

In accordance with its Asticle III, the Protocol sipned in Paris in July, 1984, shall enter into force upﬁn deposit
with the Director-Generul of FAQ instruments of approval, ratification or aceeptance of all the Contracting Parties
to the Convention. The date of entry into force will be thirhcth day following the deposit of the last instrument.

At its Fourleenth Regular Meeling (Madrid, November 1995), the Comumnission adepted 2 Resolution requesting
the Chairman to urgently carry cut a personal demarche to the competent autharities of the countries that have not
yet deposited an instrument of ratification or mcceptsnce, ta permit the accession of the European Comunumity to
participate, as a full member, at this Commission meeting. '

On April 19, 1996, the Commission Chairman wrate to the Ambassadors of Gabon and Morocco in Span,
reminding them of the Commission’s intersst that these couniries proceed to deposit the aforementioned instruments.
Likewise, on April 26, 1996, the Chairman wrote a letter in this sume sense te the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Libye, 2 new member country.

On December 13, 1996, the FAQ Legal Department informed the Secretarial that the United Kingdom had
deposited, on December 9, 1896, an inslrument of acceptance of the Paris Protocol.

4. Ratification or neceptance of the Madrid Protocol to the ICCAT Convenfion

On Tune 5, 1993, upon completion of one year since the adoption of the Protocol to amend Article X, paragraph
2, of the Convention, the Chairman of ICCAT wrote to the Head Delepates of the Contracting Parties and expressed
his concarn that up to that date, none of the Contracting Pertics classified as developed countries with a market
economy (i.e., Group A: Cenada, France, Jupun, Portugal, South Africa, Spain, and the United States of America)
had deposited with the Directar General of FAO 4o inslrument of ratification, approval, or aceeptance. On the other
hind, and on a positive note, the Commission Chairman informed that none of the remaining Contracting Parties had
requested, during the siz-month period established, (which ended on January 8, 1593} suspansion of the eatry into
foree of said Protocol.

Tn November, 1393, the Commissian adopted a Respluticn recomenending that the Contracting Parties which have
not yet accepted or ratified the Madrid Protocol do so as soon as possible so that the Protocol would enter into force
in the near future. On February 1, 1995, the ICCAT Cheirman reiterated in his letter to the authorities of the
Contracting Parties the urgency of proceeding with the deposit of the necessary dipiomatic instruments.

Qn December 13, 1996, the FAO Tegal Depariment informed the Secreturiat that the Kingdom of Moroceo had
deposited an instrument of ratification of the Madrid Protocal, on December &, 1996.

As of December 31, 1996, the following countries have officially ratified or accepted the Protocol:
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Republic of Korea Acceptance on June 11, 1953
Cannda Ratification on September 22, 15953
Republic of South Afvica Acceptance o October 4, 1993
Spain Ratification on February 14, 1994
United States of America Ratification on August 30, 1994
Russian Federation Acceptance on September 14, 1994
Republic of Guinea Acceptance, April 13, 1995
Portupal Rulification, November 28, [983
Morocco Ratification, December B, 1986

The Madrid Protoenl will entry into force 90 days atter diplomatic deposils have been made by (hree-fourths of
the Contracting Parties, wmeluding all the Contracting Parties clussified as having developed market economics.

5. ICCAT Repulations

On December 21, 1995, the Secretariat transmitted, to the Contructing Parties, noo-Contracting Parlies that have
an Atlantic coast or that fish tunas in the Convenfion Area, and intergovernmental organizations concerned with fishery
matters, the texts of the following Recommemlslivns und Resolutions that were adopted at the Fourteenth Regulur
Meeting of the Commission in Madrid, November, 1995;

A. Recommenduations

-- Recommendation by [CCAT on Supplemental Management Meusures for Eastern Atlantic Bluefin Tuna

— Recommendation by ICCAT for Quota Exemption for Small-scale Domestic Bloefin Tuna Fisheres
in the Western Atlantic

— Recommendation by ICCAT to Estzblish Percentage Shares of Toial Allowablz Cateh (TAC) and Overage
and Underage Provisions for Nations Fishing for North Atlantic Swordfish

-~ Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding the Implementation of an Alterngtive Option for the Conservation
of Undersized Atlantic Swordfish and the Reduction of Fishing Mortality

Since no objections were received from the Contracting Parties, these Recommendations entered into force on
June 22, 1996, and notification was duly transmtied to all the countries and organizations indicated above an June
24, 1996, SR

B. Resolwtions

— Resolution by ICCAT on Vessel Monitoring

- Resolution by ICCAT oa Cooperation with FAO Regarding Study on the Status of Stocks and
By-catch of Shark Specics

-- Resolution by ICCAT on Atlantic Yellowfin Tuna

— Resolution by ICCAT on Bigeye Tuna

— Resolution by ICCAT on Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Recovery Programs

— Resolutios by ICCAT on North Atiantic Swordfish Reeovery Program

— Resalution by ICCAT on an Action Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program [or Atlantic Swordfish

—  Resalution by ICCAT on the Enbancement of Research Programs for Bilifishes (Blue Marlin,
‘White Marlin, Sailfish and Spearfich)

As an indication of the importance of all these Resolutions, parlicular reforence was made to paragraph (f) of
the "Resolution by ICCAT Concerning an Action Plun to Ensure the Lffectiveness of the Conservation Program for
Atlantic Swordfish” according to which the Commission will recommend "the Contracting Parties to take non-
discriminatary trade resivictive measures, consixtent with their International obligations with respect to Atlantic
mvordfish products in any form..." from those non-Contracting Parties whose vessels fish Atlantic swordfish in a
manner that diminishes the effectivensss of the ICCAT conservation programs.
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In ackpowledging receipt of the aforementioned Resolutions on May 29, 1996, the Taiwanese authorities sent
the Secretariat r note on their observations relative to the monitoring of vessels, bigeye and swordfish. The text of
this response was transmifted to the ICCAT Head Delsgates and members of the PWG, and is included in an Annex
to Document COM/96/28.

In Document COM/96/26, the Secretariat presenied upclated information on the regulation schemes in effect for
the species that are regulated by TCCAT (bluefin tuma, yellowfin tune, bigeye tuna, swordfish, albscere, and
billfishes), with an indication of the historical developmient of their entry into force. Also included in the
aforementioned document were a series of associated Resolutions adopted by the Commission in [993-1994 and 1995,
taking into account the importance of the applicstion of those Recommendations.

6. Monitoring and inspection activities

In Docunment COM/96/27, the Secretariat presented updated information on the ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme,
adopted by the Commission at its First Speciai Meeting (Madrid, 1978), and which bkas been in force since 1983,
including the list of duly anthorized Inspectors and Correspondents.

The Contracting Parties that have accepted this Scheme are ag follows: Brazil, Cote d'Ivoire, France, Gabon,
Portupal, Sas Tome & Principe, South Africa, Spain, United States, and Vanezuela,

As decided by the Commission in November, 1993, the new format for the National Reports includes a section
under which the aforementioned countries can inform on the application of this Scheme, summarizing the results
ohtained. SNEERTE

On May 10, 1996, the Secretariat circnlated & note to th: Head Delegates from the Chairman of the Complinnce
Committee, requesting the comments from the Contracting Parties on the preparatory work to develop a Monitoring
Scheme applicable ta the ICCAT Convention ares {sse Document COM/96/29).

7. Meelings organized by ICCAT
A. fnter-sessional meetings

In accordagee with Commission decisiony, the Secretnriat orpunized the following meetings of a seientific-
technical nature in 1996; details on these meetings arc previded in the Report on Statistics and Coordination of
Research.

~—  Shark Working Group (Miami, Florida, U.S.A. - Tebmary 26-28) -

— Bluefin Tuna Methodology Session (Madrid, Spuin - April 16-19)

== Bluefin Yeur Progrmm (BYP) Larval Survey (Fano. Italy - April 23-25)

-- ICCAT Tuna Symposium (Ponta Delgadn, Azores {slands, Portugal - Jome 10-18)
—  Third Billfish Workshop (Minmi, Florida, U.8.A. - Tuly 11-20)

--  Albacore Siock Assessment Session {Taipei, Taiwan - August 5-10)

— Ad Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group on Large Pelagic Stocks in the
Mediterranesn. Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session {Genoa, Italy - September 9-20)

--  Swordfish Stock Assessment Session (Ialifax, Move Scotia, Canada - October 2-9)

B. Meerings of the SCRS 'Sper:ie.r Groups and SCRS Plonary Sessianx

At its Fourteenth Regular Meeting held in Madnd inn November, 1995, the Commission decided to hold the 1996
SCRS Plenary Sessions one month prior (o its Tenth Special Meeting, in order {o bave sufficient Hme to evaluate the

recommendations and proposals of the seientific commiltee,

The Species Groups met from October 21 o 26 at the {CCAT Secretariat in Madrid.
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The SCRS Plenary Sessinns were held from Octoher 28 throngh November 1, end the corresponding report was
presented for the consideration of the Commission as Document COM/96/25.,

8. Mectings at which ICCAT was represenis

At itg Fourteenth Reguler Mesting, the Commission decided to limit the funds for Secretariat trips in order o
exclusively finance parlicipation at the scientific meetings proposed by the SCRS. Consequently, in 1996, the
Executive Secretury did not attend any mesting outside the ICCAT headquarters,

-~ CITES Animals Committee (Prubonice, Czech Republic - September 23-27, 1938)

Dr. G. Scott (U.5.A.), Convener of the ICCAT Sub-Committec on By-Catch, participated in the meeting in
reprosentation of the Commission, and he presented his corresponding repart to the SCRS (COM-SCRS/96/23).

— 8th .Tactin.icﬁl 'Consul_tat'inn on the Assessment of Resources of the Western Mediterransan (GFCM)
.. (Cassblanca, Moracco - October 14-17, 1996)

Dr. I. A. Camifas (Spain}, Director of the Oceanopraphic Laboratory of Fuenpirola (IEQ), received instructions
to repegsent [CCAT at this meeting and to report on iis conclusions.

-~ Thixd Meeting of the thmission for the Conservation of Southern Blusfin Tuna (CCSBT) {Canberra,
Australia - September 24-28, 1996)

Mr. J. Morishita, a member of the Delegation of Japan, attended this mesting in representation of ICCAT (see
Document COM-5CRS/S6/17),

- 37th Meeting of the Inter-Americun Tropieal Tuna Commission (LATTC) (Lz Jolla, California - October 21-
23, 1996)

Mr. H. Alsina Lagns, Director of International Fisheries Affairs of the Autonomous Fisheries end Aquiculture
Services (SARPA} of Venezuelz, represented ICCAT and presented a report on the meeting and its conclusions {see
Document COM/96/34),

9, Coordination of research and statistics

The Sccretariat’'s Report summarizes, included in this publication, the actvities during 1996 concemning
coordination of research and biostatisiical activities, relative to tunas and tuna-like species in the Convention Ares.

In order to comply with an SCRS proposal that was adopted by the Commission in 1995, Dr. Constantine
Stamatopoulos, of the FAQ Fishery snd Statistical Service, worked at the Secretariat from April 10 to 15 in order
to offer technical assistance creating a program for the ICCAT data base using software similar to the FAO
FISHSTAT program. The Commission assumed the travel and per diem expenses for Dr. Smmntopoulos The
aforementioned program is now uvailable at the Secretariat, snd was distributed to all the ICCAT Statistical
Correspondents in the various countries.

Atits Fourteenth Regular Meeting (Madrid, November 1995), the Commission established, within the frnmework
of 3CRS, a Sub-Committee on By-Catch and a Working Group on Sharks. The Commission also adopted » Resolution
to the effect that FAQ be the focal point for the collection of shark duty, and solicited the collaboration of the ICCAT
Cootracting Parties to cooperate with FAQ in Bis respect. The Secretariat has maintained correspondence with FAQ
and CITES concerning this matter und circulated a reporting form, on April 17, 1996, for statistics an shark by-
catches in the tima fishedes (see Docnment COM/96/28}.

10, ICCAT rewards for tag recoveries

The annua! ICCAT lottery to award prizes to participants in the Commission’s Intemational Covperative Tagging
Program of Tunss and Tuna-like Species was held at the end of Qctober, 1996, coinciding with the SCRS Sessions.
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A total of 270 téi.gs were entered in this year's lottery, and three US$ 500 prizes were awarded for the drawing,
corresponding 1o the following three groups:

- Tropical tunas (119 tags were entered in the drawing)
- Temperals tupas (89 tags were enterad)
- Billfishes (62 1ugs were entered)

The thres prizes corresponded fo tags recovered by fishermen from the United States, on a yellowfin tona, a
bluefin tuna, and a salfish, respectively, o

11. Cooperation wilh ofher countries and arganizations

Taking into account the increasing concern expressed by the Commission about the activities carried out by
vessels of non-Contracting Parties that undermine the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures
adopted by ICCAT, the Secretariat has maintained frequent contacts, mainly through correspondence, with mon-
member couniries involved in the fisheries for funas and tuma-like species, and has requested the submission of
information and statistical datz on their catches and fishing effort, and has information transmitted 1o them on the
conservation measures adopted by ICCAT, sent invitations to participate in meetings orgunized by ICCAT, as has
transmuifted to them diverse information on the Commission’s activities and operation. Among the noa-Contracting
Parties that have been collaborating, at least partially, in the objectives of JCCAT, the following are notewarthy:’
Alperin, Arpentina, Barbados, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Greece, Jtaly, Malta, Mexico, Namibia, Senegal, St. Helenn,
St, Licia, Taiwan, and Tunisia.

In 1996, there was continning interest from some non-Contracting Parties, i.e. Colombia, People’s Republic of
China, Croatia, Denmark (Faroe Islands), Honduras, Malta, Trinidad & Tobago, Tunisia, and Tuckey, for detailed
information on ICCAT's activities, with & view to possible foture membership as Contracting Parties of the
Commission.

The exchange of information and the cooperstion with the fishing suthorities of Taiwan continues to be very
positive. In 1996, the Secretariat utilized UUS§ 5,000 of the funds donated by the Taiwan Desp Sea Boatowners &
Export Association, tawards bluefin tuma research, as had been indicated at the time the funds were donated in
Qctobar, 1995, by the Taiwan Deep Sea Tuns Boatowners and Exporters Association. '

In accordance with Commission decisions, the 1ICCAT Chairman transmitted, on January 26, 1996, the special
letter drafted by the Permaneni Working for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures (PWGI),
to the anthorities of Belize, Honduras and Panama, exhorting that the fishing vessels of these countries comply with
the ICCAT conservation measures, and cautioning them that such activities wonid be reviewed again in November,
1598,

Responses were received from Honduras and Panama, ‘which are annexed to Document COM/96/28, as well as
the response from the I[CCAT Chairman to Panama’s request for more deteiled information.

On January 30, 1995, the ICCAT Chairman alsc transmitted 2 special letter drafted by the PWG to the suthonities
of Croatia, Italy, Greece, Malta, and Taiwan, calling their attention to the substantial increase detected in their catches
of bluefin tupa in ths Mediterranean Sea, and requesting their voluatary ecceptance of a 25% rednetion in such
catches.

Replies were 1eccived fram Malta, Taiwan and Croatia, and thege are also included in the sbove-mentioned
document.

In response to the uthorities of Taiwan, who have repentedly indicated an interest in becoming a Cooperating
Party to ICCAT, the Chairman, on January 30, 1996, duly transmitted the third letter drafied by the PWG, specifying
the management measures thot should be complied with by fishing vessels of Cooperating Parties which fish in the
ICCAT Convention area.

Fucther ta the aforementioned correspondence, the Secretariat sent a series of letters to non-Cantracting Parties
to 1996, summarized as follows:
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February 7: To Italy, to inform the pertinent authorities that their proposed validation of the ICCAT Bluefin
Tuna Statistical Dacument by Ttalian Chambers of Commerce was nat acceptable.

February B: To New Zealand, (¢ notify that no waiver of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document has
been granted. .

February 25: To Honduras, to transmil information requested on becoming a Contracting Party to [CCAT,
as well as hypothetical caleulations of their 1996 financial contribution.

March 6: Toe Cuba, which hed notified its interest to resume sending Cuban statistics to ICCAT and to
comply with the Camemission's conservation measores currently in effect.

March 6: To Namibia, with specific informstion on the requirements to transmit tuna statistics.
March 12: Ta Turkey, to provide the same information as above regarding Commission membership.

March 25: To Trinidad & Tobago, ta provide the same informetion as above on becoming a Contracting
Party to [CCAT.

March 28 and April 2: To Croatia, to provide information on Commission membership.
August 1: To Denmark (Faroe Islands), to provide information on Commission membership.

September 2: To the People’s Republic of China, to clarify matters relative to the procedure and sventual
payment of its contribotion to ICCAT,

September 30: To Tunisia, to provide information on Commission membership.

In addition to the information indicated in Section 5 of this Reporl, information on the following fishery-related
matters was ransmitted to the governments of non-Contracting Parties that have an Atlantic coast or which fish in
the ICCAT Conventicn area, and to intergovernmental figheries organizations:

On the ueed tq trunsmit statistics on tuna catch and effort (Task I and Task II).

Invitativns to participate, Bs observers, in the scientific meetings organized by ICCAT in 1996,

On participation in the ICCAT International Cooparative Tagging Program of Tunas and Tuna-like Spueies.
On hy-catches in the tuna fisheries, with special refarence to shark catches,

On reinforcement of the ICCAT Bluefin Year Program {BYP).

On Resolution 50/25 (1995) of the United Nations concerning large-seale driftnet fishing.

Working relations were aiso reinforced with diverse intergovernmental organizations {(FAG, United Nations,
CITES, Buropean Community, GFCM, IATTC, CARICOM, ICES, CCSRT, etc.) as well as contects apd information
with other :non-governmental organiztions and entities.

Document COM/S6/28 presented mciré delails on the above-mentioned activitiss,

12. Publications

From January | to December 31, 1996, the followiag publicaticny were distributed by the Secretariat:

Publication No. of Pages No. of capies
Statistical Bulletin, Vaol. 25 248 473
Data Record, Vaol. 37 345 350
Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. XTI
{Specinl edition on the Alhacore Research Program} 403 500
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— Collective Yolume of Scientific Papers, Vel XLV {I) 163 400
- Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. XLV (2) 399 400
— Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. XLV (3)388 400
~ Report for Biennial Period, 1994-95, Part TE (Vol. 1) - English 208 450
— Report for Biepnial Period, 1994-93, Part 11 (Vol. 1) - French 226 200
-~ Report for Biennial Period, 1994-95, Part II (Vol. 1) - Spanish 235 150
-~ Raport for Biennial Period, 1994-93, Part I (Vol. 2) - English 333 430
-- TReport for Biennial Period, 1994-95, Part II (Vel. 2) - French 23 200
-- Repart for Biennial Period, 1994-95, Pard 1T (Vol. 2) - Spanish 250 250

In order to reduce costs, all the sbove publications were prepared, edited, and photocopied at the Secretariat,
except for the covers and the binding.

For reasons of economy, the distribution of publications is usually done by surfece mail at reduced rales. When
nrgent reception of these publications is required, they are sent by air mail, which costs approximately 10 limes more.

13. Improvement of Secretariat computer equipment

In accordance with Commission decisions in November, 1999, the following computer scquisitions were made
in 1996 for Ihe Secretariat:

—~ 2 external hard disks {each with 1 GB memory), for the Assistant Executive Secretary and the Systems
Analysty’ computers

~ 1 CD ROM to access the data bass on the environment
4 PCMCIA card and cables for the connection of these external disks and the CD ROM to the computars
— COREL DRAW gmphics software

— 2 COMPAQ desk top PCs, with the following characteristics: 14" color monitors, 75 Mhz processors, 16
MB RAM, 632 MB hard disk, PCI, integraterl graphics controller, Windows 3,1 and WS DOS 6.2 pre-
installed software

— 1 HEWLETT PACKARD 850C (inkjet) color printer

- a Navigator program to access the INTERNET, and all the data bases on the WWW; for the first time, the
Report of the 1996 SCRS Meeting in three languages, including tables and figures, was available on an FTP
SEerver. '

14, E)ection of the new Executive Secretary

On March 26, 1996, the Executive Secretary informed the Commission Chairman, with copies to all the Head
of Delegates, of his wish fo he relieved of his duties at the end of 1996.

The Commission Chairman, afier consulting with the Vice-Chairmen and the Chairman of STACFAD,
transmitted & note to the Head Delegates cu April 30, 1986, snnooncing the post vacancy and inviting interested
persons to request ao application form, The Post Vacancy Announcement was basically the same as that adopted by
the Commission in 1991 for the election of the present Execulive Secretary, duly updated to reflect the current
Commission membership, and most recent schemes for salary and remuncrations. A July 31 deadline date was
established for the receipt of applications. :

1z view of the practical impossibility of holding pre-selection meetings, the Chairmao decided that the Secretariat
should transmit to the Head Delepates, durng the first half of September, &ll the applications received within the
established deadline.
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Following the announcement of the post vacancy, a total of 23 requests were received for an application form
and for sdditicnal information on details of the position from Aagola (2), Canada (1), France {11), Morocco (1),
Portugal (1), Spain {5}, United States {1], and Venezuela (1).

Of all the requests received, 16 applications were formally submitted: France (8), Spain (4}, Morocco (1),
Portugal (1), United States (1), and Venezuela (1), These were forwarded to the Head Delegates on September 2,
1996, witk a letter from the Commission Chairinan requesting each Delegation to study these candidatures, with a
view to making un inilial selection of candidates. On October 15, 1996, one of the persuns interested in the position
¢United Statesy withdrew his candidature. Qn November 14, 1996, ane of the French candidsles also withdrew his
candidature,

During the Tenth Special Meating of the Commission, two closed sessions of Head Delegales were held o gelect
those cundidatures who had received the most support and to decide on the procedure to slect the new Excoutive
Secretary. Mr. Adolfo Ribeiro Lima (Portugal) was selected and he will assume his duties on March 1, 1997,

15. Secretariat staff

Since the contracting of a multi-lingual secretary for the English Department was not considered ahsolutely
necessary (as bad been nuthorized by the Commission in November, 19953, for a maximum of 7 months in 1996), the
hiring of 1 permanent staff member was postponed.

In 1996, ons of the multi-lingual secretaries was on threz-months' maternity leave, which necessiteted the
temporal contracting of outside translation services in order to maintain the necessary rhythm of work in the French
Department.

Thus, a8 of December 31, 1986, the Secretariat is comprised ax follows: Bxecutive Secretary [D-1), Assistant

Executive Secretary (P-5); Systems Analyst (P-2), five multi-lingual secretaries (two GS-7, two G8-8, and one GS-4),
a statistical secretary (GS-4), four clerical staff {ope GS-2 and three 38-1), and a locally-contracted data entry clerk.
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1996 FINANCIAL REPORT
(COM/96/10) *

1. AUDITOR’S REFORT - FISCAL YEAR 1995

The Auvditor examined the books and accounts of the Commission to the end of Fiscal Year 1995. In accordance
with Regulations 9-3 and 12-7 of the Financiul Regulations, and following a recommendatian of the Council at its Sec-
ond Regular Meeting, the Executive Secretary transmitted a copy of the Auditor’s Report ta the governments of all
the Contracting Parties in April, 1996, The General Balance at the close of Fiscal Year 1993 (see attuched Statement
1), showed a balance in Cash and Banl of 24,717,758 pesetas, corresponding to the available in the Working Cupital
Fund (18,148,848 pesetas), available in the Albacore Resesrch Program Funds (1,482,518 pesetas), and the advances
on future contributions, at the close of Fiscal Year 1995, (5,086,392 pesetas),

At the close of Fiscal Year 1955 there were sccummiated pending contributions (corresponding to 1995 and
previous yeurs) that amounted to 158,983,988 pesatas, equivalent to 107.9% of the 1993 {otal budget {147,281,000
pesgtas).

Since the Commission changed the base currency of the budget in 1992 from United States-dollars o convertible
pesetas, to avoid the effect of the fluctuations in the carrency exchange rates, which were uncontrollable and difficult
to foresee, the accounting records for Fiscal Year 1995 were maintained in pesetas. The differences in exchange rates
resulting from those accounts which originated in U.S. dollars were adjusted at the close of the Fiscal Year based on
the official U.N. exchange rate of 123 pesetas/1 USS, as of Decemher, 1995,

In accordance with the recommendation made by the Working Group on Finuncial and Administration at its
meeting held in Madrid on November 29-30 and December 1, 1971: "It was considered that the Working Capital Fund
v Should be maintgined at a level of approximately 15% af the tatal annnal budge:”. This recommendation was
adopted by the Commission. At the close of Fiscal Yeer 1995, the balance was 18,148,848 pesetas, or 12.3% of the
annual budget.

2, FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE FIRST HALF OF THE BIENNIAL BUDGET - FISCAL YEAR 1996

Continuing with the accounting practices established since 1992, the financial operations of the Commission
carresponding to Fiscal Year 1996 were maintained in pesetas. The accounting entries which originaie in U, S, doilars
are also registered in pesetas, applying the official monthly exchange rates fucilitated by the United Nativns.

The Regular Budget for 1996 (154,716,000 puselss) was approved by the Commission at its Fourteenth Regular
Meating (Madrid, Movember, 1995), The General Balumce Sheet {attnched ns Statemnent 2), reflects the assets nond
liabilities at the close of Fiscal Year 1956, which are shown in detail in Tables 1 to 7.

Table 1 shows the status of the contribntions of sach of the Contracting Parties at the close of Fiscal Year 1996.

The Republic of Libya had not been included in the Table of the Contributions to the 1596 Budget approved by
the Commission, since Libya's adherence to ICCAT did not take place until after the meating, on November 27, 1995,
The Secretariat thus notified the Libyan authorities that, in view of the aforementioned circumstances, its 1996
contribution would ha extra-budgetary and would amount to 2,334,940 Pesetas, based op updated 1993 entch and
cannieg data and membership in ong Panel.

Of the tatal budget approved for 1996, income received towards 1996 coatributions spounted to §22,569,917
pesetas. Only 13 of the 24 Contracting Parties have paid their total contributions corresponding to 1996 (Brazil,

' The Financinl Report presented ot the 1996 Cummizsion Meeting wos updaled to Lthe close of Fiscal Year 1895,
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Canada, Cote d'Ivoire, France, Japan, Republic of Korea, Morocco, Portugal, Russia, South Africa, Spain, United
Kingdom, and the United States),

Ccensequeatly, at the close of Fiscal Year 1996, 10 Contracting Partics: Angala, Cape Verde, Equatonial Cimines,
Gebon, Ghana, Republic of Guines, Libya (extra-budgetary coptribution), Sao Tomé & Principe, Uruguay and
Venezuela, bad not peid any amount towards their 1996 contributions; 8 countries have balances pending payment
from 1995 or betore (Cupe Verde, Equatorial Guinea, Gaban, Ghana, Republic of Guinea, Sao Tome & Principe,
Uruguay and Venpezueln). There is also a 1996 extra-budgetary contrihution of 465,980 pesetas pending puyment from
the People’s Republic of China, which becamne a member of the Commission on Qctaber 24, 1996,

The contributions to the 1996 regular budget pending payment by the Contracting Parties at the close of Fiscal
Year 1996, amounted to 32,146,083 pesetas, which represents 20.8% of the total regular budget.

The total accumulated deblt from budgetary and extra-budgetary contributions owed to the Commission amounted
" to 163,557,303 pesetas, including that owed from Benin, Cuba, and Senegal, which are no longer Contracting Parties
to ICCAT. This fipure is indicative of the difficulties which the Contracting Parties have in hanoring their financial
oblipations to the Commission.

Table 2 shows the budgetary expenditures to the closs of Fiscul Yoar 1996, broken down by budget chapters.
For almost all chapters, the total expenses were equal to or less than the amount budgeted. The budpetary savings
amounted ta 12,213,034 pesetas {7.9% of the [996 Commission Budget),

Following herewith are some general comments by budget chapter:

Chapter 1 - Salaries: The salaries and remuneration for 11 members of the ICCAT Secrctariat staff were
charged to this chapter.

The totsi amount budpeted for Chapler | amounts to 85,805,000 pesetas, whereas expenses amounted to
81,231,398 pesetas, with a notable savings due to not having contracted a multi-lingual secretary because of the lack
of cash flow. This amount included the updating of the remuneration schemes to those currently in effect for staff
classified in the United Nations categories, including step raises, and the monthly adjustments for the successive
variations in the US$/peseta exchange rate in 1996, whose average (126 pesetas=1 USS$) was below the 128 Pts/USS
exchangs rats thal was applied to budgetary proposals made in September, 1995 (see document COM/95/11), and the
updating {retroactive to November 1, 1995) of the pensionable remuneration buse for statl in the Professional and
Higher U.N. categories.

Chapter 2 - Travel: As was announced at 1995 STACFAD Meeting, the Executive Secretary did not make any
trips in 1996 that were charged to the ICCAT Budget, Expenditures amounting to 1,673,421 pesetas charged to this
Budgat chapter corresponded to the Assistant Executive Secretary’s trip expenses and per dicm for the Secretariat’s
participation in the following ICCAT inter-sessional meetings:

— 'Third Billfish Workshop (Mjami, Florida - July 11 to 20, 1996)

- AdHoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group on Large Pelagic Stocks in the Mediterranean, Atlantic Bluefin
Tuna Stock Assessmeat Session (Genoa, Italy - Seplember 8 1o 20, 1996)

--  Swordfsh Stock Assessment Session (Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canadu - Oclober 2 to 9, 1996)

Chapter 3 - Commission Meeting: Since the Tenth Special Meeting of the Commission was held in San
Sebastian, expenditures for this budgetary chapter increased to 12,738,301 pesetas. In accordunce with that agreced,
the difference (4,545,301 pesetas) with respact to the 8,193,000 pesstas budgeted, was reimbursed to the Cymmission
hy the Antonomous Basque Government.

Chapter 4 - Publications: The costs for the Commission publications listed in the Administrative Report
{COM/96/9) were charged to this budpet chapter. All the work on these publications, except for the covers and
binding, was done by the Sccretariat staff.

16




FINANCIAL REPDRT

Chapter 5 - Office Equipment: Bxpenses charged to the close of Fiscal Year 1996 ta this chapter included the
annual cost for & XEROX photocopier (this is the last of a four-year rental contract, with option to buy).

Chapter 6 - Operating Expenses: This chapter shows the expaases incurred, to the end of Fiscal Year 1996,
including some eosts tor & photocopier, in the normal functoning of the Sseretariat. Expenses remained within the
amount budpgeted, although the costs for mailing increased considersbly (+40%) as compared to the pravious year,
due to the increase in the documentation fransmitted to the Contracting Purties, and the use of air mail instead of
surface mail to send some correspondence, For the major part of its working documents, the Secretariat has continued
te use recycled paper, whose price was 15% less than regufar white paper.

Chapter 7 - Miscellanegus: This chapter includes various expenses of & minor nature.
Chapter 8 - Coordination of Statistics and Research

a) Salaries; Salarics aod remuneration for three Secretariat staff members ure charged to this sub-chapter. The
observaliops made under Chapter 1 as regards the salary schemes currently in force in 1996 for U.N. classified staff
also apply to this sub-chapter.

1t is noted that this sub-chapter also includes the salary and Spanish Sociul Security expenses snd income taxes
of one staff member who, although suthorized by the Commission for clessification in the U.N. salary scheme as GS-
2, opted to remain as locally-contracted staff in order to continue under the Spanish Social Security regime.

The smount tndgeted for Chapter 8A (18,548,000 pesetas), was somewhat insufficient to cover the expenses of
thix shapter 1o the end of the Fiscal Year, due to an incredse in costs for the locally-contracted staff' person.

b) Travel to improve statistics and research: Trip expenses and per diem for the Seeretariat's participation in
the foliowing ICCAT meetings were charped to this sub-chapter:

— Shark Working Group (Miomi, Florida, U.5.A. - February 26 to 28, 1905)

— Bluefin Year Program (BYP) Larval Survey (Fane, Haly - April 23 to 25, 1996)

— Ad Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group oo Large Pelagic Stocks in the Maditerranean. Atlantic Blusfin
Tuna Stock Assessment Session (Genoa, Ttaly - September 9 to 20, 1996)

¢) Port Sampling: No expenses were charged to this sub-chapter, since this activity was assigned low pricrity,
due to the lack of cash flow.

d) Biostatistical Work: Expenses charged to this sub-chapter, to the end of the Fiscal Year, amoumted to 347,964
pesetas, including the per diem expenses for Mr. Stamatopoulos of FAO, who was invited to the ICCAT Secretarint
to provide technical assistance for the TUNASTAT statistical software, as recommended by the SCRS and approved
by the Commission.

¢) Compurer Equipment: In accordance with the decisions adopted by the Commission, the Secratariat purchased
the following computer equipmeat in 1998: two desk top PCs, a CD ROM resder, two external disks, graphics
software, and an inkjet color printer. Technical details on the above purchases pre included in the Administrative
Report {COM/96/5).

Jfi Dara Processing: Expenses chorged include the annwal leasing costs and maintenence contract for the
mainframe computer. Also charged to this sub-chapter are the erpenses incurred for electronic mail for the
transmission of administrative, scieatific and statistical correspondence, as well as those far the access and utilization
of the INTERNET data bases.

g) Scienvific Meetings at the Headguarters: This sub-chapter inclndes expenditures for the SCRS plenary
sessions, #s well as those for the species group meetings; expenses remained within the amount budgeted for this

purpose,

h) Miscellaneons: Expenses charped to this sub-chapter included thase for French translation work on some
ICCAT inter-sessional meeting reports done outside the Secretariat,
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Table 3 shows budgetary and extra-budgetary income and advances received by the Commission during Fiscul
Year 1596, which amousted to 160,551,710 pesetas, from member country contributions puid in 1996 towards the
1996 budget, [rom contributions paid in 1996 towards previous budgets, other income (extra-hudpetary) received in
1996, and from advances on future contribations, The extra-budgetary income received in 15996 includes: contributions
from new member countries that joined the Commission in the second half of 1995, the voluntary contribution from
the Autonomous Basque Government towards expenses of the 1996 Commission Mezting, other voluntary contributions
and observer fees, bank interest, the refund of Valve Added Tax, reimbursement for publications, from the Billfish
Research Propram Budpst towards the Secretariat’s operating expenses concerning this Program, and the positive
difference from the US dollar/pesetas currency exchange rate in Fiscal Year 1996, An advance on future contributions
way received from Moroceo.

Table 4 presents the compasition and balance of the Working Capital Fund to the close of Fiseal Year 1996, The
Fund showed a positive balunce of 39,153,861 pesetas. Consequently, the accaunting balance of the Fund corresponds
to 25.3% of the 1996 Budget.

Table § shows 2 summary of the cantributions pending payment {165,557,303 pesetas), as well as their osigin
by year, at the close of Fiscal Year 1996, including extra-budgetary contributions pending payment from the People's
Republic of China and Libya, as new Commission members.

Table 6 shows cash flow during Fiscal Year 1996 us regurds penerated income and expenses.

Table 7 presents the status of Cash and Bank at the close of Fiscal Year 1996, with & balance of 41,283,984
pesetas which corresponds to the available in the Wozking Capital Fund, as well as advances cn future contributions.

3. ICCAT TUNA SYMPOSTIIM

The 1CCAT Tunz Symposium was held in Ponta Delgada, Azores, from June 10 te 18, 1996, at the invitation
of the Regional Autonomous Government of Azores, and was partially financed by the Commission of the Eurupean
Communities (FAIR PROGRAM). ICCAT's contributior to this important event consisted mainly of stafl tims
regarding the orpenizationsl and preparatory work of the Symposium, cask advances fo cover various Symposium
activities and mailing costs until the EU funds were received, the trunslation of document summaries, and full
Secretariat staff participation at the Symposium itself. ICCAT also contributed to the Symposium in terms of malerials,
paper, and werking hours (photocopying, telephone, faxes, e-mails, ete.), which were accomnted for within the
framework of the Secretariat’s general operating expenses.

In accordance with Rule 14 of the Rules of Procedure, on January 17, 1996, the Executive Secretary autharized
Dr. P. M. Miyake, who is serving es Symposium Secretary, to solicit financial aid fo the Comumnjesian {from the
Burcpean Commupities and to carry out the necessary transactions for optimum orgamzation and development of this
Symposinm. A special bank account was openad &t the Banco Exterior de Espafia (Account No. 030 012 §445), to
maintain an additional account, and separate accounting of these funds of the Commission, with Dr. Miyake as the
responsible persen for the administration of funds from this trust-fund. Details on the Sympesium account during
Fiscal Year 1996 are as follows:

Pesetas
DEPOSITS:
Balance at start of Fiscal Year 1996 0
EU Grant {(70%: 72,100 ECUs) 11,500,238
EU Grant (30%: 30,129 ECUs) 4,864,779
Refund from Creative Taurs 85,025
Bank interest (on Checking Account & Time Deposit) 62,225
Total deposits 16,512,267
EXPENDITURES:
Sympasium expenditures 10,230,293
Bank charges 58,187
Total expenditures 10,288,460
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR 1996: 6,223,787
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4, ALBACORE RESEARCH PROGRAM

At the 1980 Commission mesting, it wuas decided that the balance in sub-chapter B-i (Albacore Research
Program), which amounted to USS 15,052.51, would be applied exclusively ta this Program, The 1956 balance
(1,482,518 pesetas) was fully applied to the publication in 1995, in erbanced form, of the Report of the Final Meeting
of the Program.

3. PROGRAM FOR ENHANCED RESEARCH FOR BILLFISH

This special fund was established in 1986 (in U.S, dollars} to adryinister the Program for Enhanced Research
for Billfish. For accounting purposes, the Program funds are shown in posetas within the General Balance of the
Commission, although the deposits and expenditures are generally made in U, 8. dollars, The status of these funds,
in U.8. dollars, at the close of Fiseal Year 1996, was as follows:

U.5, dollars
Ralance at start of Fiscal Year 1995 : % 16,137.47
Deposits made in 1996 34,500.00
Sub-total ¥ 50,837.47
Ezpenditurss (including bank charges) 31,335.79
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR 1995 $ 19,301.68

6. BLUEFIN YEAR PROGRAM (BYP}

This Program was spproved by the Commission in 1981 and started in 1992. In 1995, the Commission approved
a new extended propram. Notwithstanding, no funds were budgeted for the Program in 1996, nor was a special fund
established, us was done for the Billfish Program.

7. OTHER COMMENTS

All the member country contributions to the 1896 Budget were received in convertible pesetas. Remunerations
(salary and pension) for staff in the Director and Professional categories are established in U.S, dollars in accordance
with the current scheme of the United Nations. The pensions of staff in the Genernd Services are also paid in U.S,
dollars. Therefore, United States dollars had o be purchased cn the Iocal market, at vardous rates of exchange, and
accounted for according to the official US$/peseta exchange mte established by the United Nations on the first day
of each menth.

The information provided in this report shows that the financial situation of the Comguission has improved
considerably, with respect to the previous Fiscal Year. This can be attributed to the reduction 1n ¢ertain budgetary
expenses due to the lack of cash flow, and to the receipt of some past-due contributions. Nevertheless, it kas been
difficult to comply with all the instructions given by the Contracting Parties, ns indicated in the budpet, when the
majaority of these Parties do not comply in 4 timely and responsible manner with their financial obligations to the
Commission. The unforeseen and icregular receipt of the contributions of the Contracting Parties considerably hampers
tha efficient administration of the Commission’s financial resources. Ag regards priorities, it must be recognized that,
for some time naw, the full and responsible participation in ICCAT does aot seecs to be a matter of high priority for
a number of the current Contracting Parties. For example, Asticle X, paragraph 4 of the Convention stipulates that
all the contributions shonld be paid early in the year. 8till, up to mid-October only 12 of the Contracting Pasties had
paid their contributioms to the 1996 Budget, which sipnifies that by that date budgetary income was reduced to 75%
of the approved budpet.

Under such circumstances, little flexibility could be applied in budpstary manapement, taking into account that
since this is » service organization, the fixed expenses of the Secreturiat absorb approximately 90% of the annual
budpet, and these fixed expenses have to be paid throughout the entire year. Shortly before closing Fiscal Year 1986,
contributions were received from Mosocco and Brazil as well 45 congiderable past due amounts from Venezuela, which
replenished the available in the Working Capitel Fund., Notwithstanding, if these and other coatributions had beex
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received on time, it would have permitted schieving other objectives and more flexibility in the budgelary management
through the fiscal perod.

Conserquently, in spite of the budgetary sevings made in some chapters, in order to maintain the Commigsion’s
activilies at a reasonable minimum, it has been necessary to nse the available in the Working Capital Fund, including
extra-budgetary income, as a bridging mechanism, Thus, at the closs of Fiscal Year 1996, the Working Cupital Fund
shows a balance of 39.1 million pesctas, which corresponds to 25.3 % of the budget, and which permits meeting the
expenses of the first quarler of 1997 with relative tranquility, and to mest sventual unbudgeted Labilities.

Since only eight of the minimum required 18 Contracting Parties, including all those classified as developed
countries witk 2 market vconomy, have proceeded to accept or ratify the Madrid Protocol adopted in June, 1552, this
possible Toad to a solntion to finance the budget did not come about in 1996.

During 1996, a line of credit was not opened, according to the terms of the authorization given by the
Commission at its Esphth Special Meetmg (Madrid, November 1992), and further extended at its Thirteenth Regular
Meeting (Madrid, November 1993), since due to restrictions of budgetary expenses end to the receipt of some extra-
buglgetary contributions, it was not considered sbsolutely necessary te resort to a back loan. Moreover, thers would
have been some difficulties as regards the provision for the guarantes of such a loan,




STATEMENT 1. GENERAL BALANCE (AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR 1995) (PESETAS)

ASSETS

LIABILITIES

Available:

-- Banco Exterior de Espana:
Acct. 030-17672.60-A (Pis.)
Acct. 030-17329.73-F {Conv. Pts.)
Acct. 030-31279.43-E (USS)

-- Barclays
Acct, 21001466 (Pis.)
Acct. 41002088 (USE)

Cash on hand (Pts.)

Total Available (Pts.)
(Exchange rate: 1USS = 123 Pts.)

Available in Billfish Trust Fund:
Acct. 030-31555.90-B (US$)
Receivables:
Overdue contributions

Fixed Assets:
Acquired before 1995
Acquired during 1995
Retired during 1995
Total Fixed Assets, in use
Accumulated depreciation
Fixed Asseis (net)
Guaranty deposit

TOTAL ASSEETS

Pts.
1,116,250
. 19,215,436
$26,316.73 3,236,958
351,028
$6,074.15 747,120
50,916
$32,390.88 24,717,758
$16,137.47 1,984,909
158,983,988
15,362,087
3,139,622
0
18,501,709
(11,124,364)
7,377,345
61,564

193,125,564

Acquired heldings (net)

Guaranty deposit

Available in the Working Capital Fund
Available in Albacore Research Program Funds
Available in Billfish Trust Fund

Advances or future contributions

Accumulated pending contributions

TOTAL LIABILITIES

Pts. :
7,377,345

61,364
18,143,&48
1,432,5}'18
1,984,5}09
5,086,3}92

158,983,988

193,125,564




STATEMENT 2. GENERAL BALANCE (AT CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR 1996) (PESETAS)

LIABILITIES

ASSETS
Available: Pis. Pis.
_ Acquired holdings (net) 6,699,871
- Banco Exterior de Espana: _
Acct. 030-17672.60-A (Pts.) 1,151,693 Guaranty deposit 61,564
Acct, (030-17329.75-F (Conv. Pts.) 9,588,559 :
Acct. 030-31279.43-E (US§) $55,986.98 7,222,320 Availahle in the Working Capital Fund 39,153,861
-- Barclays
Acct. 21001466 (Pts.) 8,317,082 Available in Billfish Trust Fund 2,489,917
Acct. 41002088 (USS) $15,607.86 2,013,414 ;
Time Deposit (US3) 3100,000.00 12,900,000 Available in Symposiuvm Trust Fund 6,223,787
Cash on hand (Pts.) 50,916 '
Advances on future contributions 2,130,123
Total Available (Pts.) $171,594.84 41,283,984 :
(Exchange rate: 1USS = 129 Pts.) Accumulated pending contribations 165,557,303
Available in Billfish Trust Fund:
Acct. 030-31555.90-B (US§) 319,301.68 2,489,917
Available in Symposium Trust Fund:
Acct. 030-0126445 (Pts.) 6,223,787
Receivables:
Overdue contributions 165,557,303
Fixed Assets:
Acquired before 1996 18,501,709
Acquired during 1996 699,736
Retired diring 1996 . . . 0
Total Fixed Assets, in use 19,201,445
Accumulaied depreciation (12,501,574}
Fixed Assets (net) 6,699,871
Guaranty deposit 61,564
TOTAYL ASSETS 222,316,426 TOTAL LIABILITEES

222,316,426




TABLE 1. STATUS OF MEMBER COUNTRY CONTRIBUTIONS (PESETAS) (at the close of Fiscal Year 1996)

Past due at 1996 Contributions paid Contributions paid Bolance due
startof member country in 1996 or applied in 1896 towards at the close of
Country Fiseal Year 1996 comtributions to the 1996 Budget other budgets Fiscal Year 1996
A} Regular Commission Budget: 0 0
Angola 5,528,103 2,765,280 0 5,528,103 2,765,280 .
Brasil 0 7,663,510 7,663,510 0 Y
Canada 0 3,986,658 3,086,658 0 0
Cap Vert 14,262,402 2,245,616 0 0 16,508,018
Cote d'Ivoire 0 2,007,999 T 2,007,999 0 o 2/
Espana 0 34,334,171 34,334,171 0 0
T'rance 0 22,157,463 22,157,463 0 0
Gabon 4,624,758 1,784,906 ] 2,205,900 4,203,764
Ghana . 57,484,644 7,798,822 0 0 65,283,466
Guinea Ecovatoriat 5,852,623 947,790 0 0 6,800,413
Guinea (Rep. of} 3,363,169 891,146 L0 0 4,254,315
Tapan 0 12,205,731 12,205,731 0 0
Korea 0 3,678,595 3,678,599 0 0
Maroc 3,358,176 3,085,491 3,085,49.1 3,358,176 0 3
Portupal a 8,294,845 8,204,845 0 0
Russia 0 2,264,159 2,264,159 0 0
Sao Tome & Principe 1,896,640 1,831,384 1] 0 3,728,024
South Africa 0 2,831,672 2,831,672 0 1]
United Kingdom 0 3,642,860 3,642,869 4 o
United 5tates 0 16,416,750 16,416,750 0 0
Uruguay 1,942,105 942,997 . 0 b 2,885,102
Venezuela 31,348,777 12,938,142 0 14,983,267 29,303,652
Sub-total (A) 129,661,397 154,716,000 122,569,917 26,075,446 135,732,034
B) New member countries: .
China (People's Rep) 0 465,980 465,980 4f
Libya 474,348 2,334,940 474348 2,334,940 5/
United Kingdom {1995) 1,823,804 1,823,894 0
Sub-total (B) 2,208.242 2,800,920 0 2,298,242 2,800,920
C) Withdrawals of member countries:
Benin (Eff: 31-Dec-94) 8,403,961 0 0 0 8,403,961
Cuba (Eff: 31-Dec-91) 11,034,300 0 0 0 11,034,300
Senegal (Eff: 31-Dec-88) 7,586,088 0 0 0 7,586,088
Sub-total {C) 27,024,349 1} {} 0 27,024 349
TOTAL {A+B+C): 158,983,988 157,516,920 122,569,917 28,373,688 165,557,303
1/ The advance from Brazil (1,548,270 Pts.) received in 1995 was applicd as partial payment towards the 1996 contribution.
2/ Of the advance [rom Cote &'Ivoire (3,538,122 Pts.) received in 1995, 2,007,899 Pts. have been applied towards the 1996 contribution; there is a balance of 1,530,123 Pis. ta be applied
towards [uture contributions. i
3/ The advance from Morocco in 1996 (600,000 P1s.) will be applied towards [uture contributions.
4/ Extra-budgetary contribution from the People's Republic of China, 25 a new Commission member during the second hall of 1996.
5/ FExtra-budgetary contribution from Libya for 1996 (2,334,940 Pis.} for its membership in the 2od half of 1996, after the adoption of the 196 budget.



TABLE 2. LIQUIDATION OF BUDGETARY EXPENDITURES (PESETAS) (at the close of Tiscal Year 1996)

Expenditures
1996 -at the close of
Cha pters Budget Fiscal Year 1996
1. Amount budgeted & budgetary expenditures:
Chapter L. Salarics 85,805,000 81,231,398
Chapier2.  Travel 4,316,000 1,673,421
Chapter 3.  Commission Meeting 8,193,000 12,738,301 (1)
Chapter4.  Publications 3,829,000 2,543,953
Chapter 5. Office Equipment 493,000 664,271
Chapter 6.  Opcrating Expenses 12,192,000 12,189,803
Chapter 7.  Miscellaneous 1,465,000 770,333
Sub-total Chapters 1-7 116,693,000 111,811,480
Chapter 8.  Statistics and Research:
8A Salaries 18,548,000 18,814,938
8B Travel to improve statistics 1,301,000 1,005,641
8C Port Sampling 1,914,000 0
8D Biostatistical Work 2,634,000 247,964
8E Computer Equipment 1,914,000 737,316
8F Data Processing 2,600,000 2,525,575
8G Scientific Meetings {including SCRS) 7,413,000 7,006,028
8H Miscellaneous 699,000 354,024
Sub-total 'Chaptcr 8 37,023,000 30,691,486
Chapter 9.  Contingencies 1,000,000 0
TOTAL BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES 154,716,000 142,502,966

£1) The Autonomous Basque Government contributed 4,545,301 Pts. to cover the difference in the expenses of the 1996 Commission Meeling,




TABLE 3. BUDGETARY & EXTRA-BUDGETARY INCOME RECEIVED (PESETAS) {at the close of Fiscal Year 1996)

il

1.2

1.3

1.4

Contributions received in 1996 towards the 1996 Budget:
Brasil (10 Dec 1996)
Canada (08 Apr 1996)
Espana (27 May 1996)
France (08 Mar 1596)
Japan (25 Jan 1996)
Korea (04 Jul 1996} -
Maroc (15 Oct 1996)
Portugal (24 Sep 1996)
Russia (06 May 1996)
South Africa (26 Apr 1996)
United Kingdom (13 Sep 1996)
United States (12 Jan 1996)
Contributions received in 1996 towards previous budgets:
Angola (25 Apr 1996)
Gabon © (13 Mar 1996)
Maroc (15 Oct 1996)
Venezuela (23 Sep 1996)

Other income {(extra-budgetary) received in 1996 from:

Coniributions of new member countries:

-- Libya (in 2nd half of 1995)

-- Uniled Kingdom {in 2nd half of 1995}

Voluntary contributions:

- Observers at ICCAT Meetings (CARICOM, EC,
Ireland, Taiwan, Faroe Is., Iceland, ’
Mexico, Libya)

From Autonomous Basque Government

Bank interest

Refund from VAT

Reimbursement for publications

From Biiifish Program towards Secretariat operating expenses

Difierence in exchange rate

Advances on future contributions (received in 1996):
Moroceo ‘ (17 Oct 1996)

474,348
1,823,894

6,115,240
3,986,658
34,334,171
22,157,463
12,205,731
3,678,599
3,085,491
8,204,845
2,264,159
2,831,672
3,642,869
16,416,750

5,528,103
2,205,900
3,358,176
14,983 267

3,874,753
4,545,301

2,298,242

8,420,054
1,178,735
2,107,682
123,863
320,000
414,040

119,013,648

26,075,446

14,862,616

600,000

TOTAL INCOME RECEIVED IN 19%6

160,551,710




TABLE 4. COMPOSITION & BALANCE OF THE WORKING CAPITAL FUND (PESETAS) (Fiscal Year 1996)

Available in the Working Capital Fund (at start of Fiscal Year 1996)

Deposits: ~
Contributions paid in 1996 towards previous budgets 26,075,446
Other income (extra-budgetary) received in 1996 14,862,616
Sub-total

Contributions paid in 1995 and/or in advance for
application to the 1996 budget 122,569,917

Less:
Budgetary expenditures (Chapters 1-9) of Fiscal Year 1996 {142,502,966)

BALANCE AVAILABLE IN THE WORKING CAPITAL FUND (at close of Fiscal Year 1996}

18,148,848

40,938,062

59,086,910

(19,933,049)

39,153,861




TABLE 5. SUMMARY OF PENDING CONTRIBUTIONS & THEIR ORIGIN, BY YEAR, AT THE CLOSE OF FISCAL YEAR 1996 (PESETAS)

PENDING CONTRIBUTIONS ORIGIN OF THE DEBT

Angola 2,765,280 a) from 1989 and previous years 36,892,485
Cape Verde 16,508,018 b) from 1990 9,768,100
China (People’s Rep.) 465,980 (1) c} from 1991 12,818,000
Gabon 4,203,764 d) from 1992 12,394,220 -
Ghana 65,283,466 ¢} from 1993 13,056,465
Guinea Ecuatorial 6,800,413 f) from 1994 20,923,846
Guinea (Rep. of) 4,254,315 2) from 1995 24,757,184
Libya 2,334,940 () h) from 1996 34,947,003 -
Sao Tome & Principe 3,728,024
Uruguay 2,885,102
Venczucla 29,303,652
Benin 8403961 (»
Cuba 11,034,300 (2
Senegal 7,586,088 )

TOTAL PENDING CONTRIBUTIONS 165,557,303 TOTAL PENDING DERBT 165,557,303

(1) Extra-budgetary contributions from the People's Republic of China and Libyn, as new Commission members.

(2) Debis corresponding to Benin, Cuba and Senegal when they withdrew from the Commission cffective Dec. 31, 1994, 1991 and 1988, respectively.



TABLE 6. CASH FLOW (DURING FISCAL YEAR 1996) (PESETAS)

INCOME & ORIGIN EXPENSES & APPLICATION
Balance in Cash and Bank (at the start of Fiscal Year 1956) 24,717,758 Expenditures in Fiscal Year 1996:
Income in Fiscal Year 1996: -- Budgetary expenditures (Chapters 1 -9) 142,502,966
Contributions paid in 1996 towards -- Albacore Year Program Expenses 14582518 : 143,985,484
the 1996 Budget 119,013,648 :
Contributions, paid in 1996, towards
previous hudgets 28,775,988 Available in the Working Capital Fund 39,153,861
Other income (extra-b
in 1996 12,162,074
Advances on future contributions, received Total advances received for their application
in 1996 (Morocco) * 600,000 160,551,710 to future contributions & accumulated at the
close of Tiscal Year 1996 (Cote d'Ivoire, Morocco} 2,130,123
TOTAL INCOME & ORIGIN 185,269,468 TOTAL EXPENSES & APPLICATION . 185,269,468




TABLE 7. STATUS OF CASH & BANK (at the close of Fiscal Year 1996) (PESETAS)

SUMMARY

BREAKDOWN

Balance in Cash and Bank

TOTAL CASH IN CASH & BANK

41,283,984

41,283,984

Available in the Working Capital Fund 39,153,861

Advances on future contributions
{Cote d’Ivoire, Morocco) 2,130,123

TOTAL AVATLABLE & ADVANCES 41,283,984
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REPORT ON STATISTICS
AND COORDINATION OF RESEARCH IN 1996
(COM-SCRS/96/12) °

1. INTRODUCTION

The year 1996 was a very special one for [CCAT. The Commission held nine inter-sessional, scientifiec meetings
during this period (see Section 3). Each mesting required a considerable amount of preparation which, together with
the finalization and transtation of reports, was carried out by the Secretariat.

As it was necessary to give priority to the work related to these inter-sessional mestings, thers has heen some
inevitable delays in the progress of some of the other lagks assigned to the Secrstariat. However, thanks to the
extraordinary effort of the Secretariat staff members, these delays have heen kept to a minimum,

2. REVIEW OF NATIONAL STATISTICS
2.1 Data collection

Tables showing the progress wade by the Secretariat in the collection of 1995 statistics of Task 1 and Task 1I data
and biological data, as submitied by the national offices, were presented at the meeting. Tt was alsc noted that the tahle
format has again been changed this year to separate Task II from size and caich at size data,

As noted below, once again the data were not presented to the Secretariat in a timely manner. Given the number
of inter-sessional meetings, the work of the Secretariat has been wnjustifiably increased by having to request those
countries which did not submit the data for each of the meetings to do so. However, great efforts were made by some
of the national scientists of the major fishing nations, and most of the data were finally submitted just before each
assessment session. The deadiines for submitting daty in 1996 were as follows: Task I {April 30); Task Ii-catch and
effort, size, catch-at-size and fishing power (July 31; June 30 for albacore). Very few countries abided by these
deadlines.

Although it was decided st the 1994 SCRS meeting that any changes to pust statistical data must be justified and
well documented, many national offices continued to submit undocumented chanpes to historic data during 1996, Many
national scientists also continue to submit data, particularly Task 1data, in an unaceeptable format, without specifying
area or pear.

a) Task I data (total nominal carchey)

At the time of writing this repart (Oslober 15, 1996), the following member countries bad still nat submitted
1995 Task 1 data: Cote d’lvoire, Equatorial Guinea, Guinea Republic, Libya, Portugal (Azores), Sao Tomé &
Principe, and Venezueln {except swordfish). Data were also missing from many of the non-member countries which
normally submit catch statistics to ICCAT, inchiding Grezee, Italy (except partial blsefin data} Malta, Senegal (except
F18), Tunisia, Turkey and Ukrrine.

b) Task Il catch and effort daig

Data for 1995 are still not availabie {(as of Qctober 15, 1996} from the following member countries: Caps Verde,
Cote d'Tvoire, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Guinea Republic, Morocco, Portugal (Azores-except swordfish), Russia,
Sao Tomé and Principe, Uruguay, Venezuela; as well as from the following fisheries: Greece (except swordfish),
Treland, ftaly (except swordfish), Senegal, Tunisia, Turkey and Taiwan.

* Tite Repon presented m the 19926 Commistion Mesting wars edilad.
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c) Task Il size daita

Data for 1995 were not submitted (as of October 15, 19596) hy the following member countries: Angola, Cote
d'Ivoire, Bquatorial Guinea, Gabon, Guinea Republic, Japan (except catch at size for albacore, bluefin and swordfish},
Korea, Morocco, Portugal (Azores snd mainland), Sac Tome & Principe, Uruguay and Veneznela {except swordfish).
The only size data received from non-member conntries bas been data for swordfish from Greece, partial bluefin dota
from Italy and Tunista, and albacore fram Namibia.

3. SECRETARIAT'S STATISTICAL WORK IN 19%6
3.1 Routine work

Routine work included entering, verifying and processing all the catch, catch and effort and biclogical data,
updating the data catalogue and tagging file for recent years, and preparing and providing duta files for scientists who
requested specific data. The data processing for all ICCAT statistical publications was also carried out.

The Seeretariat also provided technical, statistical, and secretarizl support during all the meetings related to the
SCRS (in the inter-sessional period and during the SCRS meeting) which included the Jollowing:

-- preparing catch tables

— prepanng data catalogues

-- writing various reports on the status of statistics, data base, olc.

-  preparing catch, catch and effort and size data bases and updating them during the sessions

- updating the catch-at-size bases (in 1956, for albacore, bluefin (east and west) and swordfish {except
Mediterrancan) {SCRS/96/25, 27 and 70}

-~ preparing catch-at-age data

-~ providing computer support during the meetings

-- prepuring catch and effort indices

- preparing graphics and tables for the meeting reports

. checking the results of analyses after the sessions, editing and trunslating the reports and preparing and
enhancing tables and figures.

As mentioned in the introduction, supporting nine inter-sessional meetings substantially increased the workload
of the Secretariat in 1996,

3.2 Special tasks achieved by the Seccetariat during 1996

a) Creation of carch at size by sex for north Atdantic swordfish

Following the decision of the SCRS, the Swordfish Stock Assessment group tried to analyze sex-specific VPA.,
The Secretariat gathered all the information on sex-specific catch at size. Based on the files provided by Canada,
Tapan, Spain acd the Usited States, the tentative file of catch-at-size by sex for north Aflantic swordfish was created
and used by the assessment group. (See 1996 SCRS Report, swordfish section, und SCRS/96/30).

b) Development of Task 1 data base with user-friendly software

ICCAT invited Mr, C. Stematopoulos of FAO to assist the Secretariat in modifying the catch data base software
developed by FAO (FishStat-PC) to the ICCAT data base. The ICCAT Systetns Analyst collaborated with him and
davetoped new software called TUNASTAT. This menu-driven data retrieval system extracts Task 1 data by species,
gear, country and arca and reports the annual catch series for 1950-1895. The first diskette copy was distributed
during the 1996 JCCAT Tuna Symposivm (Azores, June 1996} and later to all the member eountry statistical
correspondents. The data base can be used by anyoae (including acdministrators) who owns & modern PC.

The policy for disseminating this data base should be established by the SCRS.
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c) Developmen of Task II carch base with user-friendly sofrvare

Following the request by FAQ and the decision hy the Commission, the Secretariat successfully developed a data
base which contains Tagk I catch allotted to 5X3 area and by quarter (digital map), for all the major specics. The data
are also categorized by longline, baitboat, purse seine end other surface gears. To creste this data base, Task [T catch
figures arc basically raised to Tusk I. Details of the work are described in COM-8CRS/96/20.

The data hase covers the period of 1950 (o 1994, It requires constant updating and this will require a considereble
number of man-hours, In the future, the procedure should be more autcmated. FHowaver, this is the first time that the
distribution of the total Atlantic calches bas been demonstrated, {A similar data base was prepared for other oceans,
but only for industrial fisheries, for which detailed data are available and were not raised to total catches.) These files
wers provided to FAQ for them to create their Atlas of Atlantic tuna catches and to separate EEZ caiches and high
seas catches. Thess data were also used by the Secrefariat to provide each species group with a figure showing the
geographical distribution of cetches by specics, goar, quarter and decade,

3.3 1ICCAT Tuna Symposium

The ICCAT Tuna Symposium was held in Tune, 1996, in Pontz Delgada, St. Miguoe! Island (Azores, Portugal)
at the invitation of the Regional Autonomous Government of the Azores. ICCAT invited several experis and a scientist
from cach of the member developing countries to this event. The preparation and coardination required for the
Symposium took up much of the time of the Symposium Secretary (P.M. Miyake), who was in continuous contact
with the members of the Steering Committes, and of the Sscretarial staff during the first half of the year. An
application for partial funding of the Symposium expenses was submitted to ths EUJ and accepted. This fund was
primarily used to cover the expenses of invited scientists. Cash-flow problems arpse as the grant money was not
available until after the meeting, and the Symposium Secretary had to prepare the Symposium without cash, An
advance was kindly made by the Azeriun Fisheries Association in order fo meet immediate expenses. Withaut this
loan, and the delaywd payment arrangements made with the hotels and travel agents, it would not have been possible
to organize the Symposinm.

An'Editorial Commitiee was cstublished (comprised of the Moderators and Steering Committes members), whose
responsibility is to supervise the seleclion of contribution papers for peer review prior to publication in the special
Symposium volume, Using past of the 1996 EU funding, plans are undecway to contract an oulside scientist as General
Editor. Potential candidates were invited to bid for this contract, and as a result of these bids, Dr. 1. Beckett was
selected. The formal contract will he made as soon as the fund becomes availahle from EU.

3.4 Unreported statistics of non-Contraciing Parties

Some improvements have been spme observed, mainly due t¢ the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Siatistical Document
Program. Many countries (including Contracting Parlies) have staried to include bluefin tuna catches in their Task 1
réporis. The bisnnuval report of the results of the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program submitted by Japan was
vsed to estimate the minimum unreported catches of bluefin tuna.

The Secretariat staff has been very busy responding to many inguiries from fishermen, exporters, importers,
government officials and fish brokers, conceming the ICCAT Blusfin Tuna Statistical Document Program. A manual
is expected to be developed in response to these queries, but this has not yet been possible given the vnosual work
load in 19596,

The Secretanat also teied, in collaboration with the Japanese Government and Spanish scientists, to arrange
sampling of bluefin tung belly meat, in order lo obtain scientifically reasonable conversion factors to convert to round
weight. However, authorization for sempling was not pranited by the factories, fish processors or traders, and the
estimated conversion factor of 1(:1 is therefore currently being used.

3.5 Collertion of information vn hy-catches
According to the recommendations made by the Weorking Group oo Sharks (Miami, February 1996), which wers

upproved by the Commission through comespondence, the Secrelariat sent out the request for shark by-catch statistics
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in a newly developed format that is very similar to the Task I reporiing format. At the time of writing this report,
Canada, Cape Verde, Céite d’Ivoire, the United Kingdom, Uruguay, the United States, Grenada, Mexico, Santa Lucia,
and Taiwan fisheries have reported by-catch statistics, Brazil has reported statistics for previcus years (1992 and
1993), together with total nomina shark hy-catch (unspecified) data for 1995. Tatel nominal shark catch information
was also submitted by Gahon for 1993, total nominal shark catch data for Barbados and St. Vincent for 1995 were
reported by CARICOM, end Belize and Norway both replied to the circular stating that it was inapplicable as they
had no funa fishery in the ICCAT Convention area. A summary of the statistics {s presented in SCRS/96/7.

The Secrctariat also maintained communication with the Secretariat of the Convention on Intemational Trade in
Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna (CITES) office, concerning shark by-catehes. All reports relative to by-
catehes were sent to CITES mnd its Animals Committes. The Convener of the Sub-Committee on By-Catches (Dr.
G. Scott) attended the CITES Animals Committes, held in Prubonice, Czech Republic, September 23-27, 1994, as
an observer from ICCAT. His report was submitied as COM-SCRS/96/23.

3.6 Tmprovement of computer facilities and software

Following the recommendations made by the Sub Committee on Statistics in 1995, the Secretariat purchased the
following hardware in 1996: two PCs with color mouitors and keyboards, two external hard disks, a CD ROM Renrder
and a color printer, These purchases were well within the budget. The Secrelaniat also purchased & Corel graphics
software package. It is hoped that those items still pending ean he purchased in 1997.

3.7 Bibliographic data hase

Following the recemmendation made by the SCRS in 1583, the Secretanal investigated the possibility of
purchasing a bibliographic data base. The cost of the Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts (ASFA) on CD ROM,
including software edited hy SiiverPlatter, is 505,000 pesetas (for years from 1978 onwards or 382,000 for years from
1988 onwards. However, this purchase price does not include yearly updates, and therefore would suppose 2 similar
expenditore each year to maintain the base up-to-date, if such updating is considered necessary by the SCRS, Given
the high cost of this base, the Secretariat did not make the purchase, as it was copsidered that such an expenditure
should previously be approved by the Commission.

3,8 ICCAT tagging base

The Secretariat has contineed to update the tagging base, but has been informed that there are some errors in the
existing release information of some countries. However, as no details of these esrors have yet been received, it has
not been possible to correct the hase.

4. MEETINGS

"The 1996 inter-sessional meetings relative to SCRS activities included:

4,1 The Working Group of Sharks of the Sub-Committee on By-Catches

This meeting was held at the invitation of the Southeast Fisheries Science Center in Miami and convened by Dr.
G. Scott. The Report (COM-SCRS/96/13) was circulated to the Commissioners and spproved through correspondence,
since it required some jmmediate action by the Commission.
4,2 Bluefin Methodology Meeting

This meeting was held at the Commission Headquariers in Madrid, April 16 to 18 and was convened by Dr. D,

Butterworth. The Group's report wes presented in SCRS/96/14. The Group discussed the methodolagies to be used
in the 1996 stock asscssment sessions of biuefin tuna and varions research items were assigned to the scientists.
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4.3 Bluefin Year Progrom Larval Survey Meeting

This meeting was held in Fano, Italy, on April 23 to 23, 1996, at the invitation of University of Bologra. It was
co-coavened by Drs, C. Piccinetti and §. Tauji. The Group initisted calibration of the results of larval surveys jaintly
undertaken by Japan-U.8. and Japan-EU. The report of this meeting way presented gy SCRS/96/15.

4.4 ICCAT Tuna Symposium

The ICCAT Tunz Symposium was held in the Azores, Porfugal, June 10-18 (see Section 3.3 of this Report for
details). The Symposium was very successful with 105 participants from 29 countries and nine international
orgunizetions, The Report was presented in COM-SCRS/96/16.

4.5 Third Billfisk Workshop

This Workshop was held in Miamd st the invitalion of NMFS Southeast Fisheries Science Center, from July 11
to 20. The meeting was convened by Dr. E. Prince, and some scientists® trips were financed by the NMFS to sitend
this meeting. Prior to the Workshop itself, a data preparatory session was held 1o review the longline statistics. Stock
agsesgments were conducted at the Werkshop for the first time sioce 1992 for white and blue marling, The results of
the Workshop repuried in COM-SCRS/96/19.

4.6 Albacore Stock Assessment Session

This Session was held st the Oceanographic Institute in Taipei at the invitation the Counci of Agricolture, from
August 5 ta 10, 1996. Dr. I, Sactiago convened the meeting, The Group mssessed the morth and south Atlantic
albacore stocks. Tha repart was presented in SCRS/96/29.

4.7 Ad-Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fisbes in the Mediterranean Sea

Thanks to a generous offer from Dr. A. Di Nataie to host this meeting in Genoa, the Joint Working Group mest
for a three-day pericd from Septamber 9 to 11, 1996 at the Aqnarinum of Genas. Some of the meeting expenses and
traveiling expenses of seversl invited experts and two ICCAT Secretariat staff members were covered by EU funds,

The Group reviewed zll the Mediterranean catch, catch und sfort and size daty and Onalized working files for
the bluefin stock assessments. The results are included in SCRS/D6/28,

4.8 Bluefin Stock Assessment Sessions

Immediately following the GECM/ICCAT Joint Working Group, the JCCAT Bluefin Stock Assessment Session
alse met in Genoa, from September 12 to 20, under the supervision of the SCRS Chairman, with varions rapportenrs
convening each section. The Group conducted assessments both for the eastern and westem bluefin stocks and carried
out a preliminary apalysis of a modsl with the twe mixing stocks. Projections of stock abundance were made to
respond to the questions asked by the Commissioners, concerning the recovery program of bluefin stocks in the short
and medtum-terms. The report and the Executive Summary for bloefin wers finalized at the Oetober, 1996, mesting
of the SCRS.

4.9 Swordfish Stock Assessment Session

This Group met in Halifax, Canada, from Qctober 2 to 9, at the invitation of the Government of Canada, The
meating was convened by Dr. F. Porter. The Group assessed north Atlantic, south Atlantic and totat Atlantic stocks.
Apart from the base case assessments on the unsexed catch, a preliminary analysis was made on the catch-spacific
VPA, using the catch-at-51ze hy sex and sex-specific CPUE serjes.

The Repoert by the Group was presented as SCRE/06/30,
4,10 Other meetings at which ICCAT was represented in an observer capacity

ICCAT was represented in an observer capacity at ssveral international meetings. These are reported in the
Administrutive Report (COM/96/9).

5. PUBLICATIONS

Details of the ICCAT scientifie publications issued in 1996 are reported in the Administrative Report.
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PLENARY SESSIGNS

RECORDS OF MEETINGS

TENTH SPECIAL MEETING OF THE COMMISSION
San Sehastian, November 22-29, 1996

FIRST PLENARY SESSION
November 22, 1996

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The Tenth Special Mesting of the Commission was held in Sap Sebastian, Spain, at the Hotel Maria Cristina,
from November 22 to 29, 1996, Mr. Rafael Corde de Saro (Spain}, Chairman of the Commission, presided over the
meeting.

1.2 Mr. Conde de Sarc welcomed all the participants and obsarvers atiending the session, and oxtended a special
welcome tc Mr. Jose Anfonic Ardanza, President of the Autonomous Basgue Community, and Mr. Micolds Lopez
de Coca, the Spanish Under-Secretary of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food,

1.3 Mr. Lépez de Coca addressed the Commission, and referred to ICCAT as a pioneer model of international
cooperation s regards menagement and conservation of fishery resources. He nated that the Commission had adapted
to the changing circumstances which have come ahout in the sphere of world fisheries, and strossed the significance
of the Comrmission’s werk to Spain, given the social and economic importance of the tuna fisheres. He was pleased
that strong links had been forged between Spain and the other members of the Commission, und boped that this
caoperation could he extended to other oceans und other resources. Mr Lopez de Coca made reference to the variety
of challenges facing the Commission, meny of which implied socio-ecopomic secrifices, but also implied incressing
responsibitities for the fishery authorities, but he expressed his belief in the Commission's ahility to face such
challenges. Mr. Lépez de Coca's address is atiached as Annex 4-1.

1.4 The Presideat of the Autoncmous Basgue Commvnity, Mr. Jose Anfonio Ardanza welcomed zll the
patticipants to the Basque Country and particularly to San Sebastian, and spoke of the strong association of the Basque
Country with sea fisheries. The importance of see fisheries to the Basque Country was reflected in the activities of
the Ciceanographic Institute of AZTI, which is extramely committed to the work of the SCRS. He continued hy
emphasizing the importance of maintaining sustainable tuna fisheries and the role played by environmentl
conservation. While realizing that mistakes had been made in the pust, he was confident that ICCAT could now face
the many problems posed by the current trends in tuna fishing, Mr. Ardanza’s address is altached us Annex 4-2.

1.5 The Commission Chairman thanked the President of the Antonamous Basque Community and the Unde:-
Secratary for highlighting the many issues which the Commission had to consider, and problems to be solved. He
mentioned that one of these issues was the slection of the new Executive Sscretary, and considered that it would be
difficult to replace Dr. Antonio Ferndndez, given the high standard of professionalism which he had sel.

2. Adoption of Agenda, arcangements for the meeting and appointment of subsidiary bodies
2,1 The Executive Secretary, Dr. Antonic Ferndundez, welcomed Libya and the People’s Republic of China as
new members of the Commission. He briefly reviewed the Tentative Agenda, and pointed out the new items an this

year's Agendn. He made particolar reference to ltem 21, and drew the Commission’s attentien to document
COM/96/32. He thanked the delegates for their cooperation during his term. as Executive Secretary and expressed his
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confidence in the Commission’s ability to choose the most appropriate candidate to sacceed him, durmg the first
quarter of 1997. Dr. Femandez also briefly reviewed the list of documents, which is aitached as Annex 3.

2.2 Mr. Conde considered it unnecessary to appoint any subsidiary bodies. He noted, however, that there would
be one chunge in the meeting arrangements. Since Mr. I. Haché (Canads) had resigned as First Vice-Chairman of
the Commission, an election would be necessary to fill this office. The Agends was adopted and is attached as Annex
1.

3. Introduction of Contracting Party Delegations

3.1 Befose asking the delegations to introduce themsefves, Mr. Conde warmly welcomed Libya and the Peaple’s
Republic of China as new members of the Commission. He considered that their joining ICCAT was an indication
of the importance of the work of the Commission, and nated the importance to ICCAT of heving all the countries
which fish funa in the ICCAT Canvention area as Contructing Parties.The Head Delegate of each Contracting Party
present at the Tenth Special Meeting introduced his respective delegation. The delegates exprassed their aimous
regrol at the resignation of the Executive Secretary, and thanked Dr, Fermindez for his work with the Commission.
All members of the defegations are included in the List of Participants, attached oy Annex 2.

4. Admission of Observers

4.1 The cbservers present at the 1996 meeting, nll of whom had been duly invited by the Commission, intraduced
themselves and were admitted in accordance with the current criteria which kad been adopted by the Comimission.
The list of observers is included in the List of Commission Participants, attached as Annex 2.

4.2 While intraducing his delegation, the Observer from the European Community expressed his hope that this
would be the last year that the EU would attend the Commission as an chserver and that Gabon and Morocco would
ratify the Paris Protocol very soon, to enuble the EU to become fully participating members. He pointed out, howsver,
that whatever the official status of the BU, it would continte to collaborate actively with [CCAT and that many of
the ICCAT Regulations had already been implemented.

4.3 The Observer from Denmark distributed a statement expressing that the Faroe Islands, a self-governing
community of the Kingdom of Denmark, would consider membuership of ICCAT in accordance with the provisions
sat forth in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea relative to the conservation and mumagement of
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks. The Observer from Denmark briefly outlined the importance
of the fishing industry to the Faroe Islands, but poioted out that, as yet, the Faroe Islands bad no tuns fshery. He
stated that Denmark, which is already 2 member of NAFO, NEAFC and NASCO, would be following the proceedings
of the Commission meeting with interest. The Statement by the Observer from Denmark is attached as Annex 6-1.

4.4 The Observer from the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) also delivered a statement expressing the support
of CARICOM’s Fisheries Resource Assessment And Management Program (CFRAMP) in the JCCAT's initiatives
relative ta the improvement of statistics and compliance with its manapement recommendations. The statement by the
Observer from CARICOM is attached as Annex 6-2 to the Commission Proceedings.

5. Review of Commission membership

5.1 The Executive Secretary informed the Commission thal, since the Fourteenth Regular Meeting of the
Commission (Madrid, November 1995), the Secretariat bhad beea officially informed by FAQ (Depesitery of the
ICCAT Convention) that Libya and the People's Republic of China bad deposited the instruments of acceptance, and
he welcomed the represcntatives of these two new Coatracting Parties.

5.2 The Delepate of Korena requested that Korea be admitted to rejoin Pagel 3, from which it had previously
withdrawn. The Delegate of Japen requested clarification regarding the budgetury implications of this. The Executive
Secretary answeced thet there would be budgetary implications, and that, while not foreseing any difficulties, Korca
should apply for readmittance at the meeting of Panel 3. The Delegate of Korea replied that his government was
prepared to meet the financinl obligations associated with rejoining Panel 3. '
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6. Report of the Standing Committee on Regearch and Statistics (SCRS)

6.1 Dr. Z. Suruki, Chairman of the SCRS, presented the 1996 Report of the Standing Committee on Research
and Statistics to the Commission and summarized the scieatific findings. He noted that there wers 180 scientific
documents presented to the SCRS in 1996, apd that nine inter-sessional meatings bad been held. Therefors, he noted
that 1996 had been an extremely busy year and that a considerable amount of work had been achieved.

6.2 The SCRS Chairman made special refevance ta the ICCAT Tone Symposium, which was held in June, 1996,
at 8t, Miguel, Arores, Portugal. The Symposium greatly attracted the attention of the scientific community and the
{uture of tuna research activities had been discussed fraely.

6.3 He also wade teference to the various external scientific meetings at which ICCAT had been represented
during 1956, particularly the meeting of the CITES Animals Cammittee, and the mesting of the International Union
for Ihe Conservation of Nature (IUCN]), since the actions taken by these organizations have considerable impact on
1ICCAT activities.

6.4 Dr. Suzuki reported on the results of the research carried out by the Committee on the stocks of yellowfin,
higeye, skipjack, albacore, southern bluefin and bluefin tunas, billfishes, swordfish, and small tunas {Item 12 of the
1996 SCRS Report).

6.5 Dr. Suzuki pointed ont that the recommendations of particular importance for research activitiss were also
included in SCRS Ifem 19. The manapement recommendations are given at the end of each species Execulive

Summary Report.

6.6 The SCRS Chuirman called the attention of Fanel 1 and the Compliancs Committee to the recommendation
not fo increase fshing mortality of Atantic yellowfin tuna, end to find effective ways to reduoce [ishing mortality on
small sized yellowfin tuna.

6.7 He called the attention of Panel 2 and the Compliance Committee to the management recommendations made
concemning albacors in the north Atfantic i.e. oo incresse in fishing moctality sbave the recent level. He also asked
Panel 2 to give serous consideration to the management recommendations for bluefin tuna. The SCRS Chairman
reported that 2 constant annual eatch of 2,500 MT would most likely lead to a clight increase in stock size for western
bluefin muag. The SCRS had expressed particular concern about the historically high catch of east Atlantic bluefin tuna
{including Mediterranean) in 1995, and the continued taking of small fish. The scientific Committes retterated its 1594
recommendation to reduce the level of fishing mortality. He indicated that this measure was not being observed,
particularly in the Mediterranean Sea. A reduction of caiches by 35% of the 1994-95 level would be necessary to
maimtain the stock size at the preseni level and, if the Commission wishes te increase the stock size, a further
reduction of catcbes would be necessary.

6,8 The SCRS Chuirmim referred Papel 3 to the reiterztion by the Committes of its 1993 recommendation that
the caich of southem albacore be limited to oot more than 0% of the average catches from 1989 to 1993, for
countries which actively fish this species.

6.9 He called the zttention of Panel 4 {o the scientific Committee's recommendation to reduce bigeye catches to
a level below MSY, accompanied by a reduction in eatches of smail bigeye tunu. He cantioped that continuous fshing
at present levels, particularly of small bigeye, would have a detrimental effest on the stock, and stressed that the
recommendations which were made in 1993 should not be ignored.

6,10 The SCRS Chairman pointed cut that Panel 4 should also consider the recommendations made hy the SCRS
concerning billfishes. He noted that Aflantic blue marlin, white marlin and west Atlantic saitfish stocks have probably
been over-exploited and one approach to reducing mortality would be ta relense these species caught live by langline.

6.11 Dr. Suzuki farther indiceted that Panel 4 should refer to the SCRS findings on swordfisk stocks. In vrder
to arrest the declining trend of the north Atlantic stock, the analyses generally sugpest that catehes should not exceed
about 10,000 MT. A preliminury sex-specific VPA indiceted that a catch of about 12,000 MT might allow an increase
to MSY levels, For the south Atlantic stock, the 1996 catclies are the highest on record, and at the level of peak
catches previously observed in the North. The results of the analyses indicaie that current levels of harvest ars not
sustaingble. If the Commission intends to keep the stock in a healthy condition, it should not delay in taking action,
and harvest lovels must be reduced, otherwise even more restrictive measures will be needed in the future. Preliminary
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analyses indicate that fishing at Fy, would quickly restore the stock to MSY levels, and that this would require
substantial reductions in catches to about 13,000 MT or less in 1997 and thersafter.

6.12 Dr. Suzuki requested that the Standinp Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) give due
consideration to those vecommendations made hy the seientific Committee whichk required fonding, in particular, the
recommendations in the Report under Agenda Jtem 19, concerning a few inter-sessjonsl mestings, the Bigeye Year
Program which requested fanding by the Coramission aver a four-year period (Appendix 9 to the 19956 SCRS Report),
additional smentific/statistical staff for the Secretariat, the BYP funding request, funding for Rillfish long-term tag-
relense and recovery program and new funding for archival tagging proposed by Tagging Working Group. and
coptracts with outside geientists to monitor CITES activities.

6.13 The SCRS Chairman noted that the Sub-Committes on Statistics had also mat during the SCRS Meeting,
with Dr. 8. Turner (U.5.A.) as Convener. He also asked the Comumission to carefully consider those recomiendations
in the report of the Sub-Committee on Statisticg {Appendix 7 to the SCRS Report).

6.14 The SCRS Chairmen [urther informed the Commission that the Sub-Committee on Environment bad met
during the 1996 SCRS Meeting, with Dr. J. Pereira (Portugal) as Convener, and that jts report and recommendations
wre included es Appendix & to the SCRS Report.

&,15 Tha SCRS Chairrnan further informed the Commission that ihe Sub-Committee on By-Catch had met durmg
the 1996 SCRS Mesting, with Dr. G. Scott (U.5.A.) as Convensr, and that its report and recommendafions are
included rg Appendix 8 to the SCRS Report.

6.16 The Delegate of the United States of America congratulated the SCRS and the Chairman for the work
achieved during the 1996, as well as very clear presentation of the results. The U.8. Delegate expressed, however,
his grave concern that many of the tms stocks had been over-fished and continued to show declining trends. He
considsred that the major problems in the fisheries under ICCAT's purview inciuded: (1) the increase in fishing effort
being exerted on many species, particularly by some non-contrucling parties that are fishing in a manner which
undermines the effectiveness of the regulatary measure which the Commission bas adopted; and (2) those Coniracting
Parties that do not abide by the regulatory measures, He considered that this latter problem should be pursued through
the Compliance Committee. He cited recent actions taken regarding the westarn Atlantic blusfin tuna stock a4 an
example of where management efforts have had & noticeable effect. He nated that the declining trend of this stack has
been halted by the severe regulstions in force and by compliance by the Contracting Parties. On the other hand,
eastern bluefin, swordfish, billfishes etc. are still facing serious problems of over-fishing due {v the problems he
mentioned. The U.S§. Delegate also expressed his concern over the high percentuge of undersized bluefin tuna and
tropical tunas being caught, which bas negatively affected the sustainable yield and yield per recruit of these speciss.

6.17 The Delegate of Spain commended all the scientists far their hard work and the high quality of the work
achicved during 1996, He also noted that the new SCRS reporting system adopted since 1995 has reduced much of
the work-load of the scientists and the Secrctariat during the SCRS Plenary Sessions, as well as during the
Commission Plenaries. However, the Spanish Delegate considered that there should be more Hexibility exercised in
the reporting guidelines to facilitate more complete and detailed discussions and that the content of these discussions
should not be limited during the SCRS Plenary sessions.
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SECOND PLENARY SESSION
November 27, 1990

7. Ratification or accepfance of the Pratocol of amendment to the Conventinn (zdopted in Paris in 1984)

7.1 The Executive Secrelary welcomed Dr, D. Fadda of the FAQ Legal Department and thanked him for taking
the time to attend the Tenth Special Meating. He then referred to Item 3 of the Administrative Report (COM/96/9),
conceming the status of the Protocol signed in Paris in 1984 to permit the accession of the European Unmion {EU) to
ICCAT, He informed the Commission that there had been no change in the situation since the previous year, as the
Secretariat had not heen notified by FAQ that any further instraments of ratification or acceptance hud been deposited.
Dr. Fadda confirmed that this was the case.

7.2 The Delepate of Moroceo informed the Commission that Morocco had zatified the Protocol on October 2,
1996, and that procedures were underway to deposit the instrument of ratification with the FAQ.

8. Ratificaiion or acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid in 1992)

8.1 The Executive Secrotary referred to Hem 4 of the Adminisirative Report {COM/56/9), concerning the Madrid
Protocol to amend the scheme of calculating the member country contributions. As this Protecol required that 73 %
of the members ratify or accept the Protocal, with this 75% to include al! the developed countries, the Protocol could
still not enter into force.

8.2 The Chairman expressed his surprise that not only hed some developed countries not yet ratified or accepted
the Protocol, but that many developing countries, which would benefit by the entry into force of the Protocol, had
alsv ot yet ratified or accepted this Protocal. He regretted that such an important and equitable Protocol, which had
involved considerable work to negotiate, had not yet entered into force, purticularly given that it was such a innovative
concept, unique amony international organizations. He therefore urged all those countries that had not yet ratified or
accepted the Protocol to do so without delay.

8.3 The Delegate of Spain expressed his support for the Chairman's words. He recognized that ICCAT had
budgetary problems at present, hut considered that the more equitable system of contributions implied in the Protocol
would help to solve these.

8.4 The Delegate of the United States supported this, and raised the issuc as to whether new Contracting Parties
to the ICCAT Convention were automatically bound fo the Paris and Madrid Protocols. He considersd that the
wording of the last sentence of Paragraph 1 of Article XTIT of the Convention rendered it unnecessary for new member
stalos to tuke any action in this repard, and that they would be considered to have acceded or ratified these Protoccls
on depositing their instruments of ratification, approval or adherence to the Convention.

8.5 At the request of the Chairman, Dr. Fadda, legal expert of the FAO, pave his apinion on the issue. He
considered that the interpretation outlined by the Delegate of the United States was lepally correct, ns both Protocols
specificalty refer to the last sentence of Article XI1I, paragraph 1, of the Convention, but be noted that, based on the
fact that Protocols had not been adopted by the Commission but by two Plenipotentiary Conferences and bad their own
existence cutside the Convention, there bad, until aow, been a tacit, restrictive interpretation which had led same of
the five countries which had become Contracting Parties since the adoption of the Paris Protocol to farmally accept
ong or the two Protocols, He then considered that it would be cautious to ensure that none of these countries be
penalized. The question arase, thecsfore as to whether the Commission could now change the interpretation which
had become practically established.

8.6 The Chairman thanked Dr. Fadda for his clarificution, but considered that as organizations were evalving
entities, that the question of formal interpretation could be a matter for the Commission. He considered that the
amendment contained in the Protocol had been mede for a purpose, and it was thersfore important that it he
implemented.

3.7 The Executive Seccatary wished to record that the interpretation which had besn applied by the Secretariat
was the tacit, restrictive interpretation referred 1o by the FAO legal expert, assuming that this inlerpretation was valid.
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He therefore requested puidance from the Commission as to the interprelation of Article XIII to be applied in the
future.

8.8 The Delegate of Caneda considered that, in the case of conflicting epinions on the interpretation of Article
XM, it was passible for the Commission to hold its own opinion as ta which shouid be used. He supported the legal
interpretation presented by the United States as this would provide 8 meaes to make progress.

8.9 The Chairman agreed that this would bs the sensihle approach, but the Delegate of the People’s Republic
of China, while having no personal objection to the proposal put forward by the United States, considered that the
matter involved legat issues and it would be more fair to allow new Contracting Parties to study the implications of
the propaosal.

8.10 The Chairman apreed that this would be appropriate, and suggested that the Executive Secretary write to
all Coatracting Parties outlining the results of the discussions indicating that consensus had been reached by the
delegutes us to the interpretation of the Article in question, allowing time for any dissenting parties to expeess their
objections, in the case of their being dissatisfied with the proposed interpretation. Notwithstanding, the matter shall
be raised and decided at the next Commission meeting.

9. Coliaboration of nen-Contracting Parties in the ohjectives of ICCAT

9.1 The Executive Secretary presented and summarized document COM/96/28, which provided information on
correspondence maintained with non-Contracting Parties. He pointed out that there had been a growing oumber of
requests from non-Contracting Parties for information relating to possihle membership in the Commission, which
reflected the increasing importance of ICCAT, as a comsequence, inter alla, of the Bluefin Statistical Document
Program, and the Action Plans adopted for bluefin tunas and swordfish. He briefly reviewed the variouy contacts
maintained with non-Contracting Parties and particulerly with other organizations, incloding CITES, GFCM, FAQ,
ICES, CARICOM, IATTC and CCSBT and the United Nutions, He made special mention of the EU which had
provided considerable funding for two inter-sessional ICCAT meetings during 1996.

5.2 The Chairman commended the work undertaken by the Sevretarint which was increasing every your. He was
pleased thai communications with non-Contracting Parties had resulted in one of these, the People’s Republie of
China, in becoming a Contracting Party, and saw this as evidence of the growing importancs of the work of the
Commussion.

9,9 The Delegate of Japan expressed his concern about the TUCN workshop, as this body had declined the request
by [CCAT to send an expert, as &n observer, to the meeting. A Japanese scientist had been invited to attend the
meeting, and Japen presented = report of the results.

9.4 The Qbserver from ICES reported that his organization had been mainteining close contacts with ICCAT and
that ICCAT had been formally invited to attend the Study Group an Shacks.

9.5 The Observer from Mexico made a statement in relation to Mexican participation and activities n the
Internations} Dolphins Conservation Program (IDCP), This Program has been very successful in its aim at profecting
dolphin species and also has shown that fishing tuna in association with dolphins had praved te both ecopomically and
ecologically viable with a by-catch of statistical zero incidental dolphin mortality. The Observer from Mexica
distributed two additional statements that precise ils position on the issue of the tuna embargo.

9.6 The Observer from Iceland referred to the statement which he hed made at the meeting of Panel 2 and
reminded the delegates that when requesting the cooperstion of non-Contracting Parties, the Commission should bear
in mind its duty to respect the rights and interests of coastal non-Contracting Parties adjacent to the Convention Ared.

9.7 The Delegate of the People’s Republic of China drew the sttention of the Commission to the fact that
docurment COM/96/28, and other Commission documents, made mention of Taiwan as & country. He expressed the
view of his Government that there was only one Chin in the world and that Taiwan wes a province of that China.
This had been acknowledped by the majority of the countries of the United Nations, FAQ and by most of the ICCAT
Contracting Parties. He considersd that under Rule 5 of the Rules of Procedure of the ICCAT Convention, Taiwan
should not have been invited as an observer. He #lso requested that the Secretariat nmend the wording of its
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documents to delete the word Taiwan, The statement by the Delegate of the People's Republic of China is attached
a5 Annex §-3.

9.8 The observer from Taiwan expressed his hope that Taiwan and the People’s Republic of China would be able
to work together in friendly coaperation. He noted that this was the first time that a political issue of this nature had
been raised at [CCAT. While the official name of his eountry s the name the "Republic of China”, it has always
aecepted, as a compromise with I[CCAT, the name of "Taiwan®. The Republic of Chint has been in exislence since
1912, thirty-eight years before the Peaple's Republic of China, and that this latter has unilaterally claimed the territory
of Taiwan. The statement by the Observer from Taiwan is attached as Annex 6-4.

9.9 The Delegate of the United States, noting the concern of the People’s Republic of Ching, regarded this issue
as very semsitive. As this was the first time the issue hed been raised, and noting that maost of the Delegates had not
received instructions from their povernments on this issue, he proposed that the comments of the People’s Republic
of China he recosded and that the issue be discussed and decided at the next Commission meeting, after delegations
have had an opportunity to raise the izsue with their bome governments.

9.10 The Delegate of the United Kinpdom supported this proposal by the United States, sz did the delegation of
Venezuela. The Delegate of Spain also supported the United Siates proposal and hoped that a solution could be
achieved which would allow for cooperation, This was also supported by the Delegate of Canada, who considered that
no further action could be taken without time for reflection.

9.11 The Chairman explained that the Commission had felt the need to cooparate with Taiwan, as it had existed
as 2 "fishing reality” for many yeace. It was apreed that the delegates of the Contracting Parties would take note of
the ohjections mised by the People's Republic of China, and that the issue would be addressed at the next meeting
of the Commission.

10, Large-seale driftnet fishing and its effects on tuna stocks

10.1 The Executive Secretury introduced document COM/96/18, which provided informotion on the
correspondence betwecn the Scerstaniat and the Office of Legal Affairs of the United Nations.

10.2 The Delegate of Spain reiterated the support of Spain for the United Nations Resolution on Hrge-scale
driftet fishing. He expressed his concern about the increasing use of this pear, particularly in the Medilerranean Sea.
He noted that there were now 700 vessels using this pear in the Meaditerrancan, and even if they respected the 2.5 km
limit, this implied some 2,000 km of nets in a small area. Spain objected to the use of this gear for several reasons:
it was unselectiva and therefore dangerous to cetaceans and turtles; it was incompatible with other pears, Liaving major
implications with regard to gear interaction; as it was aot selective, the fish caught had a lower market valus; the nets
presented a danger to shipping; and this gear caused unnecessary prolonged suffering of the fish, which spend houors
in agony before dying. Despite the efforts of the SCRS, it had not been possible to volleet information on the ICCAT
species caupght by driftnets. He pointed out that Spain had made every affort to avoid the tse of this gear on albacore,
gnd that drastic measures had been taken which had proven costly both to the fisheries end the administration.
Although the EU had banned the use of drifinets of over 2.5 km, this measure was not sufficient to ensure the stabilicy
of the fishery regources in the future. He presented a proposal for a Resolution by ICCAT on Large-Scale Pelagic
Drriftnats.

10,3 The Delegate of France stated (hat his country wag complying with the U.N. moratorium on large pelagic
driftnets over 2.5 km in length, He considered the banning of alt driftnets to be inappropriate, and considersd

compliance with the existing restrictions to be sufficieat.

{Note: Discussions of Agenda Jtem 10 continned at a later sesston. Seo Proceedings of the Final Plenary Session. )

11, By-catches, with special reference to sharks

11.1 The Executive Secretary referred to document COM-SCRS/96/13, the Report of the First Meeting of the
Shark Working Group of the ICCAT Sub-Committes on By-Catch, the Working Group which had been established
by the Commission in response to its increasing concern over the by—catches of sharks in the ICCAT Convention Arca,
This Working Group had develaped a new statistical reporting form for the collection of data on sharks, He udded
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that the Convener of the Working Group had also attended the Meeting of the CITES Animals Committes, und that
information un this wus included in document COM/86/23.

11.2 The Delegate of Japan recalled the Resolution adopted at the 1995 Commission meeting requestmmg FAO
to act as the focal point for the collection of biological and trade data on sharks. He painted out that other internatianal
organizations were also paying more attention to shark catches. CITES had alrendy ndopted a resolution and set forth
a procedure to deal with sharks. The Japanese Government had reflected their concern by hosting the International
Canference on the Sustainable Contribution of Fisheres to Food Security in Eyoto, December 4-9, 1993, and
reference was made to the Kyoto Declaration and Plan af Action on the Sustainable Contribution of Fisheries to Food
Security {COM/96/14). As a follow-up to this, Japan had established & trust fund over a periad of three years of US$
330,000 to assist the FAO to implement the Resolution taken by ICCAT in 1995. Jepan was willing to host the Second
Working Group on Sharks of the SCRS, in the event that the Commission accepted the invitaion. The Delegale of
Japan reilarated his belief that ICCAT should act responsibly on sharks rather than CITES.

11.3 The Delegate of Japun ceatinied by noting that every CITES Contracting Party had the opporunity to
propose species to be included in Appendix I or Appendix 2 of the CITES lists of endangered species. He helieved
that one of the ICCAT Contracting Parties was in the process of deciding whether to propose the listing of sharks
species but considered that there was al present no seientific evidence to show that such inclusion was warranted, and
that statistical information on shark species should be collected without delay,

11.4 The Delegate of Spain snpported the views expressed by the Delegnte of Japan and added that Spain had
been coflaborating with ICCAT and FAO by providing information and data in order to obtain biclogical information
on sharks.

11.5 Dr. Suruki, the Chairman of the SCRS, stressed the need for the Commission to pay mars attention to this
issue. He noted that the response to the request for shark statistics from Contracting Parties had been disappointingly
poor. He considered that it was vital to monitor these species in relation to CITES and the TUCN, as the same
arguments which were heing used to add shark species to endangered species lists could later be applied fo tuna
species, It was therefore in the interest of ICCAT to collect adequate scientific information on shark species. He
concluded by urging the Commission to be aware of the isspe.
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THIRD PLENARY SESSION
November 29, 1996

22. Eleclion of new Executive Secretary

72.1 The Executive Secretary referred the Commission fo document COM/96/32 concerning this matter. He
indicated that on March 26, 1996, he had informed the Commission Chairman, with copies ta all the Head Delegates,
of his wish to be relieved of his duties at the end of 1996,

22,2 Dr. Fernandez informed that the Commission Chairman, after consulting with the Vice-Chairmen and the
Cheirman of STACFAD, transmitted & note to the Head Delepates on April 30, 1996, announcing the post vacancy
and inviting interested persons to request an application. The Post Vacancy Announcement was basically the same a5
that adopted by the Commission in 1991 for the electioa of the present Executive Secretary, duly updated to reflect
the current Commissiocn membership, and most recent schemes for szlary and remunerations. A July 31, 1956,
deadline date was established for the receipt of applications.

22.3 Dr. Fernandez sxplained that in view of the practical invpossihility of holding pre-selection meetings, the
Commission Chairman decided that the Secretariat shonld transmit to the Head Delegates, during the fisst half of
September, all the applications received within the established deadline.

22.4 He further explained that a total of 23 requests were received far an application form and for information
on detsils of the position from Angola (2), Canads (1), France (11), Moroceo (1), Portugal {1}, Spain (3), United
States (1), and Venezuala (1).

22.5 Dr. Fernandez informed that of the retquests received, 16 applications were formally sobmitted: France (8),
Spain (4), Morocco (1), Porlugal (1), United States {1), and Venezuela (1), These were forwarded to the Head
Delegates on September 2, 1996, with a cover letter from the Commission Chairman requesting each Delegation to
review the candidatures in order to determnine, at the time of the closed meeting of Head Delegates on Friday
afternoon, November 22, those candidates who have received the most support and to select & maximum number of
these applicants for the finel voting process, scheduled to take place later during the meeting.

22.6 Dr. Fernandez further informed that on Qctober 15, one of the candidates (United States) withdrew his
candidature and on November 14, onz of the French candidates also withdrew his application.

22.7 Dr. Fernandez explained that during this Tenth Special Meeting, two closed sessions were held for the Head
Delepates of the Contracting Pariies,

22,8 He reported that the first of these sessions, stiended by 18 Head Delegates, was held on Friday, November
72, 1996. The ICCAT Chairmen, teferring to the correspondence and information transmitted dusiag the year in
relation to this issue, established, with the unanimous agreement of the Head Delegutes, the most appropriate
procedure to follow for the selection of 8 maximum number of candidates out of the 14 wha had maiained their
candidatures.

22.9 Five candidates were selected by secref vote, and wera calied for a personal interview, which was
considered sbsolutely necessary in order to participate in the second session.

22,10 Dr. Fernandez further reported that the second closed session was held on Wednesday, Navember 27, and
was attended by 21 Head Delegates. Before interviewing the candidates it was nnanimously decided that the new
Executive Secretary would have a five-year term, with a probationary peried of one year, which could be extended
ty mutnal agreement of both parties for another five-years, for & maximum term of 10 years in the post. It was further
decided that the Agenda of the Commission meeting hetd during the fourth year of the new Executive Seeretary’s term
would include an item relative to the possible re-election of the Executive Secretary for a second term of office. Four
of the five candidates initially called were then interviewed, zs the Commission was informed (in writing) that one
af candidates (Venezuela) could not maintain his candidature due to recent extenuating family circemstances. Each
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candidute was allocated Bfteen minutes fo present himself and express his qualifications for the post and to respond
to questions put forth by the Head Delegates. Following the interviews there was a secret vote to elect the Executive

Secretary.

22.11 Dr. Fernandez announced that Mr. Adolfo R. Lima (Portugal) was elected as new Execative Secretary of
ICCAT.

22.12 The Cheirman considered that the Executive Secretary’s report on the election procedure way adequate.
He pointed out that it had been a difficult process, given the high quality of the candidatures presented. He then
introduced Mr. Samuel Juarez, the new Secretary General of Maritinie Fishing of Spain,

22,13 The Secretary Genersl of Maritime Fishing of Spain intarvened to emphasize the increasing importance
which ICCAT has gained in recent years, adopting a series of important decisions for the conservation of the species
under its mandate. He thanked Dr. Fermnardez for the excellent work carried out, and announced the intention of the
Spanish Government to bestow an award an him, upon completion of his term. He congratulated Dr. Ribeiro Lima
for his elecstion 4s new Executive Secretery, and wished him every suceess.

22,14 The Delegate of Marocce congratulated Dr. Fernandez for lus report and announced that he had two
reproaches to make concerning the procedure followed for the elestion of the new Execotive Secretary. The first
reproach concerned the fact thet the change in the votimg procedure of the new Executive Secretary had oot been
submitted to the review of the Commission in advance of its second closed session on Tuesday6, November 27, 1994,
the session devoted to the voting process. The second reproach concemned the fact that the procedure adopted to carry
oul the intermediate voting was different from that which had been [cllowed for the election of the current Executive
Secretary. In order to illustrate these repronches, the Delegate began to cite the figures which would correspond to
the resvlts of the intermediate voting.

772,15 The Chairman of the Commission called Mr. Lahlou to order, pointing out to him that if he had taken the
floor as the Delegate of Marocco, he had to abide by the rules established by the Commission, and reminded him that
was not aliowed to publicly disclose the results of the delibarations and secret voting of the closed sessions of the
Heads of Delegations that had preceded the election. Since the Delegate of Maracco, having taken the floor again,
insisted on citing these results, the Commission Chairman decided to convene a third closed session of these
Delegates, so that the Dalegate of Morocco cauld explain his position, utilizing all the informaticn he had available.

22.16 Upon resumption of the open Plenary Session of the Commission, the Chairman reported ihat the
Commission noted the abjections lodged by Morocca that the voting procedure was decided at & very late stage. He
further nated that the Commission agreed that the selectinn and voting procedure, agreed to by all Commissicners in
aclvanee, was procedurally correct. Tn addition, the Commission considered that it should examine and eventually agree
on & procedure for future elections well in advagce.

22.17 The Delegate of South Africa thunked Dr. Fernandez for the notable work he hed carried out, wisely
combining leadership, confidentiality, honesty and diligence, He wished Dr. Ribeiro Lima suceess in continainy the
activities of his predecessor,

22.18 Dr. Ribeiro Lima thanked all the Delsgations for the confidence they had deposited in him and promised
to work intensely to correspond to that confidence and to contribute to attaining the objectives of the Commission.
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FINAL PLENARY SESSION
November 29, 1995

12. Report of the 1996 ICCAT Tuna Symposium

12.1 Dr. P. M. Miyake, who served ns Symposium Secretary, referred the Commission le the Symposium Repart
{Document COM-SCRS/96/16), and reported that the Sympesium was very successful in the sense that ICCAT's past
rescarch aclivities were evaluated and future research asctivities were considered. He reiterated appreciation to
Symposium host, the Autonomots Governument of Azores for the excellent facilities and support, and the Commission
of the European Union for providing partial funding for this historic JCCAT event. He informed the Commission that
the Report of the Symposium, including the contnbution papers, will be published by ICCAT in an enbanced, hard
cover edition.

12.2 Dr. Suzuki, the SCRS Chairman, added that the Symposium had decided to dedicate this volume to Dr,
Miyake, as an exprassion of appreciation for his dedication and contribution to improving ICCAT tupa research for
mors than a quarter of a4 century.

12.3 The Commission Chairman expressed collective thanks to the 3CRS Chairman, the Symposiem Secretary,
and all the scientists, and noted the dedication of the Symposium publication to Dr. Miyake was guite appropriats.

13. Reports of Panels | to 4

13.1 The Report of Panel 1 was presented to the Commission by the Panel Chairman, Dr. L. Koffi (Cote
d'Ivoire). The Report wus reviewed and adopted by the Commission and is attached as Annex 7-1.

13.2 The Cemmission also stedied end adopted the "Recommendation en Bigeye and Yellowfin Tunas”, which
was proposed jointly by Panels 1 and 4, While this Recommendation concerns both yellowfin and bigeye tunas, it was
clarified that Panel 1's proposal was relative to yellowfn tupa, which is under its mandate. The Recommendation was
later further reviewed by Panel 4 in relation to bigeye tuma, which is under the mandate of Panel 4. The
Recommendation adopted by the Commission is attached herewith as Anmex 5-1 to the Coounission Proceedings.

13.3 The Report of Panel 2 was presented by the Panel Rapparteur, in the abseace of Cheirman Lahlou, and was
reviewed and adopted by the Commission. The Raport is included in Annex 7-1 to the Procesdings,

13.4 The following management recommendations and resolution concerning Atlantic biuefin tuna were prapased
by Panel 2 and were also reviewed and adopted by the Commission: The "Supplemenial Recommenduiion on East
Atlamiic Rluefin Tuna Concerning the Mediterranean Cloved Season  [Doc. 73] (attached as Annex 5.2, the
"Recommendation Concerning Age 0 Rlugfin Tuna” {Doc. 74-A] (attached as Annex 5-3), and the “Recommendation
to Establish a Scientific Monitoring Quota for Bluefin Tuna in the Wesiern Atluntic for 1997-1998" [Doe. 27-A]
(attached as Annex 5-4), and the "Resclution for SCRS to Evaluate the Apprupriateness of the Current Boundary
Berween East and West Atlapric Rluefin Tuna” (attached as Annex 5-5) to the Procsedings.

13.5 The Report of Panel 3 was prosented by the Panel Chairman, Dr. R. Leat (U.8.A.) and was reviewed and
adopted by the Commission, and is included in Annex 7-1 to the Commission Proceedings.

13.6 Dr. Lent called the Commission’s attention to the "Recammendation on Limitation of Scuthern Albacore
Catches®, which was proposed and adepted by Panel 3 [Doe. 36-A). The Commissian reviewed the albacore
Recommendation snd adopted it {attached as Aunex 5-6 to the Commission Proceedings.

13.7 The Report of Panel 4 was presented by the Panel Chairman, Mr. I. Nomura (Japan) and was adopted by
the Commission after review. The Report is included in Anmex 7-1 to the Commissjon Proceedings.
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13.8 The following munagement recommendations proposed by Punel 4 concerning Atlantie swordfish were also
udopted by the Commission: " Reconunendation Regarding Nertir Atlantic Swordfish Catch Quoias for 1997, 1998,
and 1999 (attuched as Annex 5-7), #nd the "Recommendation for an Extension of the South Atlamic Swordfish
Managemenr Measures {attached as Annex 5-8).

13,9 The Chairman of Panel 4 also reported that Faoel 4 had reviewed and adopted the "Recommendation on
Bigeye and Yellowfin Tunay”. The Commission reiterated its adoption of the joint Recommendation, which is attached
#s Aonex 5-1 to the Commission Proceedings,

13.10 Mr. Nomura [urther reported that Panel 4 had proposed and adopled a “Revolution for Billfish®. After
reviewing the propased Resolution it was adopted by the Commission (atlached as Annex 5-2 to the Commission
Procesdings.

13.11 At the tims of presentation of the Panel 4 Report, Mr. Nomura proposed that bigeye tunz be removed from
the mandate of Panel 4 and added to that of Panel i. Since Panel 4 has many controversial species, the work load is
becoming quite unbalanced, and time constraints preclude a thorough review of all the species under its mandate, He
slso noted that higeye tuna is a tropical species that is caught together with yellowfin and skipjack tunas. Hence, he
believed it would be mors logical to discuss the management of thess three species together in Panel 1, since the
management of one of these species affscts the other two. The Chairman of Panel 1 also supported this idea.

13.12 The Executive Sscratary clarified that the terms of reference of the Panels are decided by the Commission
{as indicated in Rule 12 of the Commission's "Rules of Procedure”) and therefore any chunpes also have to be decided
by the Commission. Following that clacifi¢ation, the Commission decided that Panel 1 will now include bigeye tuna
in its mandate, in addition to yellowfin and skipjack tunas, whereas the mandate of Panel 4 will now mclsde Atlantic
bonito, swordfish, billfishes, and other species (small tunas).

13.13 The Commission expressed appreciation to the Panel Chairmen and the Rapportears, The Reports of Panels
1 to 4, duly adopted by the Caommission, are included in Annex 7-1 fo the Commission Proczedings.

14, Recommendations concerning rescarch and sintistics

14.1 The Commussion took dus note of the numerous recommendations concerning research and statistics as
presented by the SCRS Chairman, Dr. Z. Suzuki, on behalf of the scientific committee, during his presentation of
tha SCRS Report. The Commission also noted that the Recommendations conterning stock management had been
studied in depth within the Panels and that STACFAD had theroughly reviewed those SCRS recommendations which
have financial implications.

14.2 FThe Commission Chairman appreciated the advice of the SCRS relative to management measures. He hoped
that the Committez would continne to provide such concise advice to the Commission.

14.3 The 1996 SCRS Report was adopted by ths Commission, although it was recognized that while the
Commission accepted the recommendations by the Committee, the funding of some of these were postponed for the
time being, due to budgetary constraints. The SCRS Report is published in Volume 2 of the Biennial Report, 1996-97
(Fart I)

15. Report of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD)}

15.] The Reports of the First, Second and Third Sessions of STACFAD, together with the 1997 Revised Budget
amounting to 165,398,000 pesetas, and the corresponding member country contributions, which were edopted by
STACFAD, were presented to the Commission by Mr, Ribeiro Lima, The Commission reviewed and adopted the
reports of the first three sessions, as well as the 1997 Budgut and contributiens. It was understood that the report of
the final session of STACFAD, which had not been adopted by the Committee due to the lack of time on the last day
of the meeting, will be adopted hy correspondence. The 1996 Report of STACFAD is attached as Annex 7-2 to the
Proceedings. . : .
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15.2 The Commission Chairman expressed appreciation to the outgoing STACEAD Chairman for his excellent
work, anl to the Rapporteur,

16. Adoption of the 1997 budget and member country contributions

16.1 As noted above in Agenda item 13, the Report of STACFAD in ils entirety was not adopted at the time of
the Commission meeting, Notwithstanding, afier thorough review, the Commission decidad to approve the 1997
Commission Budget and member country contributions attached to the STACFAD Report, as proposed and adopted
by the financiel and administrative committee. Tha 1997 Commission Budget and corresponding mermber country
contributions are attached as Tables | and 2 to the STACFAD Report. {Sec.]

17, Report of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics &
Conservation Measures (PWG)

17.1 The Chuirman of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation
Measures (PWG), Mr. B. Hallman (United States), presented the Report of the PWG. He drew the Commission’s
attention to three Recommendations and one Resolution which wera proposed by the Permanent Working Group.

17.2 The Commission reviewed and adopted the "Recommendation on the Validarion of Bluefin Tuna Staristical
Dacuments Between fCCAT Contraciing Parvies Which are Members of the Furopean Community”. This
Recommendation is attuched a5 Annex 5-10 io the Proceedings.

17.3 The Commiysion reviewed and adopted the "Recommendution Regarding Belize and Honduras Pursuant to
the 1994 Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Resofurion” (attached as Annex 5-11), the " Recommendarion Regarding Panama
Pursuant to the 1994 YCCAT Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Reselution" (attuched as Annex 5-12) and the "Resolution
Concerning Efforts 10 Improve the Completeness of Task I Reported Statistics” (attached as Annex 5-13).

17.4 The PWG Chairman reported to the Commission that model letters from the Commission Chairman had
bean drafted by the PWG to some non-Cantracting Parties, spacifically Belize, Honduras and Paname, regarding non-
complisnge with ICCAT conservation measures, and these were adopted by the Commission (attached as Appendix
3 to Annex 7-3). He nlso presented the letters drafted by the Permunent Working Group to Trinidad & Tobago
eoncerning swordfish catches (attached as Appendix 4 to Annex 7-3), Algeria and Tunisia (attached as Appendix
7 to Annex 7-3) and Creatia (zttached as Appendix § to Annex 7-3) regarding bluefin tuna catches in the
Mediterranean Sea, which were also adopted by the Commission.

17.5 Letters were ulso drafted from the ICCAT Cheirman to the European Union {attached as Appendix 5 to
Annex 7:3) and to the GFCM (attached as Appendix 6 te Annex 7-3), urging their cooperation with ICCAT,
particularly as regards the Commission's conservation and management measures, and these were also adopted by the
Commissjon,

17.6 The Repairt of the Permanent Working Group was adopted by the Commission and is attached as Annex
7-3 to the Commission Proceedings. The Commission expressed its appreciation (o (he PWG Chairman and
Rapporteur,

18. Report of the Compliance Committes

1B.1 The Comumission Chairmean, on behalf of Mr, P, Perrone (France), Chairman of the Compliance Committee,
presented the Report to the Commission. The Commission reviewed the report and adopted it, together with all the
recommendations contained therein (attached as Annex 7-4 to the Commission Proceedings).

18.2 The Delepate of France recalled the declaration made by the representative from the Commission of tha
Earopean Communities that tn virtue of Article 113 of the Treaty which instituted the European Communily, the
Buropean Community has exclusive competence in mattars of trade policy. He added that any possible restrictive trade
measures should be ndopted by the Council of the Europsan Union, at the propnsal of the Commassion of the
European Commumities. This view was reiterated by the Delegates of Spam and Portugal.
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{8.3 The Chairman drew the Commission’s attention out the "Recomrendation Regarding Compliance in the
Blugfin tuna and North Atlantic Swerdfish Fisheries”, atiached as Annex 5-14 to the Commission Proceedings.

18.4 The Commission theuked Mr. Perrone, the outgoing Chairman of the Compliance Committes and the
Rapporteur, and welcomed Mr. G. Taylor (UX) as the newly elected Chairman of this Committee.

18.5 The Commission noted that an inter-sessional meeting, to be keld preferubly sometime during the first half
in 1997, on monitoring and inspection bad been proposed jointly by the Compliance Committec and the Permanent
Working Group. It was also noted that the U.8, intended te hast this meeting in the United States. A proposed agenda
for this meeting was distributed to the Commission for its consideration. The Commission considered this meeting
very oppartune and decided to approve it. The Secratariat was requested to annonnce this meeting as sovn as the date
and venue ars finalized.

19. U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and FAOQ Code of '
Conduct for Responsible Fishing

19.1 The Executive Secratary pointed ont the importance of this subject, because of its implications on various
activities of regional agencies. He recalled a document (COM/95/17) prepared for last year's meeting which included
details on this matter. He considered that the U.N. Agreement affects the foture of warld fisheries management
schemes and proposad to maintain this item on the 1997 Commission Meeting Apenda.

19.2 The Delegate of U.S., in agreeing that this subject should be mamtained on next year's Agenda, noted that
was one of the major items propased to be dealt with at the inter-sessional mesting on monitoring and tnspection to
be held in the U.8. in 1997. He further noted that thers was reference to the U.N, Agreement in various meelings
of Commission subsidiary bodies this year, such as the Panels, the PWG, and the Compliance Comimittes. He
considered that such issues as the observer fee, compliance and monitoring, inspection, and transparency were all
related to the U.N. Agrezment.

2. Relations with other Fora (Kyeto Declaration and Action Fiun; 1UCN)

20,1 The Executive Secretary then introduced the Document COM/96/14 which was prepared by the Secretariat
in responsc to the propaosal by Japan to discuss the follow-up of the Kyoto Declaration and Action Plan. Dr. Fermandez
uiso referred to TUCN (COM/96/14), "red listing” issues which, &8 he understood, had already been addressed by
various Commission bodies.

20.2 The Delegate of Japan explained that the Kyota Declaration was adopted by 95 States and contained many
items of direct relevance to ICCAT. The Conference had requested Tupan to transmit this Declaration to other fishery
orgenizations, asking for their endorsement. He forther reported that NAFO and IATTC have alrendy endorsed the
Kyoto Declaration and requested that ICCAT do the same.

20.3 The Chairman also considered that ICCAT should recognize the Declaration as one of major events that
have taken pluce in forming e new fishing order. Spain seconded the Japanese propesal for Commission endarsement,
and the Chuirmun further noted that there was consensus that ICCAT endorse the Kyote Declaration.

21, Reports of subsidiary bodies appointed by the Commission for the meeting

21.1 No subsidiary bodies had been appointed at the 196 Commission Meeting.

22, Election of new Executive Secretary {(Continued)
29.19 Details an the election of the new Executive Secretary are included in the Proceedings of the Third Plenary

Session of the Commission. It was agreed that his appointment and incerperation to the position would take place
during the first quarter of 1997,
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23. Date and piace of the next regular meeting of the Commission

23.1 The Commission decided to hold the next Regular Mesting of the Commissicn from Friday, Navember 14,
to Friday, November 23, 1997, in Madnd, Spain.

10, Large-Scale driftnet fishing and its effects on tuna stocks {Continued from the First Plenary Session)

10.4 The “Resolution by ICCAT on Large-Scale Pelagic Drifinets”, presented hy the Delegate of Spain at an
earlior session, was reviewed by the Commission. The Delepate of Japan proposed some minor modifications to the
last parapraph, which were agreed upon by the Comumission. With the introduction of these modifications, the
Resolution was adopted by the Commission and is attached a5 Annex 5-13 to the Proceedings.

10.5 The Delsgate of Spain thanked all the delepates for their support of this Resolution, which hed been
proposed by Spuin, He indicated that this subject is of considerable concern ta his country. He noted that e lurge-scale
driftnet fiskery is developing further, and expressed concern that countries are reluctant to apply the U.N. Resolutians.
Mr. Dominguez beligved that the large-scale, pelagic driftnet fisheries have a negative impact on the enviroument,
that they harm protected species, and are a danger to the navigation of ships. He requested that those countries
practicing responsible fisking must take measures to discontinue use of this fishing gear. The statement by Spain on
drift nets 35 included in Appendix 6-5 to the Proceedings,

24. Other matters

24.1 The Executive Secretary referred the Commission to Document COM/56/24 and requested the Commission
ta reach a decision concerning the applications by the South Pacific Commission (SPC) and the International Whaling
Commission (IWC) for membership in the Coordinating Working Party on Fishery Statistics (CWP). He referred to
the 1996 SCRS Report and commented that the SCRS had recommended the approval of the CWT' membership
applications of both organizations.

24.2 The Delegute of Tapan stated that his country has no difficulty in approving IWC membership, but had some
resorvation as concerns SPC membership in the CWP. He stated that the South Pacific Commission 15 not an apen
organization and that Japan cannot be & member of it. Nonetheless, he stated that Japan provides data to SPC on a
cooperative hasis, but that their data can only be provided to outsiders by compliance of Government of Japsn. The
Japanese Delegate noted that a more global organization for that area is now in process of establishment and he
considered thai organization, once created, would be & more suitable member of CWP. He added that Jupan will go
along with the consensus of the Commission, with this reservation.

74,3 The Assistant Excoutive Secretary explained that the CWP is a technical organization, whose statutes parmit
membership comprised of repional agencies that collect fishery statistics. The major objective of the CWP is mutual
cooperation and to maintain consistency in the collection of various fishery and biological data from pational sources
and, excepl for comparison purposes, no dats exchanges are required.

24.4 The Commission approved the membership in CWP of both arganizations, noting the reservation expressed
by Japan. The Executive Secretary will respond to the CWP Secretary in this sease.

24.5 The Observer from Commission for Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT) expressed
organizations’s wish to become a member of CWP, as he considers that such participation will be beneficial to the
CCSBT's work, He asked for assistance and support of ICCAT in this respest, The Executive Secrotary responded
that procedure to apply for membership in CWP should hs addressed to the CWP Secretary, who would then transmit
the request to the CWP member organizations for their approval.

74.6 The Delegate of Korea, referred io the maritime area between his country and Japan, and asked that the
Commission take dus note that this ses has historically been called by varions names, "East S8ea", “Sea of Korea”,
"Sea of Tapan®, etc. The Korean Delegate turther stated that due to Japanese expansionism, which has influenced the
international scene since the 19th Century, the Sem of Japsan has been more widely used in recent years. The
Government of Kores, after its independence decided to refer to the sea area in question as the "East Sea® and has
opposed the use of "Sea of Jupan”. He farther noted that the United Nations Conference on the Standardization of
Geographical Names (August, 1992) had recommended that countries involved in a dispute over the name of a shared
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pepgraphical area should endeavor to seek agreement throngh consueliation and that the names applied by each country
be used simultaneoisly in the sbsence of agreement (best expressed in U.N. Resolution 11720 of the aforementioned
Conference). The Korean Delegate tequested that, pending the search for a mmtually acceptable solution through
consultatinn emong the parties concerned, hoth names "East Sea” and "Sea of Japan" be used simultaneously whenever
reference to this sea is made.

24.7 The Delegate of Japan rogretted that Korea had brought up a bilateral and political issue which is Tot
relevant to the Commission’s business. The Japanese position is that the name "Sen of Japan" is widely used, intluding
in many werld atiases and that it is not a product of Japanese expansionism. He considered that the name should not
be changed, thut simuitaneous names should not be adopted, and that this problem should not be discussed at an
TCCAT meeting.

24.8 The Chatrmas pomied out the difficulties with continuing to discuss matters of terminology, rnd considered
that it was nat appropriate to discuss such issues at this meeting, without having sufficient background information.

24.9 The Delegate of Urugnay considered that the limited time available to the Commission should be used for
specific issues in which the Commission is involved. She considered that there were too many informal meetings
withaut interpretation which limited participativn and understanding.

74,10 The Delegate of China commented thal his delegation attended this meeting for the frst time with the spirit
of cooperation. He regretted that the Commission had invited Taiwan of China to the Meeting and had even included
Taiwan of China on lists as a “non-member country" in some of its documents. He further stated that even though
the Delegation of the People’s Republic of China had urged the rectification of this situation in an earlier Plenary
Session, the Comunission had ipnored this legitimate request and even refused to consider the issue. He expressed his
great disappointment and informed the Commission that Chinese Government will reserve its right to take further
ections and that the Comsmission must bear all responsibiiities for the consequences.

24,11 The Chairman responded that the Commission had not ignored or refused te discuss this metter raised by
the Chinese Delegate, and that it hes been fully discussed under Agenda Item 4, He stated thata decision was reached,
with full support by the members, that the Commission take due note of the precisions expressed by the Delegation
of the People’s Republic of China, and the Commission requested that a written statement be presented on the mater,
to he attached to the Proceedings. This statement will be carefully stedied and the matter will be pursued further and
decide upon at the next Commission meeting. The Commission noted that the statement by the Delegation of the
People’s Republic of China is attached as Annex §-3 to the Proceedings.

24.12 Due to his retirement from government service, Mr, J. Hache (Canada) had also resigned as First Vice-
Chairman of the Commissica. Henee, an election was held to choose s new First Vice-Chairman.

23.13 The Delegate of Canada nominated Mr. S. Galante Liatti (Uruguay) as the First Vice-Chatrmag. This
nomination was seconded by the Delepates of Spain and Veneznela. Mr. Galunte was unanimonsly elected.

94,14 The Chairman of the Commission thanked Mr. Hache, the outgoing First Vice-Chairman for his past
sontribntions to the Commission's work and congratulated the newly elected First Vice-Chairman.
25, Adoption of Report

25.1 The Procaedings of First and Secomd Plenary Sessions were teviewed and adopied.

25,2 Since the Third and Final Plenary Sessions were held en the last day of the Commission Mesting, the
Commission agreed to adopt these through correspondence.
24. Adjournment

26.1 At the time of adjournment, the out-going Executive Secretary, Dr. A. Fernandez addvessied the
Commission. He appresiated the support seceived from the Contracting Parties during the period of his term of office.

He pointed out that the past five years has been a particularly active perod for the Commission and its subsidiary
hodies, and importaat results had been abtained. Dr. Fernandez expressed appreciation far the efficient collaboration
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be had received from uil the Secretariat staff and assured the newly elected Executive Sccretary, whom he wished
every suceess, his full support and availability in assuring smooth and uninterropted teensition, in completing the
Administrative and Financial Reports corresponding to 1996. The closing address by Dr. Fernandez is attached as
Annex 4-3 to the Copunission Procecdings.

26.2 The Commission Chairman pave a brief sumrmary of the results of this meeting, pointing our the results
achieved. He thanked the authorities of Spain and the Basque Country for their gencrous receplion m San Scbastian,
and all the members of the delegations and the Secretariat for their efficiency and continuous collaboration. He
recognized the excellent work carried ont by the Chairman and Rapporteurs of all the subsidiary bodies of the
Commission, He recalled the high quality of the candidates for the position of Executive Secretary and reiterated his
welcome to Mr, Adolfo Ribeiro Lima, in the assurance that he will carry oot his work in a satisfaciory manner. He
conclused by emphasizirg the qualities of dedication and expertise exemplified by Mr. Anionic Fernandez in his work,
and expressed his appreciation and that of I[CCAT to Mr. Fermanderz.

26.3 The Tenth Special Meeting of the Commission was adjourned on Friday, November 29, 1994,

ANNEX 1

1996 COMMISSION AGENDA

1. Opezing of the meetinp

3. Adpption of Agenda, arrangements for the meeting and appointment of subsidiary bodies

3. Introduction of Contracting Party Delegations

4, Admission of ohservers {(non-member countrics, intergovernmental orgunizations, and non-goveramental
prganizations)

5. Review of Commission membership

8. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)

7. Ratification or acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Paris in 1984)

8 Ratification or acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid in 1993)

9, Collaboration of non-Contracting Parties in the ohjectives of [CCAT

10. Large-scule dofinet fishing and its effects on tuna stocks

1. By-cutches, with special referance to sharks

132, Report of the [996 JCCAT Tuzna Symposium

13. Reports of Panels | to 4

14. Recommendativns concernming research and statistics

13, Report of the Standing Committes on Finance and Administration (STACFAD)

16. Adoption of the 1997 budget and member country contribndions

17. Report of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics & Conservation Measures
(PWG)

18. Report of the Campliance Committes

149. U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and FAO Code of Conduct
for Responsible Fishing

24, Relations with other fora
— Kyoto Declaration and Action Plan
— IUCHN

21, Reports of subsidiary bodies appointed by the Commission for the meeting

22. Election of new Executive Secretary

23. Date and ptace of the next regular meeting of the Commission

24, Other matters

23. Adoption of Repart

26. Adjournment
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. . ANNEX 2

LIST OF COMMISSION PARTICEPANTS

Member countries
ANGOLA

NDOMBELE, D.

Chef de Département des Relations
Internationales

Ministére des Péches

Lusoda
Tuol: {244) 2 396 741
Fax: (244) 2 396 741

SILVA CORREIA, Q.

Ministerio das Pescas

Técnico do Departamente de Relagoes
Econdmicas Internacionals

Luanda

Tel: (244) 2 392 929

Fax: (244) 2 395 741

BRAZIL,

JABLONSKI, F.
Primer Secratario
Embajada de Brasil
C/Fernando el Santo, 6

Madrid 28010 (Spain)

Tek: {34) 1 308 0455
Fax: (34) 1 308 0465
E-mail: secom(@bras. mure, ey

ARARIPE MACEDO, M. VY.

Secretanio Execulivo

Grupo Executivo do Setor Pesqueiro, GESPE
Ministerio da Marinha

Esplanads dos Ministerios

Bloco "N” - Anexoc "B", 3° Andar

Brasilia D.F, CEP 70053-900

Tef: {55) 61 312 1308

Fax: {55) 61 312 1336

E-muil: gp02.secirm@mhs. mar. br

DIAS NETO, 1.

MMA/IBAMA

SAIN Av.14 porte, Edificio Sede do Ibama
CEF 70.800-200

Brasilia D.F.
Tel: (55) 61 223 7879
Fax: (55) 61 226 5588

54

MENESES DE LIMA, I. H.
CEPENE/IBAMA

Rua Samuel Hardman s/o
55.578-000 Tamandars - PE

Tel: (55) 81 675 1109
Fax: {35) 81 527 1090
E-mail: meneses@ibama. gav.br

MUNOZ ECHEVERRIA, H.

Rua Monsenhor Walfredo Leal 104
Cabedela, Paraiba

Tel: (35) 83 228 3600

Fax: {35) 83 228 4183

RIBAS MARQUES, I. A.

Grupo Executivo do Setor Pesqueiro, GESPE
Ministerio da Marinha, Esplaneds dos Ministerios
Bloco "N* - Apexe "B, 3° Andar

Brasilia . F. CEP 70035-900

Tel: (55) 61 312 1308

Fax: (55) 61 312 1337 ‘

E-mail: gp02.secirm@mbs, mar. br

CANADA

CHAMUT, P.

Assistant Deputy Minister
Fisheries Operations

Department of Fisheries & Oceans
200 Kent St

Ottawn, Ontario K1A OES

Tel: (1) 613 990 9864
Fax: (1) 613 590 9557

ALDOUS, D.
Manapger
Southwest Nova Scotia

Tuna Association
RR #1 Newport
Hants Ca., Nova Scofia BON 2A0
Tef: {1) 502 757 3915
Fax: (1) 802 757 3979
E-mail: daldous@iox, nsm.ca

ALLEN, C 1

Resource Management-Atlaniic
Department of Fisheries & Oceans
200 Kent St.

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

Tel: (1) 613 @90 0105
Fax: {1) 613 990 7051



BLADES, P, E.

President

INTERVEST Trading Company Inc.
5435 Spring Garden Road

Halifax, Nova Scotia B3JI1GI

Tel: (1) 502 425 1018
Fax: (1) 502 420 0763
BRUCE, W,

Elmira, P.G., South Leke
Prince Edwurd Island COA 1KO
Tel: (1) 902 357 2638
Fax: (1) 502 357 2836

CHRISTMAS, B.

President

Memberton Development Corp.
111 Memberton St.

Sydney, Nova Scotin BIS 2M9

Tel: (1) 902 564 6460
Fax: (1) 002 539 6645
E-mail: redraven@atkon. com
EL SWORTH, 8.

¢/oy Bambro Fisherizs Lid.

Sambro Post Office

Halifax Co., Nova Scotia BOJ 2Y0
Tel: {1) 902 B6E 2140

Fax: {1) 902 B&6E 2596
E-mait: battfsh@@iox.nste.cu

HEGAN, I. R,

Internaticnal Fisheres Advisor
International Direclomaie
Department of Fisheries & Qceans
200 Kent St.

Ottaws, Ontario X1A 0BG

Tel: (1) 613 991 1993
Fax: (1) 613 993 5995
LEGGO, L.

R. R. #2, 2619 Douglas Blvd.
Douglastown, Quebee GOC IMO

Tel: (1) 418 368 2077

Fax: (1) 418 368 2077
E-muail: tuna@ryuebectel.com.ca
LONGARD, A.

Director, Policy Planning
& Coastal Resources
Department of Fisheries
Bank of Moatresl (7th Ficor)
5151 George Street
Hulifax, Nova Scotia B3] 3C4
Tel: (1) 902 424 0347
Fax: {1} 902 424 4671
E-mail: fish.longarda@gav.ns.ca

COMMISSION PARTICLIPANTS

MILLEY, C.

Mikmaq Fish & Wildlif: Commission
Afton First Natton, Antigenish Co.
Nova Scotin BOH 1A0

Tel: {1} 902 386 2828

Fux; {1) 902386 2676

E-mail: mfwc2@istar.ca

BARTINGTON, E.

Dirzctor Fishenes Manapament
Deparment of Fisheries & Oceuns
Halifax, Nova Scotia

Tel: {1) 902 426 2583

PORTER, J. M.

Department of Fisheries & Oceans
Biological Station

St. Andrews, New Brunswick BEOG 2X0
Tek: {1} 506 529 8854

Fax: (1} 506 529 5862

E-mail: porter@sta. dfe.cu

CHINA (People’s Republic)

MENG, Jiunhong

Depurtmeni of Treaty and Law
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
225 Chaonpei Street

Beijing

Tel: {(a) 1 632 55520
Fax: {86) 1 631 34503
QUul, Lifeng

Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture
No. 11 Nongzhanguan Nanli
Beijing 100026

Tel: {8G) 1 641 92982
Fax: [85) 1 641 92961
LiU, Zhanging

China National Fisheries Corporation
c/Eduardo Benot 11, bajo

Las Palmas de Grun Canarig (Spain)
Tel: (34} 28 270 841

Fax: (34) 28 223 641

COTE D’'IVOIRE

KOFFI, L.

Directeur Général des Resspurces Animalas

Ministére de " Apriculture et des
Ressources Animales

B. P. V-84
Abidjan

Tel: (225) 218 875
Fax: (225) 219 462,
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FANNY, A.

Directeur de " Aquacalture et des Pachas
B. P. V-18, Abidian

Tei: {225} 354 693

Fax: {(225) 219 462

EQUATORIAL GUINEA
ONDO FAMA, L.

Ministerio de Pesca y Forestal
Carretera de Luba

Malabo B. N.
Tel: (240) 5 3449
Fax: (240) 9 3804

ROPO BOABAILA, 1. Al
Ministerio de Pesca y Farestal
Carretera de Luba

Malabo B, N.

Tel: (240) 9 3449

Fux: (240) 9 2905

FRANCE

BELLOT, P. Y.

Ministere de ' Agnculture, de la Péche
et de 1’ Alimemiation

Direction des Péches

3, Place de Fontenoy

75700 Paris

Tel: {(33) 1 444 98431

Fax: {33) 1 444 98400

BLANCH®, 1,

Comité National des PEches Maritimes
B. P. 346, Quai de la Floride

64500 Hendaye

Tel: (33) 5 592 D7570

Fax: (33) 5 552 08646

BRANQUET, P.

Cie. Saupiguet

21, Quai du Moros

28181 Concarneaun

Tel: (33) 2 989 73750
Fax: (33) 2 989 71658

DION, M.

Délégué Géneral

Syndicat Nationu! des Armateurs
des Thonlers Congélatenrs

B. P, 127

29181 Concarneau

Tel: (33) 2 98% 71957

Fax: (33) 2 585 08032

36

DUFOUR, P.

Chevannes Merceron Bauery
9, rae du Professeur Legendre
B. P.639

29186 Concarneau Cédex

Tel: (33) 986 05252
Fax: (33) 985 05259
GAERTNER, D.

Centre ORSTOM/HEA

Av. Agropalis

B. P. 5045

34032 Montpellier Cédex 01
Tel: {33) 4 674 16100
Fox: {33) 4 675 47800

L-mail: dgueriner@orstom. rio. net

GUERNALEC, C.

Comité Nationul des Péches Maritimes

st des Elevapes Marins
51, rue Salvador Allende
92027 Naaterre Cédex

Tel: (33) 1 477 50101
Fax: (33) 1 490 00602
LARZABAL, §.

Syndicat des Marins Pécheurs
Quai P. Elissalt

64500 Ciboure Cédex

Tel: {33 5 594 71034
Fax: {33) 5 594 70339

LIORZOU, B.

TFREMER

£, rue Jean Vilar

34200 Sete

Tel: (33) 4 674 67834
Fax: (33) 4 677 47090
E-mail; bliorzou@ifremer. fr

LOUREAU, D,

Sécretaire Géndral
COBRECAF

Rue dey Sardiniers

B. P. 533

29900 Concarneau Cedex
Tel: {313) 2 989 73588
Fax: {33) 2 986 06122

LUMINIC, C.

Armement Aigle des Mers

B. P. 337

64503 Ciboure Cédex

Tel: {33) 5 594 73520
Fax: (33) 5 592 60532




MENDIBURU, G.
Armement Aiple des Mers

B. F. 337

64503 Ciboure Cédex

Tel: {33) 5 392 60352
Fax: (333 3 392 60552

OLASCUAGA, 8.
Armement Corona del Mar
B. P. 337

84503 Ciboure Cédex

Tel: {33) 5 592 60552
Fax: {33) 5 592 60552

PARRES, A,

Président du Comité National des Péches
Maritimes et des Elevages Marins

cfo UAPF, 59 ruz des Mathurins

75008 Paris

Tel: (33) 1 426 63260

Fax: (33) 1 474 59112

PEREZ, §.

Reésidence Coma Sadulle, entrée H, no.66
66660 Part Vendres

Tel: (33} 4 6B 22245

PERONNE, P.
Chargé de Mission aux Affaires Internstionales
Miristére de 1' Agriculturs, de lu Péche
et de I’ Alimentation
3, Place de Fontenoy
75700 Paris
Tel: (33) 1 444 58438
Fax: (173 1 444 98440

POISEON, H.

Comité National des Paches Maritimes
et des Eleveges Marins

51, rue Salvador Allende

92027 Nanterre Cédex

Tel: (33) 1 477 50101
Fax: (33) 1 490 00402
SORAIN, B.

Ministére de I' Agriculture, de la Péche
et de 1'Alimentation

3, Place de Fontenoy

75700 Parig

Tel: (33) 1 444 98421

Fax: (33) 1 444 98400

COMMISSION PAATICIPANTS

GHANA

KWEI, E.

Pioneer Food Cannery

E. O, Box 40

Tema

Tel: (233) 221 2981
Fax: {233) 221 2082
JAPAN

NOMURA, I

Counsellor, Ocesnic Fisheries Department
Fisheries Apency of Japan

1-2-1 Kasumigageki, Chiyeda-ku

Tokyo 100

Tel: (81) 3 3591 1086

Fax: (81) 3-3504 2649

CAMPEN, §. I.

Consultant

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisherieg
Cooperative Associations

2505 Wisconsin Ave,, NW #510
Washingtea, D.C, 20008

Tek {1) 703 847 3143

Fax: (1) 703 347 3156

GOMEZ DIAZ, G.

Overseas Fishery Cooperation Foundation
Planning and Development Department
Akasaks Twin Tower, Hast 18F

1722 Akasaka 2, Minato-ku

Tokyo 107

Tel: (81} 3 3585 5382

Fax: (81} 3 3582 4539

E-mail: ppodz@crisseross.com

HAGING, K.

Global Gardisn Trust
Toranomon 3-7-5

Minata-ku

Tokyo 103

Tel: {81) 3 3459 5447
Fax: {81} 3 3459 5449

BANEDA, H. :
Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations

2.3-22 Kudankite, Chiyoda-ku

Takyas 102 .
Tel: (B1) 3 3264 6167
Fax: (B1) 3 3234 7455

E-mail; 1dr04602@niftyserve.or.jp
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HATAKEYAMA, Y.

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyoda-ku

Tokya 102
Tel: {81} 3 3264 6165
Fax: {81} 3 3234 7455

B-mail: 1driD4602@niftyserve.or.jp

1SA, H.

Assistant Director, Far Seas Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency of Japan

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-la

Tolkye 100

Tel: (81) 3 3502 2443

Fax: (81) 3 3591 5824

KAWAL Y.

Federation of Jupan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associahons

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyoda-tm

Tokyo 102
Tel: (B1} 3 32564 6147
Fax: (81} 3 3234 7455

E-mail: 1di04602@niftyserve.ar.jp

KAWASHIMA, T.

Fur Seas Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency of Japan

1-2-1 Kasumipsseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 100

Tel: (81) 3 3591 1086
Fax: {B1} 3 3504 2649

MAE, A,

Assistant Director

International Affairs Division
Fisheries Ageney of Japan

1-3-1 Kasumipaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 100

Tel: (81) 3 3501 1086
Fax; (81} 3 3504 2649

MIYARE, N.

National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries
5-7-1 Orido, Shimizu 424

Tel: (81) 5 4334 0715

Fax: {B1) 5 4335 9642

B-mail: miysbei@enyo.affre. go.jp

MIYAMOTO, &.

Fishery Division

Ministry of Foreign Afluirs
2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100
Tel: (81) 3 3381 1783
Fax: (BE) 3 3503 1639

38

GGURI, K.

Federation of Japan Tuna Figheries
Caoperative Associations

2-3-22 Kudankits, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 102
Tel; (B1) 3 3264 6167
Fux: (81} 3 3234 7455

E-mail: ldrG4602@niftyserve.or.jp

OSHIMA, K.

Embsajada def Japdn
C/Serrana, 109

28006 Madrid {Spain)

Tel: {34) 1 590 7600
Fax: (34) 1 590 1310

OZAKI, E.

Assislant Manaper

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries °
Cooperative Associations '
3-3-22 Kudenkita, Chiyoda-ku

Tokya 102
Tal: (B1) 3 3264 6167
Fax: (81 3 3234 7455

E-mail; 1dr04602 @niftyserve.or.jp

SAKAMOTO, T.

Intemational Affairs Division
Fisheries Apency of Japan

1-2-1 Kasumipsaseld, Chiyoda-ku
Takyo 100

Tel: {B1) 3 3501 10806
Fax: (81) 3 3304 2649

SUZUKI, Z.

National Research Tnetituie of Far Seas Fisheries
5-7-F Chome Orido, Shimizu 424

Tel: (81) 5 4336 6000

Fax: (81) 5 4335 0642

E-mail; sumki@enyo.affre. go.jp

TAKAMIJRA, N.

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations
3-19-25-103 Minami-Azabo
Minato-Ku, Tokyo 102

Tel: (81) 3 3280 (0565
Fax: (B1) 3 3280 0557
UENQ, 8.

Assistant Director

Agricultural and Murine Produets Office
Ministry of International Trade and Industry
1-3~1 Kasumigsseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100
Tal: {B1) 3 3501 0332
Fax: (81) 3 3301 6006




WATANABRBE, T.

Managing Director

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyods-ku

Tokyo 102
Tel: (B1) 3 3287 6167
Fax: (B1} 3 3334 7455

E-mail: 1d«(34602@niftyserve.or.jp

YAGITA, H.

Global Gardian Trust
Toranomon 3-7-3

Minato-lou, Tokyo 105

Tel: (B1) 3 1459 5447
Fax: (81) 3 3459 5449

KOREA

KIM, B. K.

Counsellor

Embassy of the Republic of Korea
C/Gonzalez Amigo, 15

28033 Madrd (Spain)

Tel: (34) 1 353 2000

Fux: (34) 1 353 2001

KIM, K. Y.

Managing Director

Koarga Deepses Fisheries Association
6 F |, Samho Center, Bldg "A"
275-[ Yaog-Teadong

Seacho-ku

Seoul

Tel: (82} 2 589 1604

Fax: (82} 2 589 1630

MOON, D. Y.
Mational Fisheries Research

& Development Agency (NFRDA)
Distant Water Fisheries Division
408-1 Shirang-ri, Kijang-Up

Pusan 619-800
Tel; {82) 51 720 2330
Fax: {82) 51 720 2337

E-mail:  dymoon@haema.nfrda.re kr

SN, I. 5.

Dong Won Fishsries Co. Ltd.

Dr. Juan Dominguez Perez 18 (planta baja, Of.1)
Edificio Ecopesa

Urbanizacion el Cebaral

35008 Las Palmas de Gran Canaria {Spain)

Tel: {34) 28 462 174

Fax: {34) 24 466 460

COMMISSION PARTLICIPANTS

SUNG, K. M.

Deep Sea Fisheries Division

Ministry of Maritime Affairs and Fisherios
Seoul

Tel: (82) 2 554 2052
Fax: (82) 2 554 2124
LIBYA

AL MACKT A. El Zrigani

Marine Wezlth Secretary

The General People’s Committee for Marine Weslth
P. O. Box 10875

Tripoli

Tel: {218) 21 333 7227

Fax; {218) 21 333 7229

MOROCCO

LAHLOU, A.

Secrétaire Général

Office National des Péches

15, rue du Lieuteneant Mahroud
B. P. 16243

20300 Casablanca

Tef: (212) 2 240 551
Fax: (2123 2 242 305

SROUR, A.

Biclogiste des Péches

Institut Scientifique des Péches Maritimes
3, tue Tizmit

Casablanca

Tel: {212) 2 220 249

Fax: (212) 2 266 967

PORTUGAL

LOPES, F.

Secretario Regional de Agricultura e Pescas
Governn Regional dos Agores

Rua Consul Dabney

9600 Horta, Faial - Agores

Tef: (351) 92 23 811

Fax: (351) 92 31 127

BAZENGA MARQUES, M. I.

Sacretaria Regional de Apricultura
Florestas & Pescas

Av. Zarco

9000 Funchal - Madsirs

Tel: (351) 91 233 (95

Fax: (351) 91 220 605
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FIGUEIREDO, M. H.

Chefe de Divisde

Ministerio da Agricultura, Desenvolvimento
Rural & das Pescas

Direcgio Geral dus Poscas

Edificia Vasco Da Gama

Cais de Alefintnra Mar, Alcintara

1350 Lisboa

Tef: (351) 1 391 3562
Fax: (351} 1 397 9790
FISCH, (.

Delepgacidn de Portugal
-3213 W. Whesler, #122

Seattle, Washington 38195 (USA)

Tef: (1) 206 823 0774

Fax: (1) 206 B20 0835

E-mail: 71533.113@compuserve. com

PEREIRA, I. G.

Universidade dos Agores

Dupartamento de Oceanografia e Pescas
9001} Horta, Faial - Agores

Tel: (351) 92 23 460

Fax: (351) 92 22 659

E-mail: pereira@dop. uac.pt

QUARESMA, O, G,
Delegacion de Pertupal

9930 Lajes do Pico

Pico - Agores

Tel: (351) 92 878 262
Fax: (351} 92 678 262

RAPOSO, A.

Jecrataria Regional de Agricultura ¢ Pescas
Governo Regional dos Agures

Rua Coosvl Dabney

9900 Horta, Faial - Agores

Tal: (351) 92 23 979

Fax: (351) 92 31 127

RIBETRO LIMA, A,

Delegacior de Portupal

Avda. Rainha D.Amelia 24, 3° D
1600 Lishoa

Tel: (351) 1 759 1364

SILVA, I

Direcgao Regional das Pescas
Gaoverno Regional dos Agores
Rua Consul Dabney

9900 Horta, Faial - Aqores
Tel: (351) 92 23 811
Fax: (351) 92 31 302

60

SOCORRO, M. F.
Gelatum - Plataforma 3A
Zona Franca Industdal
©200 Canipal ~ Madeira

Telk: (3513 91 960 161
Fex: (351) 61 960 139
TAYARES, A.

Presidenta C. Administragas
COFACO

Vila Real Santo Antonio
Apartado 19

%500 Poata Delgada

Sao Miguel, Agores

Tel: (351) 91 512 322
Fax: (351) 91 512 088

TEIXEIRA DE ORNELAS, 1. A.
Director Regional das Pescas
Direecan Repional das Pescas
Estrada da Pontinha

9000 Fumnchal - Madeira

Tal {331) 91 232 141

Fex: {(351) 91 229 691
E-mnii; 1p8 sa@mail. telepuc, pt

RUSSIAN FEDERATION

TSOUKALOV, V. L.

Chief, Department of Fisheries
Resvurces & Development

12, Rozdestvensky Bvd.

Moscow 103031

Tel: {7) (95 928 7644

Fax; (7) 095 921 3512

LEONTIREV, &,

107 140 VYNIRO

17, U, Kranoselskaya

Moscow B-140

Tef: (7) 905 264 9465

Fax: (7) 095 264 5187
E-mail: babayan@voiro. msk.su

540 TOME & FRINCIFE

EVA AURELIQ, J,
Direcgaa das Pescas

C.P. 59

Sac Tome

Tel: {239) 122 2091
Fax: {239) 122 1095




SOUTH AFRICA

PENNEY, A. J.

Sen Fisheries Research Institute
Privats Bap X2

Rogpe Bay 8012

Tel: {27) 21 402 3133

Fax: {27) 21 252 920
E-mail: ajpeaney@sfn.sfr.ac.za

KRUGER, P. I.
Counsellor

South African Cmbassy
Claudio Coellg, 21 - &°
28006 Madrid {Spain)

Tel: {34} 1 435 6688
Tax: {34y 1 575 5389
SPAIN

BARANANO, I. R.

Director General d= Recursos Pesqueros
Secretaria General de Pesca Mardtims
CiOrtega y Gasset, 37

28006 Madrnid
Tel: {34) 1 402 8375
Fax: (34) 1 309 1229

ANGULO BERRAZQUIN, J. A.
Asociacién Nacional de Armadores

de Bugues Atuneros Congeladores
C/Femiindez de la Hoz, 57 - 3° (Apt. 10)
28003 Madrid B
Tel: {343 1 688 0643

BALFEGO BORRAS, P. I.

C{Pan Casals, 58

43860 1' Ametlla de Mar (Tarragona)
Tel: (34) 77 456 383

Fax: {34) 77 457 245

BALFEGO BRULL, P. .

C/Pau Casals, 58

43860 I"Ametlla de Mar (Tarragona)
Tel: (34) 77 455 3B3

Fax: (34) 77 457 245

BALFEGO LABORIA, M.

C/Pau Casuly, 58

43860 I’ Ametlls de Mar (Tarragona)
Tel: (34) 77 456 383

Fax: (34) 77 457 245

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

BARCIBLA VILLAR, A,
Presidente de ARPOAN
Puerto Pesquern

Edificio Vendedoras, Of.1-6
Apartado 1078

36202 Vigo (Pontevedra)
Tel: (34) 86 433 344
Fax: {34) 86 439 218

BEITIA URIZAR, A.
Albacora 8. A.

C/Capitdn Haya, 1

Edificio Eurocentre, planta 12
28020 Madrid

Tel: (34) 1 597 4900
Fax: (34} 1 597 0015
BILBAQ, A.

Secretario de la Cofradia de Pescadores
Muelle de Errozape s/n

Bermeog (Vizcaya)

Tel; (34) 4 618 6173

Fax: {34) 4 488 5788

BLANCO FERNANDEZ, M. A.
Secundine Bsnaola, 3 - 2°

San Sebastiin (Guipvzeoa)

Tel: {34} 43 270 237
Tax: (34) 43 461 585

CADENAS DE LLANO CORTES, M. C.
Jofu de Seceidn de Organismos

y Conferencias Internacionales
Secretaris General de Pesca Marftima
C/Ortega y Gusset, 57

28006 Madrid
Tek: (34) 1 402 5000
Fax: (34) 1 402 0212

CALVO GARCIA BENAVIDES, M.
Calvopesca S, A,

Principe de Vergara, 108 (Planta 11)
28002 Madrid

Tel: 34) 1 562 1614

Fax: (34) 1 561 5304

CALVO PUMPIDO, M.

Calvopesca 5. A,

Principe de Vergara, 108 (Planta 11)
28002 Madrid

Tel: (34) 1 562 16514

Fax: (34) 1 561 5304
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CAMPOS QUINTEIRO, A. ESPEL FERNANDEZ,J. T.

Presidente de 1a Aspciacidén Nacional de Director de la Escuela Niutico-Pesgnara
Armadores de Buques Palangreros dz Altura Pesgjes (Guipireoa)
(ANAPA) Tel: (34) 43 399 (02

C/Balivia, 20 - 2° C Fax: (34) 43 390 758

36204 Vigo (Pontevedra)

Tel; (34) B6 420 913 FERNANDEZ,A.

Fax: (34) 86 414 920 Subdireetor General

Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia
Avda. del Brasit, 31

CENDRERO, O, 28020 Madrid
Director Tel: {34y 1 597 0B41
Instituto Expafiol de Oceanoprafia Fax: (34) 1 597 3770
Apartado 240
32080 Santander GAUONA QRTIZ, F. E.
Tel: (34) 42 275 033 C/fTrafalgar, 1 - 3% dcha.
Fax; (34) 42 275 072 30205 Curtagena (Mureia)
E-mail: - cendrera@ecaix3.unican, as Tel: {34) £8 531 910
Fax: {34) 68 5313 031
CONDE DE SARO, R. GARMENDIA CEBERIO, M.
Minjsterio de Asuntos Bxtericres Orpanizacidn de Productores de Pesca
Plaza Provincia, 1 : de Bajura de Guipizcoa
28012 Madrid ' Miraconcha, § bajo
Tel: (34) 1 374 5407 20007 San Sebastidn (Guiptzcoa)
Fax: (34) 1 364 0331 Tel: (34) 43 451 782
Fax: (34) 43 455 833
CORT, J. L.
Instituto Bspafiot de Oceanografia GATZAGALTXERERRIA, R,
Apartado 240 : Presidente del Consejo de Apricultura
35080 Santander ¥ Pesca del Senadg
Tel: {34} 42 275 033 Plaza de la Marina HEspaiinla
Fax: {34) 42 275 072 28001 Madrid
E-mail: cendrero@ccaixd. unican. ¢s Tel: {34) 1 538 1634
GOIRIGOLZARRI MATLAXETXEBARRIA, X.
DOMINGUEZ DIAYZ, C. Viceconsejero de Pesca del Gobierno Vasco
Subdirector General de Organismos C/Duque de Wellington, 2
Multilaterales de Pegea 01010 Vitoria-Gasteiz (Alave)
Sccretarin General de Pesca Maritima Tel: {34) 45 189 649
C/Ortega y Gasset, 57 Fax: (34) 45 189 702
28006 Madrid
Tel: {34) 1 402 7404 GOMEZ VILLEGAS, J.
Fax: {34) 1 303 3967 Albacora . A.
C/Capitén Haya, 1
ELEZCGARAY FLOTES, 1. A Edificio Eurncentro, planta 12
Muelle s/n 28020 Madrid
Mutriku (Guipiizeos) Tel: (34) 1 597 4900
Tel: (34} 43 GO3 200 Fax: (343 1 597 0015
Fax: (34) 43 604 (28

GONZALEZ SANCHEZ, I. L.
Drireceion General de Recursos Pesgueros

ERQUIAGA MARQUES, I Sezeretaria General de Pesca Marftima
Presidente de la Cofradia de Pescadores C/Ortega y Gasset, 57

Lequeitic {Vizcaya) 28008 WMadrid

Tel: (34) 4 684 0053 Tel: (34) 1 402 7404

Fax: (34) 4 634 2859 Fax: (34) 1 309 3567
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HEENANDEZ SAT.GADO, M. P.
Secretaria Generzal de Pesca Marftima
CiOdega y Gassol, 37

28006 Madrid
Tel: (34) 1 402 7404
Fax: (34) 1 309 3967

INSUNZA DAHLANDER, T.

Federacién Wacional de Cofradias de Pescadores
C/Barquillo, 7 - 1%dcha.

28004 Madrid

Tel: {34y 1 331 9801

Fax: (34) 1 531 6320

TRIBAR, I. M.

Calvo Pesca, 8. A.

o/Principe de Vergara, 108 - Plante 11
28002 Madrid

Tel: (34) 1 362 1614

Fax: (34) 1 561 5304

TRIGOYEN BERISTATN, J. M.

Organizacién de Productores de Pesca
de Bajura de Guipdzcon

c/Miraconcha, ¢ bajo

20007 Sun Sebastidn (Guiptizcoa)

Tel: (343 43 140 200

Fax: (34) 43 140 677

LACHAGA BENGOECHEA, I
Albacora, S. A.

C/Lersundi, 9 - 3°

48009 Bilbao {Vizcayn)

Tel: (34) 4 423 2369
Fax: (34) 4 423 4201
LOPEZ ZALDUMBIDE, P. M.
c/Bailén, 8

28001 Madrid

Tel: {34} 1 415 4011
Fax: (34) 1 415 4076

MARTI DOMINGUEZ, C. P.
Secretarfa General de Pesca Marltima
¢/Ortega y Gasset, 57

28006 Madrid

Tel: {34) 1 402 5000

Fax: (3d) 1 402 0212

MARTIN FRAGUEIR{, J, C.
Director-Gerente de la Asociacicn

de Armadores de Buques de Pesea de Marin
Puerto Pesquerc s/n
Marin (Pontevedra}
Tel: (34) 86 882 169
Fax: (34) 86 883 178

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

MEIUTQO, I

Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia
Apartado 130

15080 La Corufiz

Tel; (34) 81 205 362
Fax: {34) 81 2289 077

MURUAGA, M.
CfTalaietas, 1

Getxo {Vizeayn)

Tel: (34) 4 460 5656
Fax: (34) 4 260 5656

ODRIGZOLA AZURMENDI, 1. M.
Director de Azii-Sio

Isla de Txatxarramendi

48395 Sukarricta (Vizeays)

Tet: (34) 4 687 0700

Fax: (34) 4 687 0006

OLAIZOLA BELIZAZU, L.

Federacidn da Cofradias de Pescadores
de Cuiplizcoa

Presidente de la Cofradia de Fuenterrabin,

C/Miraconcha, % bajo

20007 San Sebastidn (Guipiizcoa)

Tel: (34) 43 451 782

Fax: (34) 43 455 833

OTERO PENA, A. J.

Direccidn General de Pesca & Industrias Pesqueras
C/Run Sar, 35

Santiago de Compostela (La Coriia)

Tel: (34) B1 346 306

PEREZ. BILRAQ, A.

Secretario

Federacidn de Cofradias de Vizcoyn
C/Bailén

Bilbao (Vizcaya)

Tel: (34) 4 415 4011

PEREZ BOLORIND, T.
Abin del Estrecho, S.A.
Muelle Pesquere, 36
Algeeiras (Cddiz)

Tel: {(34) 56 653 727
Fax: (34} 56 632 739

PEREZ ERRONDOSORO, R,
C/Txsibitsinga, 24 entrepianta
48370 Bermeo {Vizcaya)

Telk: (34) 4 GBE 2806
Fax: (34) 4 688 5017

63



ICEAT REPORT, 1996-97 (1}

PORTUONDO, B.

Presidente

Atnneros Congeladores ANABA
Bermeo (Vizcaya)

POVEDAND INCERA, 1. A.

Federmcion Nacional de Cofradias de Pescadorss
¢/Barquillo, 7 - 1° dcha.

28004 Madrnd

Tel: (34) 1 531 3804

Fax: (34) 1 531 6320

RAMIREZ ROMERO, A.
CfPadre Jesis Qrdofez, 18 - 2PA
20002 Madnd

Tel: (34) 1 590 1560

Fax: {34) 1 590 1558

RODRIGUEZ MUNOZ, C.
Direccitn General de Mercados
Sacretaria Genernl de Pesca Maritima
C/Corezon de Marfa, 8

28002 Madnd
Tei: (34) 1 347 3694
Fax: (34) 1 347 3740

RODRIGUEZ RODRIGUEZ, B.
Cofradia de Pescadarss “Santa Tecly”
e/Baixo Muro, 32

36780 La Guardia (Pontevedra}

Tel: (34) 86 610 307

Fax: (34) 86 613 094

RAMIREZ SOLER, A.
Avda. Generalisimo, 120
Harbate (Cddiz)

Tel: (34) 56 431 200
Fax: {34) 56 430 005

SANTIAGO BURRUTXAGA, I.
AZTI - Isia de Txatxarramendi
48395 Sukarrieta (Vizcaya)

Tl (34} 4 687 0700
Fax: (34) 4 687 QU06
E-mail:  josu@rp.azi.es

SARRO IPARRAGUIRRE, G.

Organizacitn de Productores Asociados de
Grandes Atuneros Congeladores (OPAGAC)

C/Ayala, 54 -2° A

28001 Madrid
Tel: (34) 1 302 9438
Fax: (34) 1 576 1222
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TOJEIRQ SIERTO, L.
C/Manue! Alvarez, 18

La Guardia (Pontevedra)
Tel: {34) 86 611 341
Fax: (34) 86 611 6G7

ULLOA ALONSQ, E.
Secretario Técnico
Asociacion Nucional de Armadores
de Rugues Palangreros de Altura (ANAPA)
Puerto Pesquero, Edificio Vendedores, Of.1-6
Apartado 1078
36202 Vigo (Pontevedra)
Tel: (34) 96 433 344
Fax: (34) 86 439 218

URBIETA BURGANA, J. M.

Presidente

Organizacidn de Productores de Pesca
de Hajura de Guipiizcoa

C/Miraconcha, 9 bajo

20007 San Sebastidn (Guipiizcaa}

Tel: {34) 43 441 305

Fax: (34) 43 455 833

URESBERUETA OTXOTORENA, A.
Direccién de Pesca del Gobierno Vasco
C/Duque de Wellington, 2

01010 Vitora-Gasteiz (Alava)

Tel: {34) 45 189 650

Fax: (34) 45 189 702

URIA ECHEVARRIA, I.
Albacora, 5. A.

C/Capitin Haya, 1

Edificia Eurocentro, planta 12
28020 Madrid

Tel: {34y 1 597 4900
Fax: (34) 1 397 0015

VARELA, M.

OfManucl Alvarez, 16 bajo
36780 La Guardia (Pontevedea)
Tel: (34) 86 611 341
Fax: (34) 86 611 667

UNITED KINGDOM

TAYLOR, G.

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries & Food
MNohkeal House

17 Smith Square

London SWIP 3JR

Tel: (44) 171 238 6529

Fax: (44) 171 238 53721

E-mail: g.taylor@fish. maff.gov.uk




BARNES, J. A.

Director

Department of Agriculture, Fisheries & Parks

P. 0. Box HM 834, Hamilton HMCX (Bermuds)
Tel: (d4) 1 236 4201

Fax; (44) 1 236 7582

BURNETT-HERKES, 1. N,

Permenent Secretary

Ministry of Environment, Planning
and MNatural Resourees

Government Administeation Building

30 Parliament St.

Hamilton (Benmnda)

Tel: {d4) 1 724 2340
Fax: {(44) 1 724 7335
KELL, L.

Ministry of Agriculiure, Fisheries & Food
Directorate of Fisheries Research

Fisheries Laberatory, Pakefield Road, Lowestoft
Suffolk, NR33 OHT

Tel: {44) 1 502 524 347

Fax: {44} 3 313 251 3865

E-mail: Lt kell@maff.dfi.gov.uk

UNITED STATES

MARTIN, W.

Deputy Assistant Secretary for International Affairs
U. 8, Department of Commerce, NOAA/QAS
Herbert C. Hoover Bldg, (Room 5809)

ldth & Constitation Ave., NW

Washington, D, C. 20230

Tel: (1] 202 482 6076

Fax: (1) 202 482 6000
B-maijl; wmartinghg.noas, gov
BEIDEMAN, N.

Rlue Water Fishermen's Association
210 Bayview Avenue, P. O, Box 579
Barpegal Light, New Jersey 08000
Tel: (1) 609 361 5229

Fax: (1) 609 494 7210

BLANKEBNBEKER, K.

Poreipn Affairs Specialist

Office of Sustamnable Fisheres

International Fisheries Division
NMFS/NOAA

1315 East-West Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20810

Tel: (1) 301 713 2275

Fax: {1) 301 713 2313

E-mail: kimberly. blankenbeker@noaa, pov

COMMISSION PARTICIPAHTS

BOGAN, R. D.
301 American Legion Way, Suite One
Paint Pleasapt Beach, New Jersey 08742

Tel: {1) 508 888 9500
Fax: {1) 908 BYG 9527
CAMPOS, I.L.

268 Mufioz Riverd Ave, (Suite 1108)
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-2577
Tel: {1} 787 766 5926

Fax: {1) 787 766 6239

CARTER-TRIPP, M.
United States Embussy
C/Serrano, 75

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: (34) T 587 2293
Fax: {34) 1 587 2292

COLBERT, D.

House of Representatives Committee
522 O'Neill House Office Building
Washington, D.C, 20515

Tel: (1) 202 226 2311

Fax: (1) 202 236 0522
E-mail; deolbert@hir, house, gov

CHANDLER, M

House of Representatives

420 Cannon Bldg.

Washingten, D.C. 20515

Tel: (1) 202 225 4671

Fax: (1) 202 225 9665
E~mail: mchandler@house. gov.

DELANEY, G.
601 Pennsylvania Av,, NW (Suite 300)
Washington, D.C, 20004

Tel: (1) 202 434 8220
Fax: (1) 202 639 8817
FOX, P.

NGOAA, Office of International Affairs
14th & Constitation Ave, NW {Room 6228)
Washington, D.C. 20234

Tel: (1) 202 482 2652

Fax: {1) 202 482 4347
E-mail: prudence. fox@nona. gov
GRAVES, I.

Yirpinia Institote of Marine Science
Gloucester Point, Virginia 23062
Tel: (1) 804 642 7352

Fax: (1) 804 642 7157
E-mnil: graves@vims., edu
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HALLMAN, B. §.

Deputy Director

Office of Marine Conservation
Depurtment of State (Room 7820}
Fiod & C Sts,, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20520

Tel: (1} 202 647 2335
Fax: (1) 202 736 7350
HAYES, R.

1255 F 5t. NW

Washington, D.C.

Tal: {1) 202 638 3309
HOEY, J.

National Fisherics {ostitute, Inc.

180 Morth Fort Meyer Dr. (Suite 700)
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Tel: 1 703 524 8884

Fax: 1 703 524 4618

HOGARTH, W. T.

National Marine Fisheries Service
NOAA-DCC

1315 East-West Highway SFL

Silver Spring, Maryland 20010

Tel: {1) 301 713 2347

Fax: {1) 301 713 1817

E-mail: william_hopgarth.@noaa. gov

LENT, R.

Wationul Marine Fisheries Service
NOAA-DOC

1315 East-West Highway SFI
Stlver Spring, Maryland 20910
Tel: (1) 301 713 2347

Fax: (1) 301 713 1917
E-mail: rebecca. lent@noan. pov

McCALL, M.

GCF-85MCII

13335 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tel: (1} 301 713 2231

Fax: (1) 301 713 0658

E-mail: mariam. meeall@noas. pov
MORAN, P. E.

Office of Sustainable Fisheries
Internationul Fisheries Div.
NMFS/NOAA

1315 East-West Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
Tel: (1) 301 713 2276
Fax: (1) 301 713 2313
E-mail: pat. moran@noaa. pov
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NUSSMAN, J. M.

American Sportfishing Association
1033 Narth Fairfax St. (Suite 200)
Alexendriz, Virginia 32314

Tel: (1) 703 519 9691
Fax: (1) 703 519 1872
PARKS, M.

Office of the 1.5, Senator John Breaux
516 Hart Senate Bldg.
Washingtan, D.C. 20510

Tel: (1) 202 224 0849
Fax: (1) 202 224 2377
PEEL, E.

The Billfish Foundation

2419 E, Commercial Blvd. (Suite 303)
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33308

Tsl: {1) B34 D38 0150
Fax: {1) 954 938 5311
E-mail: billfish@ix.netcom.com

PETERSON, A. E.
Dac/NOAA/NMFS

Northeast Fisheries Science Center
166 Water St,

Woods Hole, Massachussetts 02543

Tel: {1} 508 405 2367

Fex: {1) 508 455 2258

E-mail: ellen.e.peterson. jr@noan. gov
PLE, J. P,

Office of Marine Conservation (Reom 7820)
U. 5. Depertment of State

Washington, D.C, 20320

Tel: (1} 202 647 1073

Fax: (1) 202 736 7330

E-mail: jple@state. gov

POWERS, J.

Southeast Fisheries Science Center
NMFS

75 Virginia Beach Drive

Miaimi, Florida 33149

Tel: (1} 305 361 4487

Fax: (1) 305 361 4478
E-mail; joseph.powers{@noaa. gov
RUAIS, R. P.

Executive Director

East Coast Tuna Associntion
28 Zion Hill Road

Salem, New Hampshire 03079
Tel: (1) 603 B93 8862
Fax: {1) 603 898 2026




SCHMITTEN, R.

Assistant Admimistrator for Fisheries
NMES/NOAA

1335 East-West Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20904

Tel: (1) 301 713 2239

Fax: (13301 713 2258

E-mail: rolland. a.schinitten@mnoaa, pov

SISSENWINE, M, P,

Northeast Fisheries Science Center

Office of the Science & Research Director
NOAA/NMES

166 Water Street

Woods Hole, Massachussetts 02543

Tel: (1) 508 495 2233

Fax; (1) 50B 495 2258

E-mail: michael. sissenwine@noza. gov
STONE, G.

New England Aquarium

Central Wharf

Boston, Massachussetts 02110-33%9

Tel: (1) 617 973 5229

Fax: (1) 617 273 0242

E-muil: astone@000cad.com

URUGUAY

GALANTE LIATTI, §
Directar General

Instituto MNacional de Pesca
Constituyente, 1487

11200 Montevideo

Tel: (5598) 2 452 969
Fax: (598) 2 413 214

MORA, O.

Jefe Seccidn de Recursos Peldgicos de Altura

Instituto Nacicnal de Pesca
Constituyente, 1497

11200 Montevidea

Tel: (598) 2 404 689
Fax: (598) 2 413 216

E-mail: omora@inape. gov.uy

VENEZUELA

GIMENEZ, C. E.

Ministerio de Agricultura y Crin

Torre Este, Piso 10, Parque Central
Caracas 1010

Tel: (58) 2 509 0383

Fax: (58) 2 574 3587

E-mail; 102213, 1155@ompuserve.com

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

ARELLANO PINTOQ, 1.

Ministerio de Belaciones Exteriores
Divisién de Fronteras Maritimns

Torre MRE, Piso 13, Avenida Urdaneta
Carncas

Tel: (58) 2 862 0332

Fax; (58) 2 B62 9372

(OBSERVERS
CROATIA

TICINA, V.

Institut za Oceanografiju i Ribarstvo
Set.. Mestrovica 63

21000 Split

Tel: (385) 21 358 6B8&

Fax: (383) 21 358 650

DENMARK
MORTENSEN, K.

Department of Fisheriag
Tinganes (Faroe Islands)

Tel: {45) 298 11 0RO
Fax; (45) 298 14 942
E-mail: kpm@tinganss. olivant.fo

PEDERSEN, M. H.
Ministry of Foreipo Affairs
2 Asiotisk Plads

1448 Copenhagen

Tel: (45} 339 20000
Fax: (43) 315 70533

ICELAND

HALLDORSSON, A,
Ministry of Fisherics
Skulapata 4

150 Reykjavik

Tel: {334) 1 560 9670
Fax: (354) | 562 1853
E-mail; arnor@hafro.is

MEXICO

COMPEAN JIMENEZ, G. A.
Programa Ahin-Delfin

Km, 2 Carretera Ensenada Tijuana, Campus C/CESE

Tel: {52y 81 745 637
Fox: (532) 61 745 638
E-mail: atundelfifcicese.mx
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RAMOS, T,

Director General de Administracidn de Pesguerins
Periférien Sur 4209, 99 piso

Frace. Jardines en la Montaiia

México D.F. 14210

Tel: {52) 5 623 0763

Fax: (52) 5 628 0763

PANAMA

FRANCO, A. L.

Comisidn Mantima Nactonal

Calle 50 y Calle 69 (Edificio Guadalupe-Piso 3"}
Punams

Tel: (507) 270 0238

Fax: (507) 224 7480

SANCHEZ DE PIRRO, V.

Direccidn General Censular y de Naves
Apartado Postal 5245

Panamsi

Tal: (a07) 270 0277

Fax: {507y 270 0716

TATWAN

HSU, C. ..

Iastitute of Oceanngraphy
National Taiwan University
P. O, Box 23-13

Taipei

Tel: {88&) 2 362 2987

Fax: {886} 2 366 1198
E-mail; hsuco@cems. ntu. edn. bw
HUANG, C, F.

37 Nenhai Rd.

Taipet

Tel: (886) 2 312 5867

Fax: (886) 2 331 6408
HUNG, M. T.

Oficina Fronémica y Cultural de Taipei
efRosaric Pino, 14-16 - 1R dcha.

28020 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: (34) 1 571 4678

Fax: (34) 1T 570 92485

KO, W. F.

Tuns Association

Room 409, nn.3

Yu-Kanp East 2nd. Road
Kachsiong

Tatk: (886) 7 841 9606
Fax: (886) 7 831 3304
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LIN, W. C,
Tuna Association
Room 409, no.3, Yu-Kong Bast 2nd. Road

Kaohsiung

Tel: (B86) 7 B41 9606
Fax: (RRA) 7 831 3304
WU, 5. C.

OF. 2, Su Wei 3rd. Rd.
Kaohsiung

Tel: (886) 7 337 3213
Fax: (BR6) 7 336 0913

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

CARIBBEAN COMMUNITY & COMMON
MARKET (CARICOM)

FABRES, B.
Cuaricom Fisheries {CFRAMP)
Tysell §t., Kingstown

St. Vincent, West Indies

Tel: (1 809) 457 19504
Fax: {1 808) 457 2414
E-mail: eframp@caribsurf.com

COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERYATION OF

SOUTHERN BLUEFIN TUNA {CCSBT)

Mc¢GREGOR, C.
Exzentive Secretery

P. O. Box 37, Deakin West
Canberra 2600, Australia

Tel: (61) & 282 8396
Fax: {61) 6 282 8407
E-mail: cmegregor@cosbt.org,an

EURQFPEAN UNION (EU)

ALEXANDROU, C.

Commission Européenne

Administrateur Principal, Direction Géngral XIV
200, re de ln Loi

1049 Eruxelles (Belgium)

Tel: {(32) 2 256 9443
Fax: {32) 2 296 5951
ARNAL, M.

Dirzetor de Pesca, Comesion de la Unitn Eurapea
Direction Général XTIV

09, ree Joseph I

1040 Bruxelles {Belgium)

Tel: (32) 2 296 3328

Fux: (32) 2 205 3951




PENAS, E.

Administrateur

Commission Enropéenns
Direction Géndral XTIV, C.1
260, Rue de 1z Loi

1049 Bruxelles (Belgijum)
Tel; (32) 2 286 3744
Fax: (32) 2 296 6046

IRELAND (PRESIDENCY OF THE E.U.)

Q'DRISCOLL

Presidency of the U.E.
Departmient of the Maring
Leeson Lane

Dublin 2 -
Tel: (353) 1 G78 5444
Fax: (353) 1 6O1 3817

ZAFIRIOU, A.

Administratenr Principal
Conseil deg Ministres de F'ULE.
200, e de la Loi

1049 Bruxelles (Belginm)

Tal: (32) 2 296 9443
Fax: (32) 2 296 5951

FOOD & AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION

OF THE UNITED NATIONS (FAQ)

FADDA, D.

luriste

Buresu Juridique

FAQ .

Via delle Terme di Caracalla
00100 Roma {lialY)

Tel: © (3 6 5225 3672
Fax: (39) 6 5225 4408
E-mail; denis. fadda@fac.org

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE
EXPLORATION OF THE SEA (ICES)

CENDRERQ, O. {Spain)

ICCAT SECRETARIAT

A, Fernindez

P. M. Mivake

P. Kehe

M. E. Carel

J. Cayal

1. Cheatle

M. A. F. de Bohadiila
J. L. Gallego Sanz

C. Garcia Pina

F. Garcia Rodriguez
. Messeri de Lara
A. Moreno Rodriguez
I. A Morenc Roddjuez
P. M. Seidits

Interpreters

M. Casiel
L.. Faillace
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1996 COMMISSION DOCUMENTS

Tentative Commission Agenda
Annotated Teniative Agenda

(SCRS/96/1) Agenda of the Standing Comumittee on Research & Statistics
(SCRS) (see Appendix 1 to the 1996 SCRS Report)

Tentative Agenda of the Standing Committee on Finance & Administration (STACFAD)
Teatative Agends for Panels 14
Tentative Agendn of the Compliance Commiltes

Tentative Agenda of the Permanent Working Group for the lmprovement of ICCAT siatistics
and Conservation Measures (PWG)

Panel Mandate and Membership
1998 Administrative Report
1996 Fimuncial Report

Estimated Revised Budget and Member Country Contributions for 1997
Annex 1: Revised Budget for 1997

(SCRS/96/12) Report on Statistics and Coordization of research in 1596

(SCRS/96/13) Report of the First Meeting of the Shark Working Group of the ICCAT
Snb-Committes on by-Catch (Miami, Florida, U.S.A. - February 26-28, 1936)

Kyoto Declaraticn and Plan of Action on the Sustainable Contribution of Fisheries to Food
Security

Updated Summary of Validation of the FCCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document (BTSD):
Contracting Parties and Non-Contracting Parlies

{SCRS/96/16) Report of the ICCAT Tuna Symposium [Ponta Delgada, Azores, Portugal -
Juae 10-18, 1994)

(SCR5/56/17} Report of the Third Meeting of the Commission for the Conservation of
Southern Bluefin tuna (CCSBT)

(SCRS/96/18) Information Relative to the U.N. Resolutions on Straddling Fish Stocks and
Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and Large-scale Driftnet Fishung on the High Seas

{SCRS/26/19) Report of the Third ICCAT Billfish Workshop (Miami, Floride, U.5.A - July
11-24, 1998)

(SCRS/96/20) Development of User-friendly Software for Task T




COM/96/21-A

COM/96/21-B

COM/96/22

COM/96/23

COM/56/24

COM/96/25

COM/95/26

COM/96/27

COM/96/28

COM/96/25

COMM46/30

CoM/M9a/3t

COM/96/32

COM/96/34

COM/96/35

* COMMISSION DOCUMENTS

{S8CRS/96/21-A) Repart of the Contributions/Expendinires of the ICCAT Enhanced Billfish

Research Progrem in 1996 (see Appendix 4 to the 1996 SCRS Report)

{SCRS/96/21-B) 1997 Program Plan for the ICCAT Enbanced Research Program for Billfish
(includiny the proposed long-lerm plan for billfish tagging} (see Appendix 5 to the 1996 SCRS

Report)

(SCRS8/96/22) Report of the Third Meeting of the GFCM/ICCAT Ad Hoc Working Group

on Luarge Pelagic Fish Stocks in the Mediterragean Sen {Genca Ttaly - September 9-11, 1996)

(SCRS/96/23) Report on the CITES Animals Committes Meeting (Prouhonice, Czech
Republic - September 23-27, 1996)

(SCRS/96/24) Coordinating Working Perty on Fishery Statistics (CWP)

1995 Mesting of the Standing Committes on Research & Stafistics (SCRS) {Madnd Spain
Octeber 23-Novembar 1, 1586) {1996 SCRS Report)

Manngement Recommendations and Related Resolutions Adopted by ICCAT for the
Conservalion of Atlantic Tunas and Tuna-like Species

ICCAT Port Inspection

Colizboration of Nun—Cunlrm;:li,ug Parties in the Objectives of. ICCAT
Develapment of a Monitoring Scheme in the [CCAT Cunvention Area
ICCAT Steff Regnlations and Rules

(SCRS5/96/28-Rev) Estimates of Unreported Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Catches
Election of New Executwe Sncrr:tary

Resultados de 1a 57° Reunion Anual de la Comisién Interamaricana del Anén Tropical
(IATTC) {La Jolla, Califorma, U.5, A, - October 21-23, 19986)

ICCAT Observer Report cn the Third Annual Mesting of CC5BT (Canberra, Anstralia -
September 24-28, 1996) - J, Morishita
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ANNEX 4

OPENING AND CLOSING ADDRESSES

OPENING ADDRESS BY MR. NICOLAS LOPEZ DE COCA,
UNDER-SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES & FOOD OF SPAIN

Mr. President of the Autonomous Basque Government, Mr. Chuirman of ICCAT, Distinguished Deiegates, Ludies
and Gentlemen;

It is an honor for me to address you on the occasion of the opening of the Tenth Special Meeting of this
Commission, which works extensively on a wide varicty of fisheries under its mandule, and such a varisty of
geographic regions here represented,

The Intemational Commission for the Conservation for Atlantic Tunas, whose 25th anniversary way celebrated
in 1995, is a model to follow as regards what can be achieved by cooperation in matters of management and
conservation of fishery resources, within an international juridical framework and by cungenial relations hetween
states. This mode!, which is pioneer amang regional fishery organizations, has been developing throughout the history
of the Commuission, and has adapted to the changing circumstances of world-wide fishing, without losing the spirit
of cooperation with which it was established.

Spain considers the work of this Commission to be very important, as tuna fishery resources reprosent a
considerable part of our catches, bath in tonnage (around 270,000 MT in the Atlantic and Indian Oceans) and in value.
At the same time, our country wished to demomstrste ifs commitment to the Commission by providing the
Headquarters and participating actively in its scientific and management work. As a result, we have, without a doub,
thus forgad strong ties which unite us in fisheries matters with the other memburs of the Commission, which has at
the same time extended this circle of cooperation to other sess and other resources, always with the same ideal of
collaborztion.

Various, challenging issues face the Commission today, which require sofutions. I should like to mention just
a few of those which Spain considers most important. In the ares of management of the resourcss, the member
countries of the Commission have, over the last few years, made an effort to adapt their fishing capacity and catches
to levels of exploitation which allow over the long-term a magisoum, but sustainable, yield of the reguluted species.

This effart has implied considerable sacrifices from the socio-economic point of view, s well as more demands
on the administrations, in terms of human and technical means, which, at times goes beyond whal is humanly possible,
from thase who work in this sector, both at sca and in the public sector. The success of the measures adopted and
the discussions which will take place depends on this effart and on a willingness to cooperate, as already mentioned.

Hut these efforts will be in vain if do not apply to all the flests which operate together with those of our
countries, sometimes off our own cossts, and which fly flags of states that do not cooperate with us, within the
framework of the Commission or m ahiding by our conservation measures, This problem is further aggravated it we
tzke into account that the products of these fleets compete with ours on the same markets, in obviaus conditions of
unfair compatition. This Commission has at its disposal adequate means to meet this challenge and should not hesitate
to recor to them when circumstances 8o require, within the same muitlateral framework of management of the
FESOUrCes.

We are fully confident that the results of this meeting of the Commission will respond to this and other pending
challenges, to assure (hal the aforcmentioned goal of rationul, muximum, and sustainable exploitation of the stocks
is attained, while respecting the traditional fishing techniques, which reflect the wisdom of our fishermen as regards
dealing wilk the marine scosystams.




T should like to end by thanking the Government of the Autonomous Basque Community for hesting this meeting
of the Commission. Their kind invitation and welcome deserves your having some free time to appreciate the wonders
of thiy city, Donostia-San Sebastian, which is prime example of the beauty of the Spanish coast and the excellence
of Spanish agricultural, livestock and fish produets,

Thank you very much.

OPENING ADDRESS BY THE HONORABLE JOSE ANTONID ARDANZA,
PRESIDENT OF THE AUTONOGMOUS BASQUE COMMUNITY OF SPAIN

Mr. Chairman of the International Commission for the Conservation of Aflantic Tuna, Mr. Under-Secrefary of
Agrioulture, Fisheries and Food, Mr. Eaecutive Secretary of lhe Commission, Ladies and Gentlemen;

It is a great pleasure for me to welcome you 1o the Basque Country, and particularly to this city of Donostia-San
Sebastian, which is honored to hest the Tenth Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas. -

| should like to add, at the risk of sounding boastful, that your choice of this Country as venue for your meeling
has been a good one. Our close relations with the ses and with fishing, both past and present, makes us ideal hosts
for nrganizations such as this.

We need not knaw much of the history of the Basque Country to know that Basques and sailors or Basques and
fishermen heve always been, if not exacty synonymous, at least closety related. It would be difficult ta write & history
of fishing in the north Atlantic without giving a prominent place to the Basque whalers off the coasts of Newfoundland
ar, in more recent times, to our cod fishermen. Navigators such as Juan Sebastian Eleane, gui primus circumdedisti
mie have places of honor in the history of world navigation.

This maritime and fishing past has left ieonagraphic marks along all our coasts, that have lasted up to the present
day. To countemplate just one of these, perhaps the most important, you have only to visit our constal towns, whose
identifying coats-of-arms show, in many cases, maritime or fishing motifs, whick tell the tale of their past.

The sea and fishing, however, are not exclusive to our past. Even nowadays, at this end of the Century and the
millennium, fishing, particelarly tana fishing which we are concerned with here, is one of the most impartant sctivities
of aur coastal population and represents one of the basic resources of our extzactive sector.

Thus, close by, based at the pert of Hondarribia, we have 15 vessels that specialize in blssfin {una fishing. All
along our coastline we have more than 200 vessels that fish for albacare by trawl and baitboat, and a modern fleet
of about 30 purse seiners that fish in the tropical areas of different cceans. '

As you all well know, bowever, our coneern, for some time now, particularly since our self-governing institutions
were established, has not been limited to removing the maximum resources from the sen. We are aware of the
limitations of marine fauna and the danger of extinction of some species. We know that those whe depend on the sea
for a living have the resporaibility to know its limitations as wel] as its possibilities; and to develop techniques that
aliow for a rational exploitation of its resourees, which take into account the needs of generaticos {o come.

Some years ago, therefore, we established the Oceanopgraphic Institute of AZTI. There is no need for me to go
inta the details of the excellent work of this organization as it is well known to all of you thanks {o the close
collaharation it maintains with your Standing Committee on Research and Statishics.

1t is not surprising that in this small country we know how to value the work of this Commission, with the aim
of developing responsible policy for the exploitation of tunas and tuna-like specics in the Atlantic, in a manner which
guarantees the equilibrium necegsary to maintnin and conserve their stocks.

Your work is tmportant, as is your responsibility, particulasiy in today’s context, characterized by the deficient
state of many of the world’s fishery resources. Some funa species have not been spared from the problems of over-
exploitation, making it crucial that ali sectors involved in fishing activities are awars of the imporiance of the work
carried out hy organizatians such as the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas.
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Among these tasks, I should like to highlight one which is, in my opinion, has particular relevance. Thal is, the
work carried put by the Standing Committec on Research and Statistics, which constitutes the basis for the regulations
emanating from this Commission. Well aware of its importance, the Basque Government has been contributing directly
ta the worle of this Committee for many years through the attendence and participation of our scientists.

1 should like to assure you all that we will continue this support in the future, as we are firmly convinced that,
besides social and eccoomic considerations, sciealific advice on management must be the guide fur the future
framework of fishing activities.

The world fishing scenario facing us now shows that mistakes have been made in the past, and new, perhaps
more imuginutive measures are nceded in order to correct the peneral trend of deterioralion which, unfortunately, is
affecting fisherics world-wide. [ am sure that it is within the framework of organizations such as the Intemational
Commissicr for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas where such measures can and should come.

For all thess reasons, Mr. Chairm:n and delegates, 1 should like to thank you for your work throughout this week
which begins today. We trust that this meeting wilk be successful in achieving its proposed chjectives. Likewise I
should be pleased if, in addition to a successful conelusion of this meeting, you all have happy memories of pleasant
stay with us.

1 should lilze to declare open the Tenih Specizl Meeting of the Internaticnnl Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas.

Thank you very much,

CLOSING ADDRESS BY DR, ANTONIQ FERNANDEZ,
ICCAT EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

Mr. Chairmnn, Ladies and Gentlemen: -

Before the Commission concludes its final session, I wish to say a few words in anticipation of my departure,
as I may not have the opportunity of mesting personally with many of you sgain. I would also like the text of this
speech to be aitached 48 an Appendix to the Report of our Mesting.

Firstly, [ should like to congratulate the Execulive Secretary elect, Mr. Ribeiro Lima. Without wishing 1o show
a lack of appreciation for the other candidates, { belicve that the Commission has chosen well, appointing a person
with extraordinary human qualities and proven professionel ability, which will ensure a smooth transition without
having any adverse effects on the efficiency necessarily demanded of the Secretariat.

Secondly, T ought to say that I hope that my acticns during the five years of my mandate have corresponded to
the trust which the members of the Commission placed in me. Mr. Chairroan, I am especially pleased to have had
the opportunity to appreciate, during this first year of your mandate and the last of ming, your excellent and efficient
way of orientating our work. We are assisting the birth of new legislative norms, or at least new practices in
ipternational cooperation, in the sphere of ecologicel management of the oceans rs well as the use of new technologies.
We have operated under criteria of honesty and frankness, advancing joint deliberations in the short to medium term
1o idtentify the problems and analyze the situation of the resources for which ICCAT is responsible, with the aim of
reducing or eliminating areas of tension and possible discrepancy.

In early 1992, T took over the controls of the train at the Secretariat from my distinguished predecessor, Dr.
Olegario Redriguez, During these years, this train has passed through phases of operativeness and stability, cantinuing
its course relatively normally, and overcoming the difficulties and obstacles which inevitably arose during the long
journey. T am now willing to leave this train, which I think can be classified as "high speed”, having contributed to
the Commission as rmmuch as T conld within my capabilitics and experience. At the Secretariat I have tried, above all,
tn dt» a serious and solid job, making every effort to strengthen consensus whife remaining neutral, without irying to
apply utopian formulas. Why do [ feel the need to resign? Let us say that my vita) biorhythm is not in slep with my
professional biorhythm. In the heavy seas of life, one should not try 1o swim against the tide: we are carried along,
and it is wiser to accept this reatity. Based on my long experience in the international arena, 1 have learned how to
win and how to loss; I believe it best to finish the race with dignity, passing the baton in good time without stumbling.
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As has been recalled here, this quinquenninm has been a particularly active period for the Commission and its
auxiliary bodizss, and this has translated into important results. I do nat intend to list all thesz activities, which are
already reflected in the annuel publications, but I should like to associate each one of these fast five years with an
event which, in my opinion, charzcterizes it:

1892: Convening of a Conference of Plenipotentiaries of the Contracting Parties and the Adoption of
the Madrid Protocol.

1993: Establishment of a Statistical Document Program for bivefio tuna trunseclions.

1994: Transfer of the Secratariat and the Cominission te a more spacious, medern and functional
hesdquarters.

1995: Celebration of 25th Anniversary of ICCAT.

1886: Organization of the [CCAT Tuna Symposium in the Azores, and the incorporation of three new
Contracting Parties (United Kingdom, Libya and the People’s Republic of China).

Among thess grsat milestones, other important decisions taken by the Commission should be included, for
example, the creation of new auxiliary bodies such as the Compliance Committee, the Sub-Committee on By-Catehes
and the Permanent Working Group. Also, the adaption of the Resolutions on the trade of bluefin tuna and swordfish
products, and the entering iato force of the new Staff Regulations and Rules and the new Critaria for the Admission
of Observers should not be forpotten.

Naturally, none of this work would have been possible without the participation of those representing the
ICCAT Contracting Partics, but I am sire you will all also understand if 1 take this opportunity te publicly thank the
members of the Secretariat for the collaboration which they have constantly and efficiently given me, each according
to the responsibilities of his post, including our insuperable and loyal team of interpreters. Therefore, 1 think I cun
assure the new Executive Secretary whom you have just efectad that he can count on a team of permanent staff at the
Secretariat which is well aware of its duties. For my part, I am pleased to reiterate that he kus my full support and
willingness to collaborate in ensuring an orderly and smooth transition, remaining at my post long enough to finulize
the Proceedings of this meeting and present the required Administrative Report, and the Financial Report, duly
audited, corresponding to 1996,

If you bear in mind the limited human resources of the Secretariat, you will understand that we hava had
to work almost continually during these last years as if we were working in a "crisis cell”, like those established by
governments in justifiable cases. A coordinating structure like ours can only coordinate that which it contrals thanks
to the necessary resources. Perhaps the Contracting Parties would like to take the opportunity preseated by this change
in the Directicn of the Secretariat to bring the fulfillment of their commitments to the Commission up to date, as the
administrative arrangements and methods of executing the decisions adopted each year by the Commission often give
rise ta problems, the resolving ef which can affect, one way or another, the effectiveness and the credibility of the
whole Orpanization,

Before 1 finish, 1 should like unce sgain to thank the Autonomous Basque Government for the splendid
arrangements which they have made for our meeting, and also the Secretario General de Pesca Maritimea of Spain
who has honored us by his presence at this sessioa.

I also wish to reilerate to all the Delegations that it has becn a preat henor for me lo have had the
responsibility of serving, defending and forwarding the interests of ICCAT during the years of rny mandate, fostening
mutual noderstanding and trust, T should like to thank the Representatives of the Contracting Parties far the respect
and appreciation which they have shown me, to assure them that this respect and appreciation is reciprocated, and will
be gled to be of assistance to you in my future activities.

Thank you.
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ANNEX 5-1

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
ON BIGEYE AND YELLOWTIN TUNAS

NOTING the management recommendations and the associated resolutions adopted by ICCAT for the conservation
of tunas and related species in the Atlantic;

NOTING the 1996 teport of the Standing Committee on Rescarch and Statistics (SCRS) of ICCAT;

NOTING the manapement and research recommendalions proposed to the Commission hy the SCRS, particularly
those relating to bigeye and yellowfin funas.

DEPLORING the inadequacy of scientific knowledge rejative to bigeye tuna and to the effects of the fishing
techniques with fish aggregating devices (FADs) on the multi-species fisheries of tropical tunas;

CONVINCED of the urgent need to improve knowledge aad the scientific basis for these subjects,

AWARE of the danger that (he large increase in bipeye tuna catches and juvenile catches observed, could present
to the stock of Atlantic bigeye tuna,

DETERMINED to do everyihing possible to improve, as quickly as possible, this scientific basis, indispensable
for better knowledge and pocd management of this stock which is of the greatest cconomic importance, particularly
for longline fleets as concems higeys tuna,

EQUALLY DETERMINED to adopt adequate, viable and efficient management measures which will be proposed
by the SCRS on the basis of improved scientific information.

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

FORST: That in order to contribute to the rapid acquisition of information, a national cbserver program for
longliners, purse seiners and baitboats he established according to the provisions to he decided by an ad hoc
working group of the SCRS:

a) on 25% of vessels fishing with fish aggregating devices {FADs), mainly in order to determine
in which time/area strata juvenile tunas could be most associated with FADs,

b) on 3% of vessels fishing using other mothods in order to obtain data on the compuosition of the
catches, particularly those of spawners, relative to the fishing areas and seasons.

SECOND: To supplement the study carried out by the observer program with a survey of the vesscls that use
FADu,

THIRD: Based oo the results of these investigations and in order to assure the taking of precautionary
measures:

a) to present, during the Commission Mesting in November, 1997, the results of studies undertaken
in secordance with the FIRST paragraph and on this basis, consider during that meeting, the
necessary measures to assure maintaining the stock of tropical tunas, mainly as concerns the
regulation of the use of FADs;

b} to respect the SCRS recommendations relative, on the one hand, lo the bigeye tuna catches in

referemce lo MSY and to the catches of juveniles, and on the other hand, with the yellowfin
catches, in reference to fishing maortality.
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ANNEX 5-2

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
ON EAST ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA CONCERNING THE
MEDITERRANEAN CLOSED SEASON

CONSIDERING the cfforts made by Contracting Parties ta reduce the catches of bluefin tuna, in accordance with
the Recommendations adopted by the Commission in 1994 and 1995.

CONSIDERING the necessity to take measures reparding the gears used during periods when their impact is most
notable on juveniles and spawners;

RECALLING the Recommendation adopted by the Commission in 1993 prohibiting the fishing of bluefin tuns

by large longliners, in order to protect the spawners during the spawaing period in Jupe and Taly;

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

FIRST: prohibiting purse seine fishing in the Mediterranean Sea during the period from August 1 to 31.
SECOND: prohibiting of the use of asroplanes or helicopters supporting fishing operations in the Mediterranean

Sea in the month of June.

This Recommendation is supplemental to the regulatory measures currently in effect for Atlantic bluefin Wpa in the
Mediterranean Sea. _
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ANNEX 5-3

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING AGE § BLUEFIN TUNA
CONSIDERING the Recommendations adopted by the Commission in 1974 and 1994 concerning biuefin tuna
minimum size;
IN ORDER to facilitate commereial transactions without jeopardizing the quality of information on catches and

trade of bluefin tuna;

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

FIRST: the prohibiticn of retaining on board, landing and sale of age 0 fish {< 1.8 kg) by fishing vessels of
Contracting Parties and non-Contracting Parties.
SECOND: that adequate measures be taken by the Commnission in November 1997 to guarmntes greater

transparency and more reliablity of statistivs, with the aim of identifying the arigin of catches.

This Recommendation is supplemental to the minimum size regulations currently in effect on bluefin tuna.
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ANNEX 5-4

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
TO ESTABLISH A SCIENTIFIC MONITORING QUOTA
FOR BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE WESTERN ATLANTIC FOR 1997-1998

CONSIDERING that the S3CRS has indicated that a catch level of 2,500 MT of bluefin turs in the western

Atlantic is sustainable and that the spawning stock biomass will have a 50% chance of showing a net increase over
a period of about 20 years to twice the size in 1995;

1a)

1h)

io)

2a}

2b)

g

2d)
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THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

The Contracting Partics whose vessels bave been actively fishing for bluefin in the western Atlantic will
institute a scientific monitering quota for 1997 and 1998 of 2,354 MT each year, which is divided annually
into the following counkry quota shares:

Canada ' 552.6 MT
Japan 4533.0 MT
United Siates 1,344.4 MT
United Kingdom

Dependent Territory of Bermuda 4.0 MT

These quota sharcs will apply only for 1997-1998. Urused quots or overage im 1997 may be added or
subtracted, as appropriste, from the 1998 quota.

All Contencting and non-Contracting Parties will monitor and report their diseards, and minimize them, to
the extent practicable. The United States of America will adopt national measures designed to reduce discards
during 1997-1998.

For 1995 and thereafter, the apnual quota for the United Kingdom Dependent Territory of Bermuda shall
be determined by the Commission. Quatas for Canada, Japan, and the United States shall be caleulated after
the United Kinpdom Dependent Territory of Bermuda's share is deducted from the overall scientific
moniloring quota, and according to the following:

If a scientific monitoring guota between 2,350 MT and 2,660 MT is estahlished far Canada, Japan, and the
United States for 1995 and thereafter, the ratio of sharing among the three countries shall be as follows
unless agreed otherwise:

Canada: 24.3%
Japan: 16.0%
United States: 59.6%

If & scientific monitoring quota of 2,660 MT or ahove is establisked for Canada, Japan, und the United States
for 1599 or thereafter, the sharing of annual quotas among them shall return to the following traditional
shares:

Canada: 21.54%
Tapan: 26.32%
United States: 52.14%

However, if & scientific monitoring quota between 2,350 MT and 2,660 MT is established for these countries
for 1999 end thereafier, the quatas for Conada and the United States will not exceed the traditional quotas




3a)

3b)

4}

5)

8)

9}

10)

REC: WEST BFT QUOTA

that have been applied to the scientific monitering quota of 2,660 MT (573 MT for Canada, 1,387 MT for
the United States). Any amounts in excess of these countries’ traditional quotas shall be added to Japan's
quota,

Cunada, Tapan, United Stetes, and United Kingdom Depandent Territory of Bermuda will prohihit the teking
and landing of bluefin tuna weighing iess than 30 kg, or in the alternative having » fork length of less than
115 cm.

Notwithstanding the above measures, the Contracting Parties may grant tolerancas to capture bivefin tuna
either weipghing less thun 30 kg, or in the alternative having & fork length Jess than 115 cm, to limit the take
of thege figh to no more than 8% by weight of the total bluefin catch on a national basis and to mstltute
measures to deny economic pgain to the fishermen from such fish.

Canada, Japan, United States, and United Kingdom Dependent Territory of Barmuda will encourage their
commercial and recreational fishermen to tag and release all fish less than 30 kg or in the alternative huving
a fork lenpth less than 115 cm.

That the adoption of the shove measures coneemning the western Atlantic must not imply any modification
of the ICCAT Recommendation adopted in 1974 concerning a minimum weight of 6,4 kg adapted for the
entire Atlantic and fishing mortality limited to recent levels in the castern Atlantic; this latter measure having
been extended until 8 new decision is made at ICCAT,

In order to avoid increasing fshing mortality of bluefin tuna in the eastera Atlantic, the Contracting Parties
will contiue to take measures lo prohibit any {ransfer of fshing effort fram the western Atlantic fa the
eastern Altlantic.

The developing bluefin tuna fishery in the western Atlantic of Brazil shall net be subject to the limitation
addressed heremn.

There be no dnccted fishery on the bluefin tuna spawmng stocks in the western Atlantic in spawning areas
such as the Guif of Mexico.

Motwithstanding the provisions af Article VIII, paregraph 2, of the Conveation, with respect tu paragraphs
1(a) and (b) ahove, the Contracting Parties whose vessels have been actively fishing for bluefin tuna in the
western Atlantic shall implement this recommendation as soon as possible in accordance with the reghlatory
procedurss of each country,

The next assessment and determination of quota for western Atlantic bluefin tuna siall be made at the 1998
meeting of the ICCAT Commissioners,

This Recommendation supersedes those adopted by the Commission in 1994 and 1895 concerning the scientific
monitoring quota for west Atlagtic bluefin tuna.
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ICLAT REPORT, 1928-97 (I)

ANNEX 5-5

RESOLUTION FOR SCRS TO EVALUATE
. THE APPROPRIATENESS OF THE CURRENT BOUNDARY
BETWEEN EAST AND WEST ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA

RECALLING that in order to control ﬂavelopment of the fishery for bluefin tuna in'the central Atlantic, the U.S.
proposed in 1993 the establishment of 1 "cautionary fishing area” in the vicinity of the 45" West longitude boundary
between the west and east Atlantic bluefin tuna management units; -

RECALLING that the Commission adopted a Recommendation to (a) establish on an interim basis (uatil the end
of 1995 a limit on the caich from the central Atlantic, and (b} conduct & thorough scientific roview of the impact of
harvesting in the central Atlantic on the west Atlantic bluefin tunp stock;

NOTING that the 1993 SCRS Report concluded that if bluefin tuna caught in the central Atluntic are from the
west Atlantic stock, there will be important effects on the stock assessments, and consequently on the effectiveness

of conservation measures;

NOTING that the 1596 SCRS Report indicates that there is a continnous fishery from the east coast of North
America eastward beyond the current 45° West longitude boundary hetwesn the management uoits;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATIGN
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (TCCAT) RESOLVES:

1} torequest the SCRS to reexamioe the boundary placed at 45° West longilnde to determine if it shoutd be changed
in order to improve the accuracy of stock sssessments and effectiveness of conservation measures.
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REC: SOUTH ALH

ANNEX 5-6

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
ON LIMITATION OF SOUTHERN ALBACORE CATCHES

RECALLING that, in response to continued indications of over-exploitation, ICCAT has implemented a measure
to limit annual catches of southern albacore by countries fishing actively for this stock to not more than 90% of
average annual catches taken bobween 1989 and 1993,

CONCERNED that improvements in historic catch data have resulted in estimates of average caiches from 1989
to 1993 exceeding the current sustainable yield of the southern albacore resource, thereby negating the effectivencas
of the current catch limitation;

NOTING that updated stock projections indicate thal southern albacors biomass will continue to decling by the
year 2005 at current catch levels of approximately 26,000 MT per year,

DESIRING to implement sffective measures to prevent further declines in the southern albacore resource, &nd
to ensure the re-building of this stock to MSY levels by the year 2003;

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

1. The existing catch limit on souathern albacare he replaced with an annual catch limit of 22,000 MT for countries
fishing actively for albacare in the Atlantic Ocean south of 5° North, with effect from Janwary 1, 1998.

2, Those conntries participating nctively in the fishery for sonthern albacore initate immediate bi-lateral or multi-
lateral negotiations in order to achieve agreement on the division of this catch limit into national quotas before
the implementation date of 1 Janmary 1998,

3. This southern albacore catch limit be reviewed annually by the SCRS from 1997 enwuards in order to revise it

upwards or downwards, as necessary, to achieve the desired re-building of southem albacore bivmass to MSY
levels by the year 2003,
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ANNEX 5-7

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING NORTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH CATCH QUOTAS
FOR 1997, 1998, AND 1999

IN VIEW OF the tesults of the 199§ stock assessment on north Atlantic swordfish,

30

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

That the total allowahble catch for north Atlantic swordfish be established at 11,300 MT in 1997, 11,000
MT in 1998, and 1¢,700 MT in 1999.

That country quotas be determined according to the Recommendation on establishment of percentage shures
of north Atlaptic swordfish adopted by the Commission in 1933, as follows:

Ouota (MT) Quate (MT) Quota {MT)
Country 1887 1998 199%
Cznada 1,130.0 1,100.0 1,070.0
Japan 706.25 687.50 668.75
Portugal 847.50 825.0 802,50
Spain 4,661.25 4,337.50 4,413.75
Unitad States 3,277.0 3,190.0 3,103.0
Others 678.0 660,0 642.0
TOTAL 11,300.0 11,000.0 10,700.0

Annual under-hervests for each country may be added to the subsequent year's quota.

That, notwithstanding the over-horvest provisions in the 1995 sharinp agreement, provisions of the
"Recommendation by ICCAT Reparding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish
Fisheries", adopted at the 1996 Commission Meeting, shall be applied to the implemeniation of the country
quotas in parzgraph (2) above, for all countries except Japan. Each year is considered a separate
management period, as that term is used in the Recommendation Regarding Compliance.

That, notwithstanding the over-harvest provisions in the 1095 sharing agreement, if Japan’s landings exceed
its quota in any year, the overage shall be deducted in subsequent years such that total landings for Japan
shall not exceed its total quota for the five-year period commencing in 1997. When annnal landings by
Japrn are less than its quota, the underage may be added to the subsequent years’ quots, such that total
landings for Japan do not exceed its total for the same five-year period. At the Commission meeting in the
year 2000, the Commission shall conduct 8 comprehensive raview of Japan's landings.

All conntries catching swordfish in the north Atlantic should meke all efforts to report cateh, catch at size
(by sex when possible) and effort statisties annually, even when no upalytical stock assessment Is
scheduled. The SCRS should review these data anmually.

This Recommendation is supplemental to the current regulations on the size limit of Atlantic swordfish.




REC: SOUTH sSWOD

ANNEX 5-8

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT FOR AN EXTENSION OF
THE SOUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH MANAGEMENT MEASURES

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

THAT Contracting Parties whosa catches in the south Atlentic are greater than 250 MT shall not increase their
catches during 1997 heyond their 1993 or 1994 Jevel, whichever is the higher, Contracting Parties whose catches in
the south Atlantic are less than 250 MT shall not increase their catch in 1997 beyond 250 MT.

NOTWITHSTANDING Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, the Executive Secrstary shall bring to the
attention of ron-Contracting Pasties, whose vessels fish for swordfish in the Atlantic Ocean, the measures being taken

by the Contracting Parties and seek their cooperation in taking similar conservalion measures consiatent with the
Recommendations of the Commission. :

This Recommendation is supplemental to the current regulations on the size Himit of Aflantic swordfish.
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ANNEX 5-9

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT REGARDING THE RELEASE OF
LIVE BILLFISH CAUGHT BY LONGLINE

RECOGNIZING that the objective of ICCAT is to maintain populstions of tuna and tuna-like fishes in the Aflantic
at levels that will produce maximum sustainable yield;

CONSIDERING that the SCRS has determined that Atlansic blue morlin and white marlin are over-fished (total
Atlantic - blue marlin stock abundance is at 24% of MSY, white marlin stock abundance is at 21% of MSY);

RECOGNIZING that the SCRS has indicated that one approach to reducing billftsh mortality wonld be to relesse
or tag and release live marlins caught recreationally or commercially;

RECOGNIZING that catch statistics are important to evaluate and plan the rebuilding of Atlantic marlin stocks;

NOTING that the United States has implemented sound conservation measures for recreatiopal and cammercial
fishing that would facilitate the rebuilding of Atlantic marlin, and that some other countries have begun implementing
the voluntary scientific tag and relense program; and

RECOGNIZING that additional sound conservation assistance is necessary to facilitale rebuilding of the stocks

of thess important species;

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

FIRST: as recommended by the Third ICCAT Billfish Workshop (1996}, Contructing Parties should pra- mote
the use of monofilament leaders (on hook gangions) to avoid hindering the live release af billfishes;

SECOND:  the Contracting Partiss concerned should report, at the 1997 Commission meeting, the costs and
benefits of the use of monofilament {eaders (on hook gangions);

THIRD: the SCRS improve catch statistics and information about post-release mortality of fish released live
from commercial as well as recreational fisheries, in order (o develop a recovery program for bilifish;
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REC: BTSO-EU HEMBERS

ANNEX 5-10

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON THE VALIDATION OF BLUEFIN
STATISTICAL DOCUMENTS BETWEEN ICCAT CONTRACTING PARTIES
WHICH ARE MEMBERS OF THE EUROFEAN COMMUNITY

RECALLING the Recommendations and Resolutions in relation to the ICCAT Bluefin Tena Statistical Document

Progrum;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the structure of commercial trapsactions and landings of bluefin luna in the
Mediterranean, particularly between Moember States of the Evropean Community;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the European Community constitutes a single market and that the commercial
transactions belween its Member States do not suppose imports in the sense implied in the Resolutions and
Recommendatione relative to the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Dccumcnt Prog'ra.m‘

RECALLING the need to improve trapsparency of information in relation to tha ongm of catches and trade of
bluefin tuna in the Mediterranesan, nntil measores with this aim are adopted;

FIRST:

SECOND:

THIRD:

I'OURTH:

FIFTH:

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANITC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENIDS:

That a Cantracting Party which i also 2 Member State of the European Community can validate
Bluefin Statistical Documents for bluefin caught by vessels which fly the flag of ancther Contracting
Pasty whick is & Member State of the Furopean Community, when the aforementioned blvefin funa
are exported cutside the Buropean Commugity from the former Contracting Party, if these States
submit Tesk 1 data,

That the Contracting Parties which validate Statistical Documenis in accordance with the First
paragraph notify the Secretariat, which in turn will notify the other ICCAT Contracting Partics, The
validation system esteblished in this Recommerdation will enter into force two months after the receipt
by all Contracting Parties of such notification from the Secretariat.

That ICCAT Contracting Parties which import blusfin fusa accapt the Statistical Documents validated
in accordance with the procedure described in the First paragraph.

That the ICCAT Contracting Party that velidates fhe Statistical Documents in accordance with the
procedure set oul in the First paragraph will require from the bluefin tuna dealer which introduces it
into his territory, the necessary documents validated by the parties involved in the contract of the
transaction, which indicate the quantity of bluaefin tuna acquired and the vessal which canght it.

That the Contracting Party wiich validates the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document in accordance with

the procedure in the first paragraph periodically send to the corresponding flag State a summary of the
information contained in the validated Statistical Documents.
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ANNEX 5-11

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING BELIZE AND HONDURAS PURSUANT
TO THE 1994 BLUEFIN TUNA ACTION FLAN RESOLUTION

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

RECOGNIZING the authority aml responsibility of ICCAT to manage populations of bluefin tung in the Atlantic
Ocean and its adjacent seas, at the international level;

NOTING the need for all non-Contracting Parties fishing for bluefin tuna in the Atlantic Ocean and ifs adjacent
seas o join ICCAT or cooperate with ICCAT's conservation and manapement measures;

RECALLING the Commission’s past actions over many years to encourage Belize und Hooduras to cooperate with
ICCAT conservation and management measures for Atlantic bluefin tuna;

CONSIDERING the sighting of vessels of Relize and Honduras in the Mediterranean Sea during the closed season
when the bluefin tuna are spawning;

TAKING INTO ACCQUNT the import data compiled from the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents that
must accompany bluefin tuna imports, and further taking into account that such data reveal significant exports of
Atlantic bluefin tuna by Belize and Honduras;

EXPRESSING CONCERN with regard to the over-fished status of bluefin tuna in the Atlentic Ocean;

RECALLING the Commissian’s Action Pian, adopted in 1994, to ensure the effectiveness of the conservation
measures for Atlantic bluefin hina;

RECOGNIZING thut effective management of bluefin tuna stocks cannot be achieved by Contracting Parties of
ICCAT whose fishermen are forced to reduce their catches of Atlantic bluefin tuna unless all non-Contracting Parties
cooperate with [CCAT in connection with its conservation and management measures;

CALLING ATTENTION to the 1995 decision by the Commission identifying Belize and Honduras as countries
whose vessels have been fishing for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT
bluefin mpa conservation measures, and recognizing that the decision was based on catch, trade und vessel sightings
data;

CAREFULLY REVIEWING information regarding the efforts by the Commission to get the collahoration af Belize
and Honduras over the past year, including recognition of the fact that there has been o response from Belize to the
[CCAT requests, and limited response, but no action, from Honduras; and

NOTING that this Recommendatien does not prejudice the rights and obligations of Contracting Parties based on
other international agrecments;

Therefare,
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (1CCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

a. Contrecting Parties taks appropriate measures, consistent with provisions of the "Resolution by ICCAT Concerning
an Aetion Plan 1o Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuna®, to the effect that
the import of Atlantic bluefin tuna and its products in any form from Belize and Honduras be prohibited,
effective from the time this Recommendation entets into force.
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b.

C.

REC: BELIZE/HONDLRAS

The Commission again request that Belize and Honduras coopenrite with JCCAT by fishing in u manner and extent
consistent with ICCAT conservation and management messvres and by providing cateh statistics to ICCAT in
accordance with ICCAT procedures.

The Commission continue to encourage parlicipation by Belize and Honduras in all ICCAT mestings.
Contracting Purties lift the import prohibition on either of the two countries refeyred to in paragraph (a) shave,

upon the decision of the Commission and receipt of notification from the ICCAT Exscutive Secretary that fishing
practices of that country have been brought inte consistency with ICCAT measures,
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ANNEX 5-12

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING PANAMA PURSUANT TO THE 1994
ICCAT BLUEFIN TUNA ACTION PLAN RESOLUTION

THE INTERNATFIONAL COMMISSION
FOR THE CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (TCCAT)

RECOGNIZING the authority and responsibility of ICCAT to manage populations of bluafin tuna in the Atlantic
Qcean and its adjacent seas, ab the interpational level;

NOTING the need for all non-Contracting Parties fishing for bluefin tuna in the Atlantic Ocean and its adjucent
seas to join ICCAT or cooperate with TCCAT's conservation and management measires;

RECALLING the Commission’s past actions over many years to encourage Panama to cooperate with ICCAT
conservation and manapement measores for Atlantic bluefin tuna;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the import date compiled from the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents that
must accompany bluefin tune imparts, and further taking into account that such data reveal significant exporsts of
Atlantic blusfin tuna by Panama over several years;

EXPRESSING CONCERN with regard to the over-fished status of bluefin tona in the Atlantic Ocean;

RECALLING the Commission's Action Plan, adopted in 1994, fo ensure the effectiveness of the conservation
measures [or Atlantic bluefin tuna;

RECOGNIZING that eftective management of bluefin tuna stocks cannot be achieved by Contracting Parties of
[CCAT who are forced to reduce their catches of Atlantic bluefin tuna vnless all non-Contracting Parties cooperatc
with ICCAT 1o connection with its conservation and management roeasures;

CALLING ATTENTION to tha 1895 decision by the Commission iclentifying Panamn as a country whose vessels
have been fishing for Atlantic bluefin tupa in a manger which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT bluefin tuna
conservation measures, and recognizing that the decision was based on catch, trade and vessel gightings data;

CAREFULLY REVIEWING information regarding the efforts by the Commission to get the collaboration of
Panama over the past year, including recognition of the fact that there have been several responses from Panama to
the JCCAT requests and exchanges in which Panama informed the Commission that Panama adopted a resclution
designed to rectify fishing by its vessels inconsistent with ICCAT bluefin tuna conservation and management measures;
and

NOTING information from the Blucfin Tuna Statistical Documents through Qctober, 1996, that shows continuing
exports of bluefin tuna at significant levels from Panama to Japan;

NOTING that this recommendation does not prejudice the rights and obligations of Contracting Parhes based oo
other interrational agreements;

Therefore,
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATIANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

a, Contracting Parties take sppropriate measures, consistent with provisions of the "Resolution by ICCAT
Concerning an Action Plan 1o Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Blucfin Tuna®,
to the effect that the irnpert of Atlantic bluefin tuna and its products in any form from Panama he prohibited,
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REC: PANAMA

effective from 1 Juonuary 1998, unless the Commission decides, on the basis of documentary evidence, at its
1997 meeting or before, that Panams has brought its fishing practices for Atlantic bluefin tupa into consistency
with ICCAT conservation and managemeut measures.

The Commission again request and work with Panama to implement effectively its expressions of intent to
cooperate with ICCAT by fishing in a menner and extent consistert with ICCAT conservution and management
measures and by providing catch statistics to ICCAT in accordance with ICCAT procedures.

The Commission continuz to encourage participation by Panama in all TCCAT meatings.

Contracting Parties lift the import prohibition on Panama referred to in paragraph {a) above, upen the decision

af the Comnissicn and receipt of notification from the ICCAT Exscutive Secratary that fishing pl‘dCllCB.': of
Paname have heen brought into consistency with ICCAT measnres.
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ANNEX 5-13

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT CONCERNING EFFORTS
TO IMPFROVE THE COMPLETENESS OF TASK I STATISTICS

CONSIDERING that the SCRS has expressed concern about the complateness of Task | reported statistics when
vessels land their catches at foreign porty, including ICCAT Contracting and cooperative non-Contracting Partics;

RECOGNIZING that the [CCAT Port lnspection Scheme explicitly refers 1o inspection of transhipment or landings
operations without diserimination between a Party’s own vessels and those of other Contracting Partied;

RECOGNIZING the value of inspecting transshipment or Iandings from all vessels catching species that are under
[CCAT mandate, including vessels of non-Contracting Parties;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THEE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (TCCAT) RESCHVES:

1. That ICCAT Contracting Parties and cooperating non-Contracting Pariies establish necessary intemal measures
to monitor foreign vessels that transship or unloed at their ports (o the extent practicable in order to provide
appropriate documentation, as necessary an<d appropriate, on the species composition and weight of such landed
species, the date of each transshipment or landing, and the geographical area where the vessel fished,

2. That [CCAT Contracting Partics and cooperating non-Centracting Parties transmit the infarmation coliected under
peragraph 1 to the [CCAT Secretariat, which should then immediately transmit the information to the Parly
whose flag the landing vessel flies and who, ac principle, requested such information, so that such Party can
verify the complateness of its reparted landinps.
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REC: BFT B SHO' COMPLIANCE

ANNEX 5-i4

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT REGARDING COMPLIANCE
IN THE BLUEFIN TUNA AND NORTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH FISHERIES

CONSIDERING that the 1996 SCRS has identified Atlantic bluefin tuna and north Atlantic swordfish stocks as

over-exploited;

GIVEN that statigties indicate that some Conlracting Parties have exceeded their eateh limils; and,

RECOGNIZING that compliance with catch limits is essential to conservation of Atlantic bloefin {una and north

Atlantic swordfigh,

THEREFORE, with respect to the harvest of bluefin funa in the western Atlantic, the eastern Atlantic, and the

Maditerranean Sea, and swordfish in the north Atlantic,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS RECOMMENDS THAT:

At the 1997 Commission Mesting, and each year thersafiar, sach Contracting Party whose landings, as provided
in the Task I data, excesded its catch limit for that spscies in the previous fishing year will explain to ke
Compliance Comnittee how the over-harvest sccurred, and the actions already taken, or to he taken to prevent
further over-harvest;

If, in the applicable management period, beginning in 1997, and each subsequent management period, any
Contracting Party exceeds its catch limit, its catch limit will be reduced in the next subsequent management
period by 100% of the amount in sxcess of such catch himit; and {CCAT may authorize other appropriate actions;
and

Notwithstanding paragraph (2), it any Contracting Party exceeds its catch limit during any two consecutive
management periods, the Commission will recommend appropriate measures, which may include, hut are not
limited to, reduction is the catch limiteqoal to A minimum of 125% of the excess harvest, and, if necessary,
trade restrictive measures. Any trade measures under this peragraph will be import restrictions on the subjact
species and consistent with each Party’s international obligations. The trade measures will bs of such duoration
and under such conditions as the Commissicn may determine.

Treatment of Contracting Party under-harvest may be addressed as part of the Recommendation regarding total

catch limits in the following management pariod.
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ANNEX 5-15

EESOLUTION BY ICCAT CONCERNING
LARGE-SCALE PELAGIC DRITTNETS

CONSIDERING that in November, 1993, and November, 1994, ICCAT udopted Resolutions in support of the
Resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly, 44/225, 45/197 and 46/215, concerning large-scale, high seas,
pelagic drifinets and their impact on the living marine resources of the world's oceans and seas, requesting its
Coniraciing Parties to sapport these Resolutions;

CONSIDERING that it was brought to the atteation of the Contracting Parties of the Commission that in 1993 such
large-scale, high seas, pelagic drifinet fishing continued in the arcas of ICCAT competence and that this asctivity in
some fisherics was incressing;

CONSIDERING that the Commission continues to esxpress its concern ahout the possibility that certain stocks
under ICCAT mandate, as well as other marine resources, ure being adversely affected by such fishing; and

CONSIDERING that the Commission has reaffirmed its commitment as regards the cancept of responsible fishing,
such ag established within the framework of the FAO Code of Conduct,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT}:

REAFFIRMS the importance it gives to compliance with the Resalutions of the United Nations 44/223, 45/197
and 4612135,

EXPRESSES its appreciation for the individuel and collective efforts made by some of its members to apply and
suppart the objective of thuse Resolutions.

REITERATES its serigus concern about the potential negative impacts that large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing can
have on the marine resources of the Atlantic Ocean and Medlterranean See, &nd its intention to carefully mounitor the
repercussions of this fishing on these stocks,

APPEALS to atl its Contracting Parties to apply thess Resolutions in their entircty and inform the Commission
and the Secretary General of the United Nations on the regulatory measures adopted with a view towards assuring
their application, in accordance with the Decisions of the United Nations 47/443 and 48/445.

APPFEALS to all its Contracting Perties to commit themselves immediately as concerns their application, ESEUring
that their nationals and their fishing vessels comply with Resolution 46/215, to provide all the necessary data relative
to these fisheries in order that the scientiste can study the effects of the wtilization of these gears, and imposing
sdequate sanctions on their nationals and on their fishing vessels that act contrary to the terms of Resolution 46/215.

CHARGES the Compliance Committes and the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of 1CCAT

Statistics and Conservation Messures (PWG@) to monitor complisnce with the 11.N. Resolutions within the ICCAT
Convention Area with a view to adopting adequate measures.
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STATEMENTS

ANNEX 6-1

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM DENMARK
(IN RESPECT OF THE FAROE ISLANDS)

First of all I would like to thank the ICCAT Commission for the invitalion to Denmark {in respect of the Faroe
Islands) Lo participate in this meeting as an observer.

Due to the new distribution pattern of tunas in the north Atlantic, the Faroe Islands will consider membership
in ICCAT in accordance with the provisions laid down in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
relating to the conservation of the management of straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fsh stocks.

The Faroe Islands is a self-governing community within the Kingdom of Denmazk, with its own Government and
Parliament, and consists of 18 islands situated in the middle of the north Atlantic Ocean, with a total area of 1,399
square km and a population of 45,000. The history of the Fasoes can be traceed as far back as the first Norse
settlement of the Islands in the ninth century. The Faorese Parlinment of logting detes back more than one thousand
years. After the Home Rule came into force in 1948, the parliamentary work of the legsing changed. Today, Foroya
Landsstyri, the Faroese Home Government, administers those aress over which it has executive powers according to
the Home Rule Act.

Fishing is the main industry und the fishermen have a long fishing tradition in Farcese and distant waters. In
1977, the Faroese Fisheries Zone (FFZ) was established and the area of the Faroese Fisheries Zune was dramuticalty
extended, 167,000 square km., which is abont balf the size of the North Sea. The major stocks fished in the FFZ are
vod, haddeck, seithe. The fishery may be considered as a multi-fleet and multi-species fishery, the longliners fish
meinly for cod and haddock, in addition some fish for ling, tusk, and Greenlund halibut in deep waters. Most of the
trawlers are pair trawlers fishing cod, haddock and saithe, and the deep sea trawlers fish red fish, blue ling, black
scabbard, grenadier, and Gresnland hatibut, The jiggers fish mainly cad and saithe, and some vessels target monkfish
and Greenland halibut by gil] nets. Ne tunas have been czught in Faroese waters yet.

Denmark (in respect of Faroe Islands and Greenlund) is a member of NAFQ, NEAFCO and NASCO.

We will with great interest be following the procevdings and disvussions during this meeting,
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ANNEX 6-2

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM CARICOM FISHERIES
RESOURCE ASSESSMENT AND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (CFRAMUYE)

The CARICOM TFisheries Resource Assessment and Management Propram (CFRAMP) wishes to express its
support for the initintives being taken by ICCAT, in particular, those relating to improving the guality of reporting
of catch, effort and binlogical data, and compliance with emerging intemational standards for flag-state obligations.
It notes with concem the status of large pelagic stocks in the Atlantic Qcean, end the relative stock lack of information
and on-going rescarch on smaller pelagic species which are of importance to a number of countries, and many fishing
comminities, &.g., wahoa (Acanthocybium solandri), king mackerel {Scomberomorus cavalla}, serra Spanish mackerel
{S. brasiliensis), blackfin tuna (7. atlanticus) and dolphinfish (C. hippurus), Whilst realizing and appreciating the tight
financial and organizational constraints under which ICCAT operates, CFRAMFP would like to supgest thst greater
attentian should be given to such species, (Tt should be noted that in the fisheries for these species not insignificant
numbers of funas may also be caught.)

CFRAMP views the impact of ICCAT in the management of Atlantic tuna and tuna-like species to increass
the: fulute and wishes to cooperate with [CCAT member nations, and non-eontracting parties, to ensure the: sustainable
harvesting of those resources. A number of Caribbean countries view these resources as critical to their fisheries
sectors, and particularly coastal and artisanal communities. The Stending Committee of Ministers of Agriculture
(SCMA) of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) has recently ideatified CFRAMP as the “lead agency for regional
fisherics development” in its Regional Transformsation Program, In this new regional lead role CFRAMP is especially
pleased to work with the [CCAT Secretariat, [CCAT member nations and non-contracting parties to develop Caribbean
fisheries in a sustainsble manner, and to share information and experiences resulting from our Program.

CFRAMP has participated in [CCAT meelings since 1991 and has attempted to implement its activities, as
informed by develepments and information gained from this participation. Currently, CFRAMP’s initiatives in areas
of possible interest to ICCAT include:

1) Database development for catch, nominal effort, biological datz, vessel and fisherman registrations and
related data collection:

2)  Sub-repional tagping program for A, solandri, S. cavalla, T. atlanticus, C. hippurus;

3) Initiation af Sub-Prajects for small coastal pelagic species (Carangids, Clupsoids, cte.) and flyingfish (#.
affinis);

4) Introduction of logbook and related abserver programs;

5] Further development of fisheries management plans for participating countries.

The new lead regional role being assumed by CFRAMP, including coordination of the (Europesn Union funded)
CARIFQRUM Fisheries Program for the Bahamas, Dominican Republiz, Huiti, and Suriname, to be tnitiated in 1957,
may alsc resull in other activities of interest to ICCAT.

CFRAMP looks forward to increased cooperation with the ICCAT Secretarint member countries, and non-

contracting parties, to ensures the ecological sustainability of pelapic fisheries, and the equitable allocation of these
TREQUICES.,
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STATEMENTS

ANNEX 6-3
STATEMENT BY THE PEQPLE’S REPURLIC OF CHINA

The Chinese Delegation was pleased 1o come to the city of San Sebastian to attend the Tenth Special Meeling
of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas. We were prepared and actualiy have already
showed our willingness ta cooperate with other delegations during the procecdings of the meeting. But to our extrame
regret, the Commission has invited Triwan of China as an observer to the meeting and even mistakenly placed Taiwsn
of China in the list of non-member eountries in some of its doctuments. The Chinese Dalegation strongly requests the
Comumission ance again fo correct the mistakes hy circnlating a document and wants to solvmaly reiterate as follaws:

The Chinese Delegation is of the view that the Commission is an inter-governmental organization, which is
comprised of membor countries of the United Nations or any of its specialized ageacies, According to paragraph 3
of Article XY of the Convention and Rule 5 of the Rules of Procedure, only international organizations and a
government which is & member of the Unifed Nations or any specialized agency of the United Nations and which is
nat 2 member of the Commission may be invited to send observers to the mesating of the Commission. Therefore, the
invitation to and admission of Taiwan of China as an observer do not conform to the Convention end Rules of
Procedure, and are also in violation of the Resclution 2758 (XXVI) of the United Nations General Assembly, and
should be rectified immediately. The Chinese Delegution wants to inform hereby the Commission that the Chinese
Government will reserve the right to tuke further acticns on this issue,
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ANNEX 64
STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM TARWAN

As the statement by the Delegalion of the Peaple's Republic of China mentioned the Resolution 2758 (XXVT)
of the United Nations, we should like to point out that the Resolution in question is a product of 2 cold-war era
ideological conflict. It deprives the 21 million psople of the Republic of China of their fundamental rights ta
pacticipate in United Mations activities. Ttis u grent loss of the international society without the Republic of China’s
participation in the United Nations. For example, in 1594, the United Nations denied cur donation of two million U.S.
dollars for Ruanda refugees because the Republic of China is not a member state of the U.N. That is why, since 1993,
thirty member states of the U. N, have nrged the U.N. General Assembly to create an ad hoc committee to re-examine
lbe obsalete Resolution 2758, On 19 September 1995, the General Assembly President Diego Freitas do Amaral
clarified his position in his opening statement. Efforts must be made to ensure that aff states which are not yet
members should seek to be admitted in (he near future. '

Under these circumstances, may we suggest that the political issue between the two sides of the Taiwan Strait
be discussed and settied by the U.N. General Assembly rather than in this Comunission. -

Furthermore, for the referencs of this Cammission, we should liks to provide one example of the re-examination
of earlier rasolutions of the U.N. In 1945, the U.N. General Assembly passed Resolution 39 (1) prohihiting the
France Govemnment of Spain from participating in meetings and activities under the U,N. umbrella. This Resolution
was revoked in 1950 by Resolution 386 (V) on the grounds that most U.N. special agencies had no political functions
and were of a technicsl nature and dedicated to the welfare of the people of all nstions. It resolved that each
specialized agency should, with its own best interest in mind, decide for itself whether Spain should he allowed to
participate in the ngency’s activities,

Finally, the observers from Taiwan should like to reiterate its strong will to cooperate closely with the ICCAT,
Nevertheless, with the political intervention from the delegation of the People’s Republic of China, we sincerely hope
that the ICCAT maintain its firm position to deny political pressere from a new Cuntracting Party and safeguard its
traditional honour and dignity.



STATEMENTS

ANNEX 6-5
STATEMENT BY SPAIN ON DRIFTNETS

In view of the continuanca and development of fishing activities using driftnet gears, Spain once again expresses
its serious concern about the reticent attitude of certain countries in applying the United Nations Resolutions on these
gears, which have besn supported hy TCCAT Reselutions in recent years.

The wndesirable effects of large catches, the negative impact on the environment snd in particular on species
subjected to international protection, as well as other additipnul problems, among them, the risk involved for
navigation, should be sufficient reasons so that each and every one of the countries that want to exercise regponsible

fishing tuke ull the necessary actions o eradicate these gears &s scon a5 possible.

Far this reason, Spain makes an appeal so that through the all our efforts we can attain this objective.
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PANEL 1

ANNEX 7-1

REPORTS OF THE MEETINGS OF PANELS 1 TO 4

Report of the Meeting of Panel 1

1. Opening

1.1 Dr. L. Koffi {Cte d'Tvoire), Chairman of Panel 1, opened the meeting,

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted without changes (Appendix 1 to Annex 7-1).

3. Nomination of Rapportenr

3.1 Dr. D. Gasrtner (France) was designated Ropporteur of this Panel.

4, Review of Panel membership

4.1 The Bxecutive Secretary pointed out that Libya bas expressed a wish to join this Panel. Libya was welcomed
as & new member of Panel 1.

4.2 Panel I is corrently comprised of 19 members: Angolu, Brazil, Canada, Cape Verde, Cote d'Ivoire, France,
Gabon, Ghana, Japan, Korea, Libya, Moroceo, Portugal, Russia, Sap Tomé and Principe, Spain, United Kingdom,
United States and Venezuela. Of these member countries, Cape Verde and Gabon were gbsent from the 1996 Panel
1 Meeting,

5. Report of the Sitanding Commitice on Research and Stafisties (SCRS}

J.a Yellowfin

5.a.1 Dr Suzuki (Japan), the SCRS Chairman, reviewed the mein points of the Report of the SCRS (Item 6 on
the Agenda of the Commission), With regard to yellowfin, be noted that cirrent catehies are slightly lower than MSY
{estiznated (o be around 150,000 MT). This stock is therefore close to the full exploitation level.

5.2.2 In answer to the question raited by the United States on the actions which the Contracting Parties were to
have inittated in 1995 to reduce mortality on juveniles, the SCRS Chairman replied that nothing had been dons and
that the SCRS maintained this recommendation.

5.b Skigjack
5.h.1 Dr. Suzuki explained that skipjack is considered to he a species with high potential for exploitation, due

to its particular biological characteristics. Although this stock is at preseat in a healthy state, the increase in the
eatches, linked to the use of fish aggrepating devices (FADs), should be closely monitared.
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6. Measures for the conservation of stocks
8. Yellowfin

6.a.1 At the request of the Panel Chairman, Dr, Suzuki reminded the Panel that the 15% tolerance limits {in
pumber of fish) for catches of juvenile yellowfin of less than 3,2 kg had not been respected (juvenile catches wers
about 50% of the total yellowfin catches in 1995}

6.a.2 The Delegate of United States regretied that the "Resolution on Atlantic Yellowfin Tuna" preposed by his
country in 1995 and adopted by the Commission, s regards the reduction of juvenile catches, had not been observed.
The United States had implemented o domestic measure with the aim of limiting fishing effart (not authorizing certain
gears which seem to be destructive, obliging commercial and recreational tleets to supply statistics, cte.) and had
established a minimum size clearly larger than that adepted by FCCAT. The United States proposed a Recommentdation
on the mortality of juvenile vellowfin tuna, )

6.2.3 Recognizing the ecuromic importance of this resource to his country, the Delegate of France pointed out
that the measures aimed at reduciog the mortality of juveniles should not he limited to yellowfin. In ocder to increase
the effectiveness of the application and cantrol of these regulations, the Defegate of France proposed that in depth
scientific research shonld be carried aut to identify time-arca strata in which the use of FADs eould have an important
effect on juvenile mortality; and that technological research on fishing gears be undertaken {selectivity, detection of
fish size, elc.), and to ostablish dissuasive commercial measwres with the aim of involving the dealers in the
management regulations of the Commission.

§.a.4 Spain supported the principle that all regulations should be based on svientific analysis, and raised the
possibility of funding by the European Union o finance studies on multi-specics tuns fisheries. The Delegate of Span
informed the Panel that the scientists of his country had conducted a study of size frequencies during 1995, and tha
the results of these analyses would he available in 1597,

6.8.5 Japan noted that the yellowfin stack was nol over-fished, but the real problem was the high level of catches
of juveniles using FADs, It was therefore unnecessary tu acquire new data in order to take measures directed towards
the reduction of mortality of yellowfin of less than 3,2 kg. As a result, he proposed that those countries whose fleets
used FADs should be given a period of three years to reduce their catches of juveniles to the tolerance limits of 13 %,
thraugh the regulations on the use of FADs and time-area closure.

6.2.6 The Delegate of Portugal noted that before considering the implementation of regulation in the form of
quotas, a state of over-exploitation should be avoided, and therefore supported the proposal made by Japan.

6.2.7 The United States nated that these was little difference in the opinions of the varieus members of the Panel,
and proposed the creation of a small group to re-dratt wording of the Recommendation.

6.2.8 After the Delegates of France and Spain had reiterated their concerns about the efficiency and applicability
of measures taken in {he absence of better scientific knowledge, Dr. Koffi requested the SCRS Chairman to snmmasize
the scientific advice on the subjact.

6.2.9 Dr. Suzuki confirmed the multi-species characteristics of the fishery, and added that the SCRS had tried
to obluin information on the time-area distribution of juveniles. He recalled that the cancept of a size limit of 3.2 kg
was originally 2 measure taken by the purse seiners of the United States in the east Pacific, for reusons related to the
canming industry, The SCRS Chairman pointed ta the conflicting problem of the need to obtain more accurate data
without infinitely delaying the taking of u decision,

§.5.10 The Panel Chairman summarized the different opinions expressed. The United States and Spain considered
that the multi-species nature of the tropical fisheries required thet the issue of a reduction in juvenile mortality also
be refarred to Panel 4 for discussion, since it also involved bigeye juveniles, which is part of the mandate of Panel
4.

§.5.11 Given that Canada had expressed concern that o delay taking 4 decision would be contrary to the
precautionary approach, Dr. Koffi decided to wait for Panel 4 to express an opinion about the mortality of bigeye
juveniles.
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6.12 Mr. 1. Nomura, as Chairman of Panel 4, convened a small group comprised of France, Fapun and Spain,
who are members of both Panels, to draft the Recammendanon conceming tropical funas (including yellowfin and
bigeye tunas). ' : .

6.13 Although be recognized the difference in compatence batween Panels | and 4, Franee justified the choice
by citing the mulli-species palure of the fisheries.

6.14 The ICCAT Executive Secretary pointed cut that Article VIII, paragraph 1.b.iii, of the Convention permits
the Camoussion to make the same recommendation at the proposal of two distinet Panels.

6.135 The Assistant Executive Secretary wonderesl whether skipjack should be included in tha concept of "tropical
tunas®, 5o that the Recommendation would alse apply to that species.

6.16 France and Japan specified that the Recommendation refersed only to yellowfin and bigeye, and the cass
of skipjack had not been considered.

6.17 The Chairman of the Panel requested that the general term "tropical mpas” he changed so that the names
of the two species being retained appear in the title of the Recommendation.

6.18 At the request of Dr. Koffi, the Delegate of France read the Recommendation. He mentioned the need to
collect supplementary statistical information hefore putting the regulatory measures into effect. The proceduse of
collecting data rested on a program of scientific ohazrvers on board purse seiners which used FADs, as well as on
board other fishing vessels, and on interview to be conducted with fishermen using FADs. On the basis of the results
obtained from the stock assessment sessions of the SCRS in 1997, the Commission should etablish measures which
would guarantee the maintenance of stocks and the retional use of FADs.

6.a.19 A discussion took place between the United States and France on the clarification of the logic of the
methadology put forward in the Resommundaiion,

f.4,20 Spain und Jupan rewffirmed thejr support for this Recommendation. Japan noted, however, withaut
prejudicing the results, that it would bz necessary to discuss the regulations on FADS in 1997,

6.21 Following the new explanations hy France in relation to the logic involved in the process, the Delegate of
the United States proposed some semantic modifications, and expressed his satisfaction with the response which he
bad received, and as a result supported the Recommendation.

6.22 After reviewing the revised text, and following the adoption of the same revised text hy Panel 4, the
"Recommendation by ICCAT on Bigeye and Yellowfin Tunas” was adopted by Panel 1 and forwarded to the
Commission for final approval. It is attached as Annex 5-1 to the 1996 Commission Procesdings.

6.k Skipfack

6.5.1 The Panel did not meke any comments regarding conservation measures for this species.

7. Research needed to he carried out

7.1 The SCRS Chairmon informed the Panel about the ambitions program for bigeye research, proposed by the
1996 SCRS. This program would supply useful information about the time-area distribution of juvenile yellowfin,
skipjack and bigeye funas.
8. Date and place of next meeting

8.1 The Panel decided to hold its next meeting at the same time apd place as the next Commission meeting.
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9, Other matters
9.1 The Delegate of Spain asked whether, given the multi-species nature of tropical fisheries, bigeye tuna (at

present included under Panel 4) should be studied instead under Punel 1. This same question was rajsed by Portupal

{(who noted that the SCRS studies bigeys under tropical tunas, together with yallowfin and skipjack tunas.), and by
France.

9.2 The Executive Secretury responded that a decision by the Commission would be sufficient so that bigeye tung
can be studied uader Panel 1, instead of Puanel 4,

10. Advption of Report

10.1 The Report of Pencl 1 was adepted.

11. Adjournment

1L.1 The 1996 Meeting of Panel was adjourned.
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Report of the Meeting of Panel 2

1. Opening

.1 The meeting was opened by the Pane! Chasrman, Mr. L. Lahion (Morocco).

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Apenda was adopted and is attached os Appendix 1 to Amnex 7-1.

3, Nomination of Rapporteur
3.1 Dr. L. Kell (United Kingdom) served #s rapporteur for the mesting.

4. Review of Panel Membership

4.1 The Chairman noted the current Panel membership (Canada, France, Japan, Republic of Korea, Libya,
Meroeeo, Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom, and United States). Libya was welcomed as a new member to Panel 2.
All the Panel members were present.

5. Report of Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRES)
S5.a North Arlantic al;bacwe

5.a.1 The Chairman of SCRS explained that north Atlantic albacore is assessed using virmal population analysis
(VPA) and that catches have fallen from u peak of 60,000 MT in the 1960s to 40,000 MT in 1995 mostly due to a
reduction in the fishing effort of longliners and trollers. At the beginning of the 1980s new methods using driftnets
and mid-water trawlers were developed and catches have now stabilized, as evidenced by the good catches of large
sized albacore were taken by Spain and Portugnl around the Azores in 1993.

5.2.2 The VPA results show that population trends und fishing mortality is relatively stabie and yield per recruil
analyses show that the stock is fully exploited and slightly below MSY. However, when the uncertainty in the
agsessment is taken into mccount the stock is constdered to be fully exploited, Management recommendations are
therafore that fishing mortality should not inerezse nbove current levels.

5.a.3 There were no questions to the Chairman of SCRS.

5.b West Arlantic bluefin tuna

5.h.1 The Chairman of the SCRS stated that north Atlantic bluefin tuna is managed as separate eastern and
wegtern stocks although there is some mixing and even minor mixing could, in principle, have a marked effoct on
stock assessments based on the assumption of two distinet stocks, due to the difference in population size between the
two stocks (stock size in the east Atlantic and Mediterranean stock is greater than in the west), However, the
assumption of no mixing should be reasonably robust, if adequate management approaches are applied to both the
gastern and western Atlantic management units, '

. 5.b.2 Virtual population anaiyses {VPA), and an age-specific production: model (ASPM) were used to respond

to Commission guestions about stock recovery in a specified time frame. The spawning biomass in 1975 was taken
to be representative of the MSY level and several projections with a variety of constant catch scenarios were
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performed. The SCRS Exzecutive Summary Report showed that 3,000 MT «ould not be sustained, whilst 2,500 MT
can be sustasined, and cause spawning stock to gradually increase. To ensure recovery, a catch of 2,000 MT could
be set as there was 2 50% probability of recovery with a catch of 2,500 MT and a 90% probability with a catch of
2,000 MT. However, if ths Commission wished to return the stock to the MSY level within 20 years the current catch
must be reduced to 500 MT.

5.b.3 The highest uncertainty in the sssessment is in the stock recruitment refationship as during the past 20 yedrs
there hus been a significant decline in the spawning stock. Recruitment appears to bave stabilized although the
spawning stock remains very low, If there is ap increuse in the recruitment leve] the projections might not be reliable.

5.b.4 The Delegats of Canada requested clarification from the SCRS Chairman as to whether the current level
of spawning stock biomass (SSB) is 13 % of that required to support the MSY level, and whether a catch of 2,500 MT
was both sustainable and allowed SSB to increase over twenty years to twice the 1995 level. He asked first whether
this would mesn that in 20 years the S8B would be 26 % of the level required to support MSY, and secand, what level
of harvesting would allow the S8B to recover to half the MSY level in twenty years. The SCRS Chairman confirmed
the first assumption, and replied that whilst he did not have the exact figure (o hand he believed that catches would
have to be decreased by 50% of the 1995 level. o

5.c Fast Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna

5.c.1 Management recommmendations based on the stock sysessment reflect the depressed state of (he stock, and
accarding to the projections a constant catch of 30,000 MT is not sustainable. A catch of 25,000 MT, however, would
result in an increase in the spawning stock biomass. If, as requested, the Commission wished to restore the stock ta
the MSY level in 20 years, the catch should be decreased to 20,000 MT. As explained for western bluefin tuna the
stock recruitment relationship appears to huve undergone & change in the mean level of recruitment. Recent
Tecrutitment is much increased compared to the previous decade. If recruitment is expected to remain high, a cobstant
catch of 20,000 MT appears sustainable. However, if the Commission wants to be reasonably sure about recovery
to the MSY level the catch should be reduced o 15,000 MT.

5.c.2 The U.S. Delegate asked the SCRS Cheirman whether the recommendztion of a 30% reduction tn catch
to 25,000 MT was to be implemented immediately or by 1998, The Chainnan of the SCRS responded that the catch
should be reduced immediately. The U.S. Delegate stated that he would raise this issue under the ltem on
managenient.

5.d Mixing of easr and west blusfin tunn

5.d.1 The U.S. delegation noled that the SCRS was warking to resolve the issne of mixing between the eastern
and western stocks and asked how long it would take to resolve and what anthority the SCRS needed to proceed.

5.d.2 The SCRS Chairman replicd that with funding of scientific research, especially srchival tagging, that at
least five years might be required. To solve the mixing problem, extensive tagging, including archival tagging, was
essential. e also added that "pop up” archival tsgs where data are recavered via sateflite and do not require capture
of the tagped fish would be of preat belp.

5.d.3 The United States delegation then asked about the arbitracy dividing line between the east and western
management areas of bluefin tuna. According to the SCRS Executive Summary Report, the apgregation of catches
foltlow a pattern parallel to the Guif Stream and flows from west to east. He asked [or clarificahion of the reasons (0
believe that this line should be adjusted and whether there was any additional scientific evidence that could show that
the western stock flows over the current dividing line.

5.d.4 The Chairman of the SCRS agreed with the 1.5, delepation that the dividing line was artificial and that
{here was some correlation between the fishery and the Gulf Stream. Tagging experiments in the 1930s and 1960s
showed {hat of the fish released in the Miami/Bahamian struits area 10 were recovered near Norway. Tagging
experiments also showed that four fish tagged in Norway were captured near the straits of Gibraltar, npparently en
onte to the Mediterranenn. A higher number of tag recoveries (zbout 60) have alse heen recarded between the east
coust of the U.S. and the Bay of Biscay and of fish released from the east coast of the U.S., several were recaptured
in the Mediterranean.
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5.d.5 As to whether it is eppropriale to move the east/west dividing line, the Chatrman, of the SCRS thought that
this was not wise unless more information wes aveilable on mixing rates for zll segments of the populations.

5.d,6 The Delegate of Canada quoted from the SCRS Report in regard to mixing models "It should also be noted
that the prave condition of the east Atlantic stock and fishery could adversely affect recovery in the wast Atlantic.
Mixing models indicate that even a relatively low rate of mixing covld be important, although these models are not
yet reliable enough to quantify the effect” (section BFTE-S, puragraph 4) and asked the Chairman of the SCRS to
comment on these conclusions, Dr. Snzuki expressed the opinion that as the catches of juveniles in the sastern Atlantic
and Mediterranean were very substantial, and as the eastern stock was bigger than the western stock, there could be
a significant impact on the western stock, even with minor mixing.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks
6.a North albacare

6.a,1 The Chairman stated that there were no conservation messures in effeet but it was recommended that
fishing effort should not increase.

6.0,2 The Delegate of France recognized that the stock was felly exploited and revealed plans by France of a
linensing system to limit the number of vessels in the ulbacore fishery. The fleet consisted of 69 drifters using pets
himited to 2.5 km in length, 38 pelagic pair trawlers and 20 baitboats and not all the licenses have currently been tuken
up. This is an attempt at systematic management and control of fishing activity and Jundings using a sophisticated
monitoring system limiting Rshing offort rather than catohes. The Delegate stated that this was the best farm of
management for this stock and this approach could be applied to other stocks.

6.b Wesr Ailanric bluefin tuna

6.b.1 The Chairman of the SCRS referred to the Executive Summery Report, noting that if the Commivsion
wanted tp rebuild the stock rapidly to the MSY level within 20 years, & total catch of 500 MT should be set. A catch
of 2,500 MT cauld be sustainad if the Commissian wers satisfied with a 50% probability of having slowly increasing
- spawning stock size over 20 years, but if the Commission wished to be reasonably sure {i,e., kave 9% probability)
of al loast mumtaining the status quo, the cateh should be reduced to approximately 2,000 MT.

G.b.2 The Delegate of Japan noted that this fishery had been reguiated since 1982, with dmstic reductions in
catches in that year by all fishermen (from Canada, JTapan and the United States). He added that since then the fishery
had been closely monitored and the allowable caich revised many times, and that the record of compliance was
excellent,

6.b.3 He considered that the quulity and robustness of scientific analysis is sound, if not perfect, and that on ths
basis of the SCRS report it would be possible to incresse the scientific monitoring quota from 2,200 to 2,500 MT,
even though this would not be suificient fo recover fo a level which wosld support MSY in the short term, it would
still give an opportunity, with some level of safety, for the stock to increase. Those countries that rigorously complied
should benefit and he strongly proposed that the new seientific monitoring quota should increase to a level as close
as possible o 2,500 MT. He added that it would be necessary to allow for unreported catches, minor fishing pations
ar discards.

6.0.4 The Delegate of Tapan then refesred to the issue of the allocation between the major fishing nations, the
United States, Canada and Japan. The Commission was well aware of the sacrifice made by Japanese fishermen in
1994 to help to conserve the stock and that their fishermen suffered the most. While he did not regret the actions
taken, he wished to Stress that some Fsheries by necessity had to discard fish and thut these discards as well as the
catch should be considered when new quota were being allocated, While he congratulated the proper reporting of
discards to the SCRS and the Commission, the issue of allocation betwesn major players in this fishery nesds to b
addressed from a socio-economic perspective rather than from a scientific perspective.

6.5.5 The Delegate reguested an increase in Japan's ilocation given that Japan had complied with the quota

agreed in 1994, He hoped that a reasoneble agreement could he reached, based on the goodwill of the other mafor
fishing nations.
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6.b.6 The Chairman suggested that the quote allocations should be a matter for informal diseussions among the
countries involved.

6.b,7 The 1).5. Delegate was plensed to note that progress had heen mads in relation to western bleefin as the
decline had been arrested and the fishery was now at a sustainable fevel. He also rccognized that Japan bud made a
sucrifice in setting the scientific monitoring quota and if the current fishery allowed, e would agree to some increase
in the Japanese quota. He stated that the United States would be pleased to work with Japan, Cunada and the U.K.
to develop a total scientific monitoring quota for western Atlantic bluefin to set fishing mortality (when factored with
discards and non-Contracling Parties catches) at the 2,500 MT level with a total scientific monttoring guota of 2,354
MT. The Uniied States, Japan, Canada and the United Kingdom would discoss the issue informally and report to the
Panel.

6.b.8 The Delegate of Canada stated that they were prepared 1o work with Japan, the Unsted Stutes and the
United Kingdom. He expressed his concern, however, regurding total F. The scientific advice stating thal totsl F
should not exceed 2,500 M catch level should be fellowed for two or three years, as the next stock assessment would
not be held until 1999 and this should be taken into account.

6.h.9 The United Kingdom stated thet they would be pleased 1o join the informal discussions with Japan, Canada
und the United States.

§.5.10 The Chairman delerred discussions until the quota allocation had been determined by the four countries
involved. At the seme time, the Panel would draft a resolution fo address the issue of the stock boundary.

6.b.11 At a later session, the Chairman stated that there were two proposuls te consider on this species; the
setling of a sciantific monitoring quota and its sllocation between the United States, Canada, Jupan and the Unitad
Kingdom (Bermuda) and the recommendations by the United States concerning management medsures.

6.b.12 The United States Delegate then informed the Panel that following lengthy consultations between
delepations, management measures were proposed for western Atlantic bluefin tuna. The SCRS estimated that a
seientific monjtoring quots of 2500 MT was sustainable and that there wes a 50% probability that the spawning stock
would slawly rebuild to about twice its 1995 size over a period of 20 years. Therofore, whilst the spawning stock
biomass would oot attain the MSY lavel within a 20-year time frame, the decline would be halted.

6.b.13 The catch in 1995 was greater than the scieatific monitoring quata so the quatas for 1997 and 1998 would
have to be less than 2,500 MT. The scieatific monitoring quots js therefore set at 2,354 MT and the allocations for
Canada, Japan, the Unitcd States and the United Kingdom (Bermuda) are datailed in the document. The United States
delepate stressed the need to minimize discards so that the scientific monitoring quota is not exceeded,

6.b.14 The Japanese delegate thanked the United States for their recommendation and stated that this resulted
from the goodwill and sincere discussinns held between Lhe varicus parties. It included all the things that Japan had
appealed for. He then thaoked Caoada, the United Slates and the United Kingdom and propossd that the
recommendation be adopted. : C

6.b.15 The Delegate of Canada confirmed support for the recammendalion aad supparted its adoption.

6.b.16 The United Kingdom delegats spoke in support of the recommendation and stated that Berriuda had
enacted domestic legislation to prohibit the taking and landing of bluefin under 30 kg and would like ta be included
in the relevant sections of the recommendations. '

6.b.17 The "Recommendation to Extablish a Scientific Monitoring Quota for Bluefin Tuna in the Western Atlantic
for 1997-1998" was adopted by the Panel and forwarded to the Commission for its censideration (see Annex 5-4 to
the Commission Proceedings). s

6.¢ East Atlantic and Mediterranean blugfin tuna stocks

§.c.1 The Chairman of the SCRS stated that the management recommendations were nat being observed and that
this was a matter of great concern. '
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§.c.2 The Japanese Dalepate distributed a summary of catches and stated that there were twa issues to be raised
in reyard to the eastern stock. The first was the overail catch limitation and the Delegate sxpressed his concern about
increased catches in recest years by Contracting and non-Contracting Parties. In 1994, when a schedule to reduce
catches was adopted, it was assumed that the 1993 catch was no more than 40,000 MT. SCRS reported that 30,000
MT is not sustainable and the required caich is 25,000 MT. The S8CRS Chairmun considered it should be imposed
immediately. On the other hand, = management schedule has already been agreed and other factors including
sotio-economic. ones could not be ignored. Last year France had indicated a willingness to use # figure less than the
averape of the 1993 and 1994 catch levels to set a threshold of about 7,000 MT. Furthermors, some non-Contracting
Parties which had increased catches had been identified. The Chairman of the Commission was asked to write to these
non-Contracting Parties (Italy, Taiwan, Greece, Malts and Croatis), [t was decided that this year additiana] countries
nesded to be reminded of the concern by the Commission (Algeria and Tunisia) and must be requested (o reduce
catches.

6.¢.3 From the distributed fgure it was seen that France was keeping 1o its corumitment, while other countries
were expeoted to live up to the requests by the Commission. The distributed figures show that if these steps are taken
to rectify the situation, the goal of 25,000 MT would be met, suggested by SCRS. It was unacceptable that those
countries which have been ahserving the recommendations should have o suffer, Japan saw no need to change current -
measures nntil 1998,

6.c.4 The Japanese Delegate alsc raised a point in regard o the spawning season in the Mediterranean, which
had been discussed in recent years and had also besn discussed by GFCM. It was then stated that fishing methods
other than longlines should also be prehibited in the spawning seeson during June and July.

§.c.5 The Delegate of Spain first congratulated Japan for the document that they presented and agrecd with fapan
on the importance of the role of nor-Contracting Parties in the repulation of the fishery, Spain was concerned abeut
the numbsr of fieets in the Mediterranean using very different gears, given that Spain had an very important flest in
the Mediterranean and the socio-economic implications were great. He noted that fishing with Jonglines and driftnets
throughout the Mediterranean interferes with other fishing activities, He added that whilst tuna species, mcluding
bluefin, and resource ¢onservation were very important, the implementation of a moratorium would cause suffering
in the fishery sector, and insisted an the nzed to control non-Contracting Parties. Whils convinced of the need to
respect the law and comply with GATT, he stressed the nead to prevent landings from countries which did not comply
with the management measures. In the case of the Mediterransan, Spain expressed its commitment 1o comply with
current [CCAT measures. Non-Contracting Parties must apply the same rules as Cuntracting Parties, or stocks would
be depleted within five years. He stated that Spain was enacting mansgement measures not only for bluefin but for
other species s well,

6.c.6 The Spanich Delegate then discussed closed areas for purse seiners for either June or July and expressed
o prafersnce that he would prefer to restrict fishing in only ons of these months, There were economic implications
as the greater part of the catch was exparted to Japan and the fishery operated in May and June,

G.c.7 The Spanish delepate then considered the problems of controlling fishing ffort. Helicopters are wsed to
locate schools and this has hed resulted in an sxponsetial increase in tuna catehes, The prohibition of nerial spolting
methods would help to restrain effort. There was also a need to impeove statistics of all kinds. The European free
market had made it difficult to determine the origin of landings, and this issue needed to be addressed. He echoud the
concemn of Japan about new countries entering the fishery, and the lack of statistical information from these.

6.¢.8 The Delepate of France stated that it was necessary to limit catches to reduce fishing mortality, and detailed
# plan to introduee a license system to eontro] effort. This plan involved identifying that part of the French fleet which
targets mainly blucfin, and then reduce that fleet. Such an approach need not be limited to bluefin but could te applied
to other species as well. There was also a need to protect the spawning stock and juveniles.

6.c.9 The French Delegate thea gave a detniled description of spawning as selated to fishing activities in the
Mediterranean during June and July and stated that if adults are protected, then juveniles should also be profected
during Aupust,

6.c.10 He referred to a third statistical problem in relation to established methods based oo log boeoks and the

Bluefin Statistical Document, He agreed that France transhipped to Spain and transferred catches to Japanese freezer
ships in French ports, after transport by road, This was normal practice it was nat possible to interfere with economic
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realities. There was a need to eross reference documents in order to ascertain the origin of fisk. This was not always
possible as there were local outlets, hut as most whs exported, the Bluefin Statistical Documents could be used.

6.c.11 The French Delepate then stated that non-Contracting Parlies which did not comply with ICCAT
regulations needed to be punished, as otherwise it would be difficult to achieve compliance of our own fishermen.

6.c.12 The Deiepate of Canada recalled that according to the SCRS, spawning stock biomass is 19% of that
required to achieve M8Y, the numbers of fish greater than 8 years old is decreasing and Gshing mortality has greatly
increased between 1870 and 1993, Advice states that F on young fish is too high nnd that g catch of 25,000 MT is
roquirsd (o maintain the status quo. The SCRS expressed peave conmcern an cateh statistics frora the Mediterranean
and stressed the nesd for improved log books and size sempling. The delegate stated that he was concemned about
catches of both Centrecting and nop-Contracting Parties and urged all to consider the SCRS plun to address these
concerns, a5 this was important for those who depended on these stocks. He added that the eastern stock could have
an influence on the western stock.,

6.c.13 The U.S. delepate apread with Canada and stated that the problems of the eastern and Mediterranean
stocks 1s the greatest emerpency facing ICCAT, and was & trapedy in the making. He recalled that two years ngo ths
U.35. proposed that countries fishing in the region take manapement messures to reduce the population decline and
cap calches. Since that time catches have increased dramatizally from 20,000 MT in 1992 to 40,000 MT in 1993, and
believed that the fishery would soon collapse if this level of fishing continued. As no action has been taken, celches
continue to increase. The migration af the stocks between the east and west implied that United States and Caneda
bad an intersst in both stocks, as according to the SCRS a collapse in the east would pravely affect the west. He
suggested that countries fishing eastern stocks implement an action plan.

6.¢.14 The United States Delegate then cbsarved that catches by Panama had ineressed from 0 in 1992 to at least
1,300 MT in 1995, the same level as the U.8. calches. Contructing Parties found it very difficult to regulate their
fishermen when the fishing of non-Contracting Parties 1s not regulated, and therefore future action is needed to address
the urgent issue of eastern bluefin.

6.¢.15 The Delegate of Spain stated that a ban on landings was a very effective meusure to control the fisheries
of non-Contracting Parties and also sugpested a ban on aerial sighting of funa schools.

6.c. 16 The Delegate of Japan stated that Japan managed its quoias by fishing yeer rather than by calendar year.
He also stated that the SCRS had data that would describe the surface fishery operating in the Mediterranean during

June and July which targeted the spawning stock, and that this would allow the Commission to make a reasonabla
decision.

6.c.17 The Chairman of the SCRS siated that data were avatlable for June and July and might allow managsment
measures for adult fish to be propased. The Secretariat added that purse seiners caich large fish in June and July and
catch smatler fish later in the year, but that the issue was complicated ag the data on time and ares ree not adequate.

6.c. 18 The Delegate of Korea stated that the catch by non-Contracting Parties was 40 % of the total nnd so future
effective management is need. The delegata then discussed the differences in catches hatwean purse seine and lungline
fleets in the Mediterranean and stated that whilst lonplines tarpst the larger fish purse seiners exploit both large and
small bhiefin tuna. This is a purticular problem in the second half of the year when a great amount of small and
undersized fish are taken.

© B.e. 19 The Delepate of Canada referred to the NEI (nowhere olse included) catches and asked the Secretariat to
claborate. The Assistant Execulive Secretary referred to the detailed bluefin report and the GFCM report
(COM/96/22), All ihe NEI catches should not be assigned to non-Contracting Parties a5 most were due io differences
between reported landings by Coniracling Parties and estimated exports from the Blusfin Statistical Documents.

6.¢.20 The Delegate of France referred to the probletn of statistics and said that there were problemy due to
transhipment. The delegate stated that the fishery on spawning fish in the Balearic Islands largets alder fish which have
reproduced i that period and are not caughl clsewhers within the Mediterranean. He considered it most appropriate
to protect small fish so that they could grow and repew the stack,

6.c.21 The Portuguese Delegate stated that there were two major issues, the protection of juveniles and spawring
stock biomass and conservation measures to regulate Contracting and non-Contracting Parties, in order to avoid over-
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exploitation of the resnurce. Whilst closed areas were not suiteble conservation measures for tunes, he considered that
the use of FADs should be controlled. The delapate did not react positively to sanctions but would support the banning
of illegal catches,

6.c.22 The United States Delepate agreed that the proposal by Spain to han landings would help to halt the
decline of the castern stock. A trade import ban was being considered in the Permanent Working Group, other options
included time and area closures and gear restrictions, but a complete policy was needed to bring catches down to
25,000 MT immediately.

6.¢.23 The Delegate of Japan referred 1o the letter sent to llaly by Lhe Commisgion Cheirman last year and then
stated that regulations covering the prolection of the spawning stock shonld be applicable to all gears. The delegate
then stated that a landing ban attempting to identify specific catch categories might be difficult to implement.

6.¢.24 The SCRS Chairman briefly outlined the spawning behavior of tuna and stated that bluefin bad a much
reduced spawning range compared to other species and that the western stock spawned ever four 1o 5ix 5 x 3 degree
squares and the eastern stock spawned over an ared about twice this size near the Balearic Islands, aithough the totel
arza was still small. He aiso considered the protection of juveniles the most important issue.

6.c.25 The Chairman then summarized the discussion. The delegates were all in aygreement that it was importent
to be very strict in implementing the 1594 and 1995 Recommendations and to consider the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna
Action Plan, Action was also to be iaken on those mon-Contracting Parties which were not complying with the
regutations.. There was 2 mejor need 1o protect juveniles and the spawning stock and there was a proposal by Japan
to ban &l gears during the spawning season. This proposal hau been seconded by Spain and Korea. Statistics needed
to be improved so that the onigin of catches can be distingnished.

6.c.26 The Delepate of Spain respondad that the control of fishing effort by hanning aerial surveys should also
be cansidered.

6,¢.27 The Chuirman stated that the major issues could be pursued in an informal group before the Panel met
again. Spain, France and the United Siates expressed their agreement.

6.2.28 The observer from leelund staled that a research fishery had been conducted in the Icelandic EEZ and that
Iceland intended to continue such efforts next year. The observer stressed that the members of ICCAT do have cerfain
oblipations towards Iceland and other coastal states. The Stetement by the Observer from Iceland is attached as
Appendix 2 to Annex 7-1.

6.c.29 The United States suggested elements of an Action Plan which would include restrictions on catches of
under sized fish less than 1.R kg since there is a flourishing market in these fish and s large number ase landed. The
banning of possession and sale of such fish and the introduction of the relevant national legislation should be
vonsidersd as should thes residction on the use of FADs and fishing during the spawning season. Other issues to be
addressed were the lendings of non Contracting Pastics and a prohibition of transmpment at sea.

6.¢.30 The Delegate of Canada expressed support for the measures outlined by the U.S. but wished to highlight
the problem of the provision of accurate statistics, as in the absence of acourate stalistics it was not possible to regulute
the fishery and there was a need to engare that ennservation objectives were being mat.

§.c.31 The Japanese Delegate requested that his delegation be constlted on the issue of prohibition of lundings
and of restrictions an the taking of small fish.

6.c.32 At a luter session, the Chairman stated that a small informal group bad drafted two recommendations
{circulated ta the Pane} as Documents 73 and 74). The first proposed the prohibition of the purse seine fishery during
August 1 to 31, and acrial sighting during June, The second concerned the protestion of fish less than 1.8 kg in the
eastern Atlantic and Meditcrranean, and the guarantes of greater transparency and more reliability of statistics with
the aim of identifying the arigin of catches.

6.c.33 The Spanish Delegate wished to clarify that flag states of vessels which receive transhipment of bluefin
tuna from fishing vessels should also adopt measures to ensure compliance with this recommiendation.
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§.c.34 The Japanese Delegate expressed a comcern sboat the double issuing of bluefin statistical documents by
both flag and exporting covniries. Also the bluefin statistical documents were intended to provide information on
catches, so there could be some confusion. However, it would be sufficient for Contracting Parties that provide good
data and 50 he did not foresee any problem with Framce or Spain.

6.c.35 The Spanish Delagate presented document 70 on the validution of bluefin statistical documents. There way
an ohjection from the United States Delegation who stated that this documnent was better dealt with in the Permanent
Working Group. The Chairman and Japan ngreed that the document was best deait with in the Permanent Working
Group.

6.¢.36 The Spanish Delegate apologized and withdrew the docament but stated that he had wished to make the
link between this document and the management of eastern Atlantic biuefin. France agreed with Spain about the
impartance of this link.

6.c.37 The French Delegale spoke about the need to protect juveniles and spawners as well as to improve
knowledge of the origin of catches and discussed problems with the iranshipment and the correct identification of
catches and stated that this was the intention of the draft recommendations. Both had been written after achieving
consensus at the informal discussions.

6.¢.38 The Japanese Delepate suggested modifications since document 74 as originally drafied did not reflect the
concern of the panel members as their was no limt to the area or distinetion between contracting and non contracting
parties.

6.c.30 There was a discussion involving Canada, the United States and Framce since France wanted the
regulutions protecting bluefin less than 1.8 Kg to cover the entire north Atlantic. However, hoth Casada and the
United States, stated that in the wast regulations were already in force protecting fish less than 30 kg and so there was
no need to extend the regulation to the wost. In the interest of simplicity it was decided to ward the recominendation
so that it covered the entite north Atlantic.

6.c.40 Both recommendations: The “Supplemental Recommendation on East Atlantic Bluefin Tuna and the
Mediterranean Closed Season” and the "Recommendation Concerning Age 0 Bluefin Tuna " were then adopted by the
Panal and forwarded to the Commission for consideration (attached as Annex 5-2 and Annex 5-3, respectively, to
the Commission Proceedings.

4.d Mixing of east and west stovks

6.d.1 The United States proposed a “Resolurion for SCRS to Evaluate the Approprinteness of the Current
Boundary Between East and West Atlamsic Blugfin Tuna" which wes adopted by Panel 2 and forwarded to the
Commission for consideration {attached as Annex 5-5 1o the Commission Proceedings).

§.4.2 The Delegate of Japan, referring to Japanese fishermen’s dissatisfaction that only longline fishing i3
prohibited during the spawning season in the Mediterrancan, whereas there is no restriction on purse seiners. He
requested that consideration be given to a partial opening of this closed scason, inasmuch us it has not adverse effects
on the stacks. The Statement by Japan is attached as Appendix 3 to Annex 7-1.

6.d.3 The U.S. Delegate expressed satisfaction with the recommendatians for further measures on Age 0 bluefin

tuna and ask all the Contracting Parties and noa-Contracting Parties to implement these effectively, His statement is
attached as Appendix 4 to Annex 7-1.

7. Research
7.a Nortk albacore
7.8.1 The Chairman of the SCRS considered that the effect of global environmental change an the afbacore stock

needed to be studied. In the north Pacific it had been observed that the environment appearad to have influenced the
alhacore stock independently of the fishery. Catch trends showed 4 decline from 6¢,000 MT in the early period to
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40,000 MT in recent years, and he fele intuitively that there were factors other than fishing affecting the dynamics
of albacore,

7.a.2 The Chairman stated that he understood that the proposal was that siudies should ke conducted on the effect
of the environmenl on north Alluntic albacere.
7.b Wesr Ariantie bluegfin tunn

7.b.1 The Chairman of the SCRS explained that researck on tagging and ageing of [arper fish, especially those
10 years and older, was required. Research on sputhern bluelfin tups had provided methods o age older fish using
otolith and this was an important area of research, He noted thet there were two proposals conceming tapging and
the apeing of fish of 10 years and older.

7.b.2 The U8, Delegate stated that tagging was very important because of the controversial issue of mixing
which prevented scientific agreement. The leve] of mixing nesded to be resolved before SCRS recommendations could
be fully accepted, and he referred to a review by the Nulional Academy of Science in the U.S. which noted that a
mixing level of 2% to 3% from east to west would have a signiticant impact on stocks in the west, Siudies on the
spawning stack in the Gulf of Mexico by the U.S. were under way but would fake several years,

7.b.3 The dividing line between the east and west was of great concern to U.S. fishermen and there was a need
for a scientific basis to redraw the line. He pointed out that this was not a menagement but a scientific issus, snd

added that the U.8. would be circulating a paper.

7.b.4 The Chairman noted that the Panel reilerated the two proposals for research by the SCRS Chairman.

8. Date and place of next Panel meeting

8.1 The Panel agreed to meet at the same time god place as the pext Comumission meeling.

9. Other mallers

9.1 The Dealegate of Spain noted that the catch tables attached to the SCRS Executive Summiary Reports do not
huve a breakdown by gears, as do the SCRS Detailed Reports and he requested that this be included, particularly for
albacore.

10. Adoptinn of Report

10.1 The Report of Pane] 2 was adopted.

11. Adjosmment

I1.1 The 1996 Meeting of Pane! 2 was adjourned,
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Report of the Meeting of Panel 3

1. Opening of the Meeting

1.1 The Mesting of Pane! 3 was opened by Dr. K. Lent (USA), who welcomed all the Delegaies and Observers.

2. Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted with no changes (attached as Appendix 1 to Annex 7-1).

3, Nomination of Rapporieur

3.1 Dr. I.L.. Cort (Spain) was asked to serve as Rapporieur.

4. Review of Panel Membership
4.1 Korea was welcomed as a new member of the Panel.
4.2 Tt was nnted that the current members of this Panel are Japan, South Africa, Spain, T.8.A. and Korea.

4.3 The People's Republic of China, representatives of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), the Commission
for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSET), Denmark (Faroe Islands), and Taiwan attended the Panel
meeting as obsarvers,

5. Report of the Standing Committes on Research and Statisties (SCRS)

5. Southern bluefin tung

5.8.1 Dr. Suzuki, Chairman of the SCRS presented the Report of the Standinp Committez on Research and
Statistics, coneeming southern bloefin tuna.

5.2.2 Dr. Suzuki nated that the Second Scientific Committes of the Commission for the Conservation of Southern
Bluefin Tune (CCSBT) was held in Hobart, Australia, from Auguost 26 through September 3, 1996, to examine the
emrent stock statug of sonthern bluefin tpa,

5.4.3 The CPUE for the parental stock continned to decline through to recent years and then stayed at about the
sume level, The CPUE for juveniles exhibitg a decline through the 1970s to the mid- to late 1980s, depending on age
classes, followed by an increase after that. The sequentinl increases in the global CPUE hy age for fish born in the
late 1980s can be followed from 3 year-olds in 1980 to B year-olds in 1995.

5.8.4 Virtual Population Analysis [VPA) wes conducted to examine the sensitivity to different data inputs and
assumptions on stock dynamics. The parental biomeass continued to decline through 1994 and showed a slight increase
in 1995-1996 in most cases. Sequential rebnilding of especially young age classes was clearly noted, but the exlent
of recovery varied among VPAs. A significant discrepancy in estimates of recent recrnitment trends (1958-199 1) was
noted dccording to the YPAs conducted,

5.4.5 In summary, the corrent parental biomass of southern bluefin tuna remains at & historical low level and is
estimated to be 25-39 % of the 1980 level, which is used as the reference level for stock rebuilding,
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5.a.6 Future projections were performed to examine the medium- to long-term conseguences of cucrent global
cateh on the parental biomass as well as the probubility to recover to the 1980 level before the year 2020, based on
varions VPAs jocorporeting the agreed mnge of umcertainties. The mean probability of recavery was calculated
separately fur the weight given (o the options within each type of uncertainty by each proup of seientists. Results
showed a ranps of the mesn probability of recovery from 13% to 79%, reflecting differeat interpretations of
plausibility of each uncertainty. The discrepancy in interpretations could not be solved and no single view of the
outlook of the stock could be proposed.

5.2.7 Southemn bivefin tuna have been managed by quots among Australia, Japan and New Zealand since 1985.
The global quota was reduced several times, from 38,650 MT in the 1984-1985 season and the current quota has been
maintained at 11,750 MT since the 1989-1990 season.

5.a.8 The sequential rebuilding obsarved in young age slasses is considerad to be the combined result of benefit
of substantial reduction of fishing mortality particularly for small fish since 1982 and relatively good recruitment in
the latter half of the 1980s. This sequential rebuilding could reach to age 9 in 1994 and start contributing to recovery
of the parental biomass.

53.2.9 The catch guota and the high catch rate realized m recent years caused a substantial contraction of the
fishing seasun and area of the Tapanese longline operation. This results in an increase in the uncertzinties in relation
to CPUE interpretations.

5.6 Albacore {South)

5.h.1 The Chairman of the SCRS presented the Report of the Standing Committee on Rescarch and Statishics
relative to southern albacore,

5.b.2 An Ape-Specific Production Model (ASPM) was used to produce base-case assessments of albacore
abundance, using vatch per unit of effort (CPUE} indices far the main flests exploiting this stack. Scositivity analyses
were conducted to investigate the effect of production model selection, standardization and choice of abundance indices
and several input parameters {eg. growth model, mortality estimates and stock-recruit function).

5.b.3 Qualitatively, the results of the various analyses are very similar. The base-case ASPM indicates that MSY
is 26,600 MT and the cusrrent (1995) replacement yield is 26,500 MT. The estimate of the ratio of current biamass
to that at which MSY is achieved is 0.82. The 1995 fishing mortality rate is 119% of that needed to achieve MSY.
The results of the ASPM assessment are consistent with those presented to the Committee in earlier years althnugh
the estimate of MSY is somew]lat more optimistic.

5.b.4 Projeclions under various levels of catch froms 1997 onwards were conducted in order to evaluate the eftect
of alternative future mansgement options: constant catches of 22,000, 24,000 and 25,000 MT and a replacement yield
aption. The 19596 catch in all the projections was set to 26,000 MT (i.e. the 1995 catch).

5.b,5 The biomass teajectory under a constant annual catck of 26,000 MT declines continuously throughaut the
projection peciod. In contrast, the replacement yield and 24,000 MT constant catch options lead to relatively stable
population size trajectories. The 22,000 MT constant catch option leads to recovery beyond Byygy, by 2005.

5.b.6 During the 1994 mecting, in response to continued indications of over-sxploitation, ICCAT accepted a
Recommendation that catches of southern albacore by nations targsting this species be limited to not more than 90 %
of the average catches from 1989 to [993, This Recommendation became effective in October, 1995,

5.b.7 Taiwan has implemented magagement regulations reducing the albacore directed fishing effort in response
to the 1994 ICCAT Recommendation, The implemeatation by South Africa af ICCAT recommended regulatory
meusures for southern albacore has been hampered by poor reporting of past catches by her fleet. As a first step
Lowsardy lm}:llemeutmg the reeommended catch limit, South Africa has restricted the off-loading of albacore to certuin
ports, has increased the inspection of these off-loadings and has improved logbook reporting systems for albacore
landed by the South Africen haithoat fleet.
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6. Mensures for the Conservation of Stocks

6.a Southern bluefin tuna

6.a.1 The SCRE noted that the ICCAT statistical sysiem will continue to be important for mopitoring the fishery
for this species n the Atlanlic Ocean. While the CC3BT, established in May, 1994, has competence on the
manapement of this species as a whole in the three ocenns, ICCAT is responsible for the manapement of southern
blu:fie tuna in the Atlantic Ocean. Therefore, close collaboration should be maintained batween the (wo orpanizations
as regards stock assessments and management measures.

6.a.2 No management recommendations ware mads for southern bluefin tuna.

6.4.3 The Chair briefly summarized the report of the 2nnual meeting of the CCSET which was heid in Canberra
{Australia), Septamber 24-28, 1996, and pave the floor to the Delepate of Japen who referred to document
COM/96/35 which was presented by Mr. Morishite who attended the meeting as an ICCAT observer.

6.a.4 The observer from CCSBT, Mr. C. McGregor, informed the Panel about the agreement reached et the
mesting in Canberra.

6.a.5 The Chair referred to the nead tor ICCAT (¢ be represented at future CCSET meetings.

6.a.6 The ICCAT Executive Secretary informed the Parel that, dve to lack of funds, ICCAT had not beer nble
to send o member of the Sceretariat to the CCSBT meetings, but had asked Japan, which is a party to the CCSBT to
act as an ohserver for [CCAT.

6.a.7 The Delegate of Kores requested information on management jssues between ICCAT and CCSBT. The
Executive Seeretary responded that excellent relations had been maintnined betwesn the two Comrmissions and
infarmation had bzen exchanged.

8.h Albacore (South)

6.b.1 The Chairman of the SCRS presented the Report of the Standing Committee on Research 4nd Statjstics in
relation conservetion measures on scuthem albacors.

6.b.2 The Chair recalled the 1994 ICCAT recommendation that catches of southern albacure should be limited
during 1993 to not more than 50% of the respective average unnual catches over the period 1989 to 1993, The Chair
further noted that The current studies indicated that 90% of the average cetch over the 1589-1893 period is higher
than the sustninable yield estimated by the 1996 SCRS. Recognizing that there are many uscertsintics in the data base
for the south Atlantic albacore and that vadous recommendations have been made to rectify these prablems, it was
recommended that the SCRS conduct a stock assessment for the south stack, using the rectified data base mn 1997,
Meanwhile, it is reiterated that those countries involved in the southern albacore fishery make a concerted effort to
conlimus their management efforts.

6.0.3 The Delegate of South Africa expressed concern for the state of tha stock of southem albacare and
submitied a proposal to limit the catches of alhacore in 2 manner that would achieve MSY by the year 2003, He asked
the Panel to consider the proposal.

6.b.4 The Delegate of Japan stated that his country had no commercial interest in southern albacore catches but
he had some reservations about a seiting a Total Allowable Catch (TAC) of 22,000 MT and requested the opinion of
the other delegations.

6.1.5 The Delegate of Spain alsc expressed his reservations regarding the proposal.

6.5.6 The SCRS Chairman poted that the proposal was correct, as 22,000 MT would likely bring the stoek to
MSY by the year 2005, according o the SCRS Report. Nevertheless, in 1996, the SCRS bad not made any
recommendation to reduce catches given that the catch and effort statistics from Taiwan (which makes the most
important catches of this species) arc being revised with the aim of tocreasing the coverage rate, which is at present
very low st around 20-25%.
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6.1b.7 The observer from Taiwan stated that 4 revision of the statistics was foreseen for 1997 and that, as a result,
@ full stock assessment could he carried out during 1997. He thersfore considered it inappropriate to change the
present situation by implementing new quotas as this could be subject to change depending on the results of the 1997
stock assessment.

6.b.8 The Delegale of South Africa stated his desire that the South African proposal be maintained, as the cuich
limit of 90% of the 1985/1993 levels at the time the proposal was mude sre ot at present being upplied at present,
As 4 result, the base catches change year after year, South Africa therefore preferred a fixed vahus,

6.b.9 The Delegate of Japan stated that the catches of southern albacore by Japan were taken as by-catch, and
for this rezson they had a problem with the introduction of TACs in this fishery.

6.b.10 The Delegate of the United States accepted, in genersl, the proposal of South Africa, as it was in accord
with the SCRS Report. He proposed, however, minor modifications which were accepted by the Pansl.

6.,b.11 The Delegate of South Africa propozed some slight modifications to the text; for example, substituting
catch limit for TAC, Furthermore, he proposed that the text of the recommendation be made more specific, and that
those countries active in the fishery should be indicated. The Delegate of South Africa stated that he would report the
results of the informal bilateral consultations between South Africa and Taiwan in the near firture.

6.1.12 Following these interventions, the delepations expressed their satisfaction with the drafting of the new
proposed text, which was adopted and forwarded to the Conunission for its approval. The "Recommendation by ICCAT
on Limitation of Southern Albacore Caiches” is sttached as Annex 5-§ to the Commission Proceedings.

7. Research

7.1 The Chairman of the SCRS presented the recommendations of the Standing Committee on Research and
Statistics which refer to the improvement of the Taiwanese calch and effort statistics of albacore. This would involve
the Assistant Executive Seeratary's visiting Taiwan to assist the Taiwanese scientists. Once the revision of the statirtics
had besn completed, the SCRS should attempt to assess the siocks of southern Atlantic albacore, applying ape-specific
VPA.

8. Date and place of next Panel meeting

8.1 The next mesting of the Panel will take place at the same time and place as the next mesting of the

Cornmission

9. Other matters

9.1 There weare no other matters,

10. Adoption of the Report

10.1 The Repart of Panel 3 was adopted.

11. Adjournment

11.1 The 1996 Meeting Panel 3 wes adjonmed.



ICCAT REPORT, 19956-97 (ID

Report of the Meeting of Panel 4

1. Opening

1.1 The meeting of Panel 4 was opened by Mr. . Nomura (Japan), Chairman of (he Panel,

2. Adoption of the Agenda

2,1 The Punel reviewed and adopted the Agenda, which is atteched as Appendix 1 to Annex 7-1.

3, Election of Rapporteur

3.1 Mr., P. Moran (United States} was designated Rapporteur.

4. Review of Panel Membhbership

4.1 Papel 4 is currently comprised of 11 members: Angola, Brazil, Canads, France, Jepan, Poriugal, Republic
of Korea, Spain, United Kingdom, United States, and Venezuela, All the Panel members were present st the meeting,

4.2 No ncw applications for membership were recejved.

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics {SCRS)
5.a Bigeye tuna

5.a.1 The Chairman announced that since Pr. Z. Suzuld bad already presented the Report of the SCRS to the
Commission in Pleasry, only a brief synopsis should be provided,

5.4.2 Dr. Z. Suzuki reported that the Atlantic bigeye tuna assessment had concluded that MSY is between
60,000-70,000 MT aml noted the curzent eutch level of 100,000 MT (COM/96/23) is not sustainable.

5.4.3 There were no questions or comments regarding the Report of the SCRS relating to bigeye tuna.
5.b Swordfish
5.b.1 The Chair stated that Dr, Suzuki would address both north and south Atlantic swordfish at the same time.

5.b.2 Dr. Suzuki pointed out that the swordfish stock assessment this year was done based on all three different
stock assumptions with the emphasis oo the norih Atlantic, He noted thatl 4 preliminary snalysis on south Atlantic and
total Atlantic base scenario were also derived. Dr. Suzuki pointed ont that the total Atlantic view was unlikely to be
more optimistic than the separate north and sonth assessments,

5.h.3 Tir. Swauki stated that base case projections for the north Atlantic swordfish assessment indicated that catch
level must not exceed 10,000 MT 1n order to amrest siock decline. Although the preliminary sex-specilic assessment
indicates that a 12,000 MT catch might be acceptable, the reliability of this assessment is yet undetermined. He stated
MSY for the north Atlantic stock bas been set at 13,000 MT and noted that the current [evel of catch cannot be
sustained and reductions would be necessary.

5.b.4 Dr. Suzekd stated that in the sputh Atlantic, the preliminary assessment shows that a reduction in catch o
13,000 MT in and after 1997 i5 necessery to reach MIY,




PANEL 4

5.b.5 In response to a question by the Delegate of Canada regarding the vse of the 12,000 MT sex-specific
assessment, the SCRS Chair restated that based on base case projections, cnly a cateh at or below 10,000 MT cun
arrest the stock decline and that any higher number is not sustainable.

5.b.6 In response to a guestion from the Delepate of Spain, Dr. Suzuki clasified that the sex-specific VPA, more
biologically realistic but stiil preliminary, shows a less steep decline relating lo total mortality and hence shows a
lighter exploitation than the sex-cnmbined analyses. This explzains the difference in the projections.

5.b.7 The Spanish Delegate stated that the preliminary nature of the sex-specific YPA does not change the
passtbility that there may have been serions errars in past yeurs” assessments.

5.b.8 Dr. Suruki agreed and pointed out the similar results with the sex-specific VPA was obtained from the
analysis of the generalized production model.

5.h.9 After further requests for clarification by the United States concerning the 10,000 MT figure, the SCRS
Chair stated he had been mistaken and that 11,360 MT was the carrect amount necessary to arrest the stock decline,
while 10,000 MT was the fipire peaded to initiate & rebuilding of the stock.

3. ¢ Billfishes

5.¢.1 Dr. Suzuki noted that the corrent total Atlentic catch of blue marlin is around 4,000 MT with the current
1995 replacement yield at half that level.

5.c.2 The SCRS Chair stated thet the stack assumption, although not cenclusive, supports & single Atlantic stock
and that no conclusions had been reached regrrding siock structure. The assessment of status was based on production
mode} analysis updated this year nsing duta up o 1995 and concluded that the stock is likely to be oversaploited. He
noted that CPUE and statistics arc not as precise s for some other species. Dr. Svzuki further noted {hat a nocth
Atlantic stock assumption stilt indicated 4 leve] welt below MSY, although it gave a replacement yield that was slightly
higher than cateh level lesding fo a possible inerease in population size in the future.

5.c.3 For white marlin, Dr, Suzuki statcd that a praduction model analysis for both the north Aflantic and total
Aflantic assumptions show that corrent yield that is higher than replacement yield and that the stock is well below
MBSBY, hence decline is likely at current levels,

5.c.4 The SCRS Chair stated that sailfish and spearfish group stock assessments were made using and eastern
Atlantic and a western Atlantic stock assumption, He noted that for the west the stock was likely to be overexploited,
with a current yield of 760 MT and a current replacement yield of 600 MT. The east stack status is largely unknown
due to insufficient statistics from the mostly local and artisanal fisheries, The present catch is around 2,080 MT, but
he noted that CPUE and cateh statisties must be improved,

5.¢c.5 The Delagate of the United States, referring to-the Third Billfisl Werkshop Recommendation tegarding
the use of steel leaders, asked the SCRS Chairman if there were benefits to the use of monofilament leaders to
increase the survivel rates of shark and billfish, He also noled that sharks would be discussed by CITES in the coming
Vears.

5.6.6 Dr. Suzuki stated that there was some indication that the use of monofilament leaders probably increases
the survival mate of hooked fsh over that of steel Jeaders when released. He noted ¢hat this applies as well to tagged
fish und that mopnofifament usage was likely to decrease pressure on these species.

5.c.7 The Delegate of the United States asked Dr. Suzuki how difficult it would be, in response to the U.S.
propased recommendation, for the SCRS next year to determine the levels of mortality necessary to return billfish
to MSY in ten and in fifteen years,

5.¢.8 In response to the question of the U.5. Delegate, Dr. Suzuki stated that a simple projection to answer this
question conld be made, but pointed out that the relishility of such numbers would he questionable and thal more
information was needed.

5.c.9 The Delegate of the United States asked what fiectors regarding relinbility would need to be examined. Dr.
Suzuki responded that the assessment is still quite primitive, He stated thet exact catch (including catch and release)
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statistics are needed. He pointed out that the CPUE index series is uncertain and needs improvement due to the fuct
that billfish are the mou-targeted species for (ke lopgline fishery and the coastal nature of the recreational billfish
fishery, He also noted that ape-specific or sex-specific information might be valuable, but has mot yet been
incarporated into the study.

5.d Atlantic bonito / (Mher spacies

3.d.1 Dr, Suzuki stated that there was & genaral lack of information for the ten species in this category &nd noted
that five specics make up approximately 85% of the small tuna cateh. He cited a relatively siable catch of around
138,000 MT from 1989 to 1991, stating that some of the declining trend may be due to problems with coverage of
reporting. He further stated that a stock status pssessment was impossible, but noted that most species have a fairly
restricted migration and/or distribution compared to other tuina and that therefore measurss could be taken at the
regional Jevel (such as has been done in the Gulf of Mexica).

6. Measures for the Conservation of Stocks
¢.a Bigeye tuna

6.0.1 Dr. Z, Suzuki cited the production model analysis and the virtual population apalysis and strongly
recommended 4 reduction in catch level to MSY. He also stressed the yield-per-recruit apalysis und spawning stock
analysis which demonstrate that adherence to the 3.2 kilogram minimum size limit is vssential for stock manegement.

6.a.2 The Delegate of Japan expressed grave concern over continued increases in catches of juvenile fish and
theit adverse effects oo stocks, and stressed the urgent need for regulating the use of Fish Aggregating Devices (FAD)
which caused increased juvenile catch. He also expressed regret over the revision of the catch statistics from Taiwan
reported in the SCRS Report, noting larps inereases in the figures for 1991 (more than a fifteen fold increase) and
1992 (more than doubled). He distributed and outlined a Draft Resolution oa catch levels and minimum size limitations
for both bigeye and yellowfin tunas (Appendix 5 to Annex 7-1).

6.2.3 The Chair noted that since Japan had specifically identified Taiwan, they would be given the opportunity
to respond, despite their observer status,

6.a.4 The Delegate of France called for the implementation of SCRS Recommendations trom previous years and
stated that a fishing cap might be considered to address immediate issues in the bigeye fishery. He stated that JCCAT
shonld ot take measures that are not based cn a minimum scientific knowledge and outlined a number of medium
ard long term steps (including the proposed SCRS Rigeye Year Program) to nchieve this goal. A French Draft
Recommendation on Bigeye was distributed (Appendix 6 to Annex 7-1J.

6.a.5 The Delegate. of Venezuela supported the statements of France and pointed cut that scientific information
on the effects of time and area closures and FADs for tropical surface fishing is incomplcte. He stated that ICCAT
should adopt mensures that ars not limited to surface fishing and that Japan's Draft Recommendation could
diseriminate against the surface fishing operations, while the impact of lengline fisheries on the spawning popnlution
remains unknowr.

6.a.6 The Delegate of Spain supported the glatements of France and Venezuela regarding scientific uncertainty
and expressed o preference for the Draft Recommendation of France. He indicated that Spain had reduced fishing
cansistent with the 1955 Recommendations and that some other longline nations may not have implemented the second
part of the Recommendation. Spain supports the application of the recommendations of the 1985 SCRS and carrying
out additional research,

6.4,7 In response {o the statements of Japan, the Observer from Taiwan stated that fish caught in the early 1990s
hy Taiwanese longliners was frozen and shipped directly to Japen, Those longline catches were not reported ta the
Taiwan Fisheries Authority regularly because catch reports were made by trade apencics, not hy the vessels
themselves, He noted that the Taiwan Fisheries Authority was checking the logbooks and Fishery Radio Station
Reports, and found these catch discrepancies. The Taiwan Fisheries Authority urged these vessels to resubmit their
catch, and updated thesc catch date of 1991 and 1992. The 1990 catch was also checked, possibly because the
Taiwanese longline fishary started from 1990 in the Atlantic.
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6.4.8 The Delegate of Portugal supporied the Draft Resolution of Tapan and the necessity for strong measures,
but stated that the implications of the productian model were not clear regarding the over-exploitation level, He also
expressed cancern over the fact that previous landings have not stopped the increasing trend in landings.

6.2.9 The Delegate af the United States agked D, Z, Suzuki to report an the result of last year’s Rasolution that
the 8CRS develop specific proposals regarding the use of FADs. Dr. Snzki outlined three of the options discussed
(ineluding time/area closures, banning artificial FADs and penalties for exceeding the minimum size limit), but stated
that nene were adopted due to a lack of understandiog of FAD operations.

6.8.30 In response to u request by the Unpited States for clapification on paragraph 4 of their proposal, the
Delegate from Japan stated that it referred to the mumber of operstions using FADs which catse a problem with
minimum size ligutations. '

6.a,11 The Delegate of Canada expressed support for the concept expressed in the Draft Resolution proposed
by Japan, bul questivned the vigbility of paragraph 4, Japan responded that the SCRS Report indicates thal
approximately 30% of the purse seiners use FADg and therefore the totsl number can be estimated.

6.8.12 The observer from Mexico advised the Panel of a similar situation in the eastern Paciftc with the use of
FADs. He stated that ICCAT should be particulariy aware of the problem of discards and that, in the Pacific Ocean,
until now FADs have been ineffective for agpregating adult fish., Therefore FAD numbers should be limited in
ICCAT.

6.2.13 The Delegate of France noted that informal consultations between Japan, Spain and France regarding their
draft Resolutions bad resulted in 8 new document which bad been distributed. Hea stated that Franve recognized the
need for scientific research on bigeye and yellowfin tunas. He noted that they had prapased a scientific observer
program, covering 25 % of purse seiners and 5 % of other vessels. He stated that purse seiners would have an increased
perceatage of observers and interviews with captains. He further noted that this proposal would be implemented for
1997 with reporting at the 1957 ICCAT meeting so that recommendations (particularly regaeding FADS) can be made
buted on the results,

6.1.14 The Delegate of Japan stated that the new proposal was unacceptable because it addressed all gear types
equally, He stated that it should specifically address restrictions on the use of FADs.

6.a,15 The Delepate of France stated that France was attempting to collect as much information a5 possible from
all gears and this is why it was not viable 1o address only purse seiners, He noted that the problem was not lirnited
ta juveniles and that ICCAT must collest all the available information for all types of fsheries.

6.0, 16 The Chair stated that he thought that Japan was not denying the value of collecting information from all
pesars, but that they wanted more amphasis on purse seiners.

6.1.17 The Delegate of Spain suppested that further consultations take place to determine the viability of the new
proposal. He stated that Spain does not agres wilh the Japanase statement regarding n priority on any single gear type.
The most information possible should be collected oo all the aspects of the fishery, in accordanes with the SCRS
Reaport.

6.u.18B As a result of these comsultations, a second revision to the Recommendation relative to bipeye and
yellowfin tunas was made. The Chair noted that this Recommendation had heen adepted by Panel 1 and recommended
that it be adopted by Panel 4,

6.2.19 The "Recommendaiion on Bigeye and Yellowfin Tunux" was adopted by Panel 4 and forwarded to the
Commission for its consideration (attached as Annex 5-1 to the Commission Proceedings),

6.0 Swordfish

6.b.1 The Delegate of Canada presented a statement (Appendix 7 to Annex 7.1) and also circulated a Dralt
Recommendation for Manegement of Atlantic Swordfish {Appendix 8 to Annex 7-1) for narth and south Atlantic
swordfish., He expressed dissppointment over ICCAT's history on this stecle and wrged action on this and the southern
stock.



ICCAT REPORT, 199&6-97 (1)

6.1.2 The Delegate of Spain agreed that immediate action was necessary and farther cited the actions of
Contracting and non-Contracting Parties in contributing to the problem. He stated that a two year TAC should be
set considering the predictions of the sex-specific VPA and that the Compliance Commitive and the Permanent
Working Group shauld work to resolve issues of non-compliance by Contracting and non-Contracting Parties. He also
stated that the figure proposed by Spain was 24,000 MT for the two year period,

6.b.3 The Delegate of the United States suggested that the first step to arrest the decline in stock ahundance by
introducing a TAC of 11,360 MT for each of the next two years. He stated that overages und underages would be
subtructed or added from the second year allocatien based on shares as sel last year.

6.b.4 The Delepate of Japan expressed concern that the large reduction suggested by the SCRS could adversely
affect Japanese bigeye aperatians as all swordfish caught by Japan is by-catch. He stated that given the special
situation of Japan in this fishery, they wished to carry over unused quota from 1894 and (995 {0 any 1997 and 1998
TAC.

6.b.5 The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported the Canadian proposal, stating that the U.S. Gigure was
unaceeptable as it did not apply the precautionary approach. However, the Delegate of Spain (in support of their own
proposal} stated that the Canadian figure wis unacceptable as age/sex issues have not been adequately dealt with.

6.b.6 The Chair pointed out that since the proposed figures for TAC differed und since it was not clear whether
the Japanass proposal was acceptable, no progress bad besn made on the issue of north Atlantic swordfish. He then
opened the discussion on south Atlantic swordfish.

6.b.7 Brazil and Uruguay (an observer to the Panel) distributed and read a statsment regarding swordfish in the
south Atlantic (Appendix 9 to Annex 7-1).

6.b.8 The Delegate of Spain stated that the informaton for the south was less complete than for the north and
supported the implementation of the recommendalions of the Commission in this respect and establishiag a TAC in
1997, with distribution of the TAC ta be set this year; Spain also supported the current repulations remaining in place.
He also emphasized the need to collect catch and trade dats of non-Cozlracting Partics,

6.0.9 The Delegate of Canade pointed out thai the change of the north/south boundary has an impact on stock
assessment and management and that mixing issues are similar to the case of bluefin tuna of the east and west Atlantic.
He stated that measures implementing the precauttonary approach shouild be taken immediately with a 13,000 MT
TAC distributed on & country share basis for the sonth Atlantic.

6.b.10 The Delegate of Japan supported the distribution a.ud TAC proposal suggested by Spein. He called on
Spain and Umnguay to reduce catches given their high increases in recent years.

6.b.11 In response to the statement of Japan, the Delegute from Uruguay observed that the increases of both
countries were not comparable, and pointed out that her country had a smali fleet which aperated in its EEZ, and that
notwithstanding, Urnguay had taken legal measures to impose a cateh limit on this species.

f.b.12 Expressing support for the statement of Urmuguay, the Delegste of Spain noted that it has taken the
appropriate measures to deal with its hiph catch from last year,

6.b.13 As a result of further consultations, 4 pew Druft Recommendation for nerthern swordfish was distributed
(Doe 39-A). The Chair noted that this draft reflected cunsensus among the contact group and askad for comments.

6.b.14 Dr. P. Miyake inquired sbout the status of the old sizé limit-Recommendation, in case the proposed
Recommendation is adopted. He suggested that the following wording he added to Doc 3%-A: "This new
Recommendation will pot have any effect on the cursent regulations on the size limit of swardfish. " He further pointed
out that the current repulation referred ta swordfish in beth the north and south Atlantic,

6.b.15 This proposed “Recommendation Regarding North Aedantic Swordfish Catch QOuatas for 1897, 1998 and

1999" was adopted with the supgested smendment of Dr. Miyake, and forwarded to the Commission for its
consideration (attached as Annex 5-7 to the Proceedings. :
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6.b.16 The Chair stated that despite further comsultations regarding southern swordfish, no compromise wes
reached due to disapreement on whether or not the percentage guota.shares should be agréed- upon this year.
Ewmphasiziag that abseoce of sny conservation measure would be unaceeptable, he proposed that an inter-sessional
meeting be convened next year, which should be announced by the Secretariat, afiec consultation with all the
Contracting Parties fishing swordfish in the South Atlantic, and that the current regulations (which expire at the end
of 1998) be continued for 1997, S

6.b.17 Dr. Miyake pointed out that any recommendation would have to wait for at least six momnths after
transmittal to Contracting Parties for it to become binding, aceording to Article VIII of the Convention. Therefore,
it might be wise to incorporate 4 provision, as in the case of the bluefin Recormmendation, which would encourage
the Contracting Parties to implement the regulation without waiting until the end of the grace period.

6.b,18 The Chair noted that, if it was acceptable to the Pansl, perhaps a clause could be inserted 50 that no grece
period would be required.

6.5.19 The Panel observer from Uruguay poled {hal her country (as stated last year) could not agree with this
proposal of extension of the 1996 regulatory measure, as a 200 MT ecatch limit, which would be required of her
country under the current regulation, was unduly restrictive.

6.b.20 The Chair stated that saomething must bz done to address the stock and mads a persopal plea thal a
responsible approach ba taken hy all Contracting Parties. . -

6.b.21 The obsarver from Urupnay agreed that a responsible approach was necessary and noted that domestic
steps had been taken to halt future increases, but she stated that Uruguay shovld be exempted from this regulation.

6.9.22 The Chair asked why an exceplion was necessary if Uruguay would aot be increasing its cateh,

6.0.23 The observer from Urugunay responded that Urnguay was slightly over the 260 MT limit last year and
expected to he over apain this year, She repeated that this limit was unduly restrictive and observed that the year in
which this recommendation was drafted, Uruguay had expressed its disagreement, at the meeting, and later in
correspondence. She also nated that Urnguay had already issued its fishing licenses when this was adopted last year.

6.h.24 The Delegates of the United States and Cunada both expressed strong suppart for the Chair's proposal
and the removal of the six-month "safety net” clause.

6.h.25 In response to the statement of the observer from Urupuay that the measures were ineffective last year,
the Chair noted that Uruguay had the legal right under the Convention to object to a recommendation by the
Commissian. He noted, hawever, that such an ohjection by Uruguay could lead to other Contracting Parties sesking
the same treatment and stated that tha Panel and ICCAT were relying on Uruguay's good will in this matter.

6.h.26 The Delegate of the United States urged Urugusy to accept the consensus in support of the
Recommendation and ta not lodge an ohjsction under the Convention. He stated that this would set a bad precedent
and create a dangerous situation for ICCAT.

6.h.27 The observer from Umgnay asked if the decision of ICCAT could be observed by all the Contracting
Parties, noting that Uraguay’s catches are at half the historic levels. She further pointed out that the joint statement
by Urupuay and Brazil reflected and emphasized their concern over shifting effort from the north Atlantic.

6.b.28 The Chair noted that the joint statement by Brazil and the observer of Urnguay would be attached to the
Report of this Panel (Appendix 9 to Annex 7-1).

6.b.29 The Delegate of Brazil noted the difficulty of the negotiations on this stock and then read a statement
regarding the nilocation of catch for south Atlantic swordfish (stiached as Appendix 10 to Annex 7-1).

6.5.30 The Chair noted the frustration and forward-looking attitude of Brazil end the abserver from Uruguay.
Regarding the proposed inter-sessional meeting, the Chair stated that it could be set up informally or formully, and
strongly suggested that the proposed Recommendation be adopted far the meantime,

6.5.31 The observer from Iceland supported the statement by Brazil, noting that it was in line with Arlicle 116
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of the U.N. Law of the See and the U.N. Agrecment on Straddling Fish Stock &nd Highly Migratory Fish Stocks.
He stated that the Northeast Atlantic Fisheries Commission (NEAFC) has made Recommendations similar 1o those
supgested by Brazil.

6.b.32 The Chair then summarized his proposal that an inter-sessional roeeting be beld on this issue, und that
the current regulations on cateh level and sminimum size he continued for 1997, with appropriate date chanpes, This
proposal was adopted and forwarded to the Commission for its consideration. {The "Recommendution by ICCAT for
an Extansion of the Sowrh Atlantic Swordfish Management Measures ™ is attached as Annex 5-8 to the Commission
Proceedings,

O.c Billfishes

6.c.1 Dr. Suzuki stated that the SCRS Recommendation was the same for blue marlin, white marlin, sailfish and
spearfish. As for lusl yesr, no special management measeres were recommended, but Contracting Parties were asked
to steangly encourage their fishers to release any live non-targeted billfishes,

6.c.2 The Delegate of the United States noted thet the U, 8. proposed Resclution (ses para. 5.c.7) recommended
the phasing in of monofilament leaders und the phasing out of steel leaders.

5,c.3 The Delegate of Japan noted that they had implemented 2 tag and release program, expunding and
stréngthening it starling this season with 76 fish tagged thus far, and distribuied an information paper oo the results
of the program. He expressed concern over the proposed Resolution of the United States and steted that further
discugsion of this would be necessary.

6.c.4 The Korean Delegale stated that they have a few longliners operating in this area with some incidental
billfish cateh, He expressed concern that, although some of their fishermen still use steel leaders due to financial
cansiderations, it would he difficult to force a chanpe to monafilament,

6.c.5 The Delegate of Braxil stated that he had diffienlty with the U.8. proposal because information on the rate
of survival is uncertain and the impacts cn fishing operations #re not yet understood. He noted that last year a
Resolution for voluntzary release in the longiine fishery wes adopted and that perhaps they could accept the U.S5.
propasal if it were voluntary.

6.0.6 The Delegate of the United Kingdom stated that Bermuda was involved in this fishery and expressed support
for the 11,5, proposed Resalution.

@.c.7 The Delepate af Spain supported the statement of Brazil and stated that the U.S. proposal was premature,
He noted that Spain had recommended release (and some tagging) to its Aflantic longline fleet in 1995 and stated that
voluntary tag snd release efforts should be intensified to tmprove information.

6.c.8 The Delegate of the U.S, stated that imumediate action was warranted and poisted out that the U.S. proposal
is n Resolution and not & binding Recommencdation.

6.¢.9 The Chuir noted that as there were no strong chjections to the intent of the U. S, proposal, the United States
and other interested parties should consult regarding secoptable wordog.

6.c.10 As a result of these consultations, a new deaft of the 11,8, proposal {Doc 33-A) was circutated.

6.¢,11 Since the proposed SCRS assessment was alto objected to by certnin delegates, the Delegate of the United
States noted that item 4 in the old draft (which requested the SCRS to assess the billfish stocks and establish a billfish
recovery plan) had been deleted from the proposal and item 3 had been slightly amended. He expressed disappeintment
over the removal of SCRS assessment provisions, stating that the stock is in bed shape and that action i{s necessary.

6.c.12 The Chair received no dissenting comments on the U.S. propossl as amended, and thus the "Resalurion

for Billfish" was then adopted by the Panel and forwarded to the Commissien for its consideration (attached as Annex
5-9 to the Procesdings.
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6.4 Arlantic boniro / Other species

6.d.1 Dr. Sumki noted that no management messurcs had been recommended for small tona stocks

7. Research
7.a Bipeye rung

7.a.! Dr. Suzuki noted that if the proposal of France and Japan were adopted, 4 number of issues would have
1o be addressed. Given the immediate need for the research, detriled methodology and a sampling scheme would have
to be established immediately, He expressed concern regarding the diffienity of such a task, stating that perhaps it
could be done through correspondence or a small workshop. He further pointed out that a Jarge level of cooperation
would he necessary from fishermen and captains due to the level of desired detail. He asked that Contracting Parties
assist in thess efforts if they become necessary.

7.2.2 Regarding research, Dr. Suzuld briefly outlined the proposed Bigeye Year Program. He stated that although
the Program would cost approximately $2.2 million, the imporisnce of the species regarding catch size and the
perecntage of product going to the sashimi market warmants the expense.

7.8.3 In response $o & question from the Delegate of Jspan reparding research needs that should be specifically
addressed by the SCRS, Dr. Suzuki pointed out that restricting juvenile fish catch is of primary importance due fo
its high impact on the spawning stock.

7.a.4 Although there was gencral support far its goals, many of the members of Punel 4 expressed grave concern

reparding the proposed budget of the Rigeye Year Program. It was gencrally apreed that the cost would have (o be
scaled down and that the Program would have to be considered in context, given the many other prioritics of ICCAT.

7.0.5 The Delegate of France stated that scientific progress was necessary for manngsment. The Delepates of
France and Spain also pointed cut the need to evaluate all fisheries with respect to size selectivity and stock
productivity. The Delegate of Spain pointed out that no matter which methad is adopted, scientific information must
be gathered.

A b Swordfish

7.b.1 The SCRS Chair noted the need to continue improvement particularly in sex-specific research, stating that
the growth curve for this is still under development. He also emphasized the need for reanalysis of stock structure
issues and the CPUE index und called for increased datu from the south.

7.b.2 No comments were offered on the statement of Dr. Suzuki.

7.c Bilifishes

7.c.1 Dr. Suzuki stated that research regarding survival rate at release wag the priority research issue for billfish.
He also noted that information was needed on age and growth by sex for the stacks in gueston.

7.d Atlantic bonite / Other species

7.d.1 Dr. Suzuki asked that Contracting Parties involved in this fishery assist in attempts o fmprove basic
information on small funa stocks (particularly regarding cateh, effort and size) and that they [ill ont the basic
questionnaire which had been circulated.

8. Date and place of next Panel Meeting

8.1 The Chair noted that the next meeting of Panel 4 would be held at the same time and place as the next
Commission mesting,
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2. Other matters

9_[. No other matters were rugsed,

10. Adoption of Report

10.1 The Report of Panel 4 was adopted.

11. Adjournmeat

11.1 The 1996 meeting of Panel was adjourned.
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Appendix 2 to Annex 7-1

STATEMENT RY ICELAND ON EASTERN BLUEFIN TUNA
{attached to Report of Fanel 2)

The teason T ask for the floor is twofold: Firsily {o inform the meeting of a research fishery for hluefn tuna
that took place within Icelandic EEZ this autumn and secondly to remind the Members of the Commission of their
duty towards Iceland as a cosstal state and a state whase economy is overwhelmingly dependant on the exploitaticn
of living marine regources.

First, T would like to inform the mesting that this autumn a research fishery for biuefin took place within the
Icelandic EEZ. This was done in accordance with 2 research plan of the Marine Research Institute of Iceland (MRI)
that permitted two Japanese veseels to fish in the waters from 1 August until 15 October under the guidences of the
Institute. The two vessels were fishing from Japanese quotn and were subject to Japansse law in respect of
management, including regulations on reporting of catches, but subject to Jeelandic legisiation as to the conduct of
the fishery within the Tcelundic EEZ. The final report of this research will be made available to ICCAT when finally
prepared hy the MRI. It will show us that mature fish were caught in some quantities inside the Teelandic EEZ, with
an average length well above Z metres,

Secondly, T would like to remind the Commission that Ieeland as a coastal state in respect of the east Atlantic

bluefin stock and a state whose economy is overwhelmingly dependant on the exploitation of the living marine
resources has certain interests in this stock, as well as rights, in secordance with intemnational law.
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Therefors, the Commission should, in its work, fully take into account that the rights of those who have been
fishing for the stock on the high seas and elsewhers are subject to these rights and interests of Iesland, as well as of
the rights and interests of other constal states, of courss. This should be done in respect of the immediate future, i.e.
1997 manugemsnt, as well as in respect of long term management.

Regarding the next year's management of the TAC decided by the Commission for this stock shall not be
stratched so much to its limits that together with a rafional quata of Ieelend for few vessels conducting a research
fishery in June and July next year will have harmful effect on the stock.

Regarding the long term management, the Commission shoujd take into account that thase states now fishing
for the stock have no rights to continue the over harvesting of the stock and thus to deprive the Coastal States of the
futurs sconomic benefit of harvesting this resource.

Appendix 3 to Annex 7-1

STATEMENT BY JAFAN IN RELATION TO RECOMMENDATIONS
ADOFTED FOR BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE MEDITERRANEAN
{(uttached o Repord of Pane] 2)

Japan appreciates the will of the purse seining Contracting Parties to prohibit this fishery during the period of
I to 31 August and to prohibit the use of reroplanes and helicopters in support of fishing operations in the month of
June, Jap[an understands these measures are aimed at the reduction of the cateh of juveniles. While JTapan hoped for
a longer period of prohibition, wa understand that social and economic factors must be taken into account.

With regards to the spawning stocks, a prohibitioa of longline cperations ta the Mediterranean theough June and
July has hzen in place for some years, white purse seiners continue to tarpet these spawning stocks, It s increasinply
more difficult for the Government of Jepan to explain convincingly explrin to its fishermen the resson they must
comply with this prohibition on longline operations, while purse seiners continue to catch and export these giant
bluefin tunas to Japan.

The sincere wish af the Japanase Delegation is to allow JTapanese longliners access, to ano extent permissible from
a conservation point of view, to spawning stocks during a limited time in June during the spawning season now totally
open to purse seiners. Although we were not able to gain the understanding of other delegations at this mesting, we
continue to believe that this is an issue that needs to be addressed, and would like to pursue the possibility for that
fishing opportunity at the oext ICCAT Meehng,

Appendix 4 1o Annex 7-1

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATED CONCERNING CATCHES
OF UNDER-SIZED BLUEFIN TUNA
(attached {o Report of Paael 2)

The United Stales cootinues to express serions concern about the high levels of catch of small juvenile bluefin
in the eastern Atluntic and Mediterranenn Sea, Tie U.S. notes that the SCRS has fguad "that catches of age O fish
are still very high and considerably under-estimated”. Moreaver, the SCRS has concluded that there is no adherence
to the regulation prohibiting the landing of fish under 1.8 lcg. ' '

The 1,8, is pleased with the newly developed recommendation to prohibit the landing and sale of bluefin under
1.8 kg. But these measures are not sufficient to solve the problem. The U.8. urges that the Contracting Parties fishing
in the eastern Aflantic and Mediterranean take all necessary steps to implement domestic measures to effectuate these
secommendations, as soom as is practicable,

The 1.8, urges the ICCAT Secretariat to potify non-Contracting Parties fishing in the eastern Atlanfic and
Mediterranean regarding the new recommendations to elimipate the landing and sale of these under-sized fish.
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Appendix 5 to Annex 7-1

DRAFT RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY JAPAN
ON BIGEYE TUNA AND YELLOWFIN TUNA
{attached to Report of Panel 4)

NOTING that the increase in the cateh of smali fish, which was brought abont by the equatorial baitboat fleet
und by the intensive operations on small fish associated with fish aggregating devices (FADs) by ke purse seine
fisheries, will lead to a reduction in yield per recruit;

EXPRESSING CONCERN that despite the minimum size regulation of 3.2 kg in effect since 1572 for bigeye
tuna and since 1973 for yellowfin tuna, it has been clear that the equatorial surface fleets (baithoat and purse seine)
continue to land & large quantity of juvenile bigeye tuna and yellowlin tuna less than 3.2 kg, and that about 70% of
the tots]l munber of higeye tuna and 50% of yeliowfin tuna caught in 1995 was below the minimum size;

RECOGNIZING that for bigeye tuna the SCRS strongly recommended reducing the catch to lavels below MSY
and that this overall reduction in eatch must be accompanied by a reduction in the cateh of small fish;

THE ICCAT RESOLVES THAT

1. Each Contracting Party shall take appropriate measures including restrictions on the usa of FABDs ta observe
the catch limit for small hipeye and yellowfin tunas by 1999,

2. The Commission will consider, nt its repular meeting in 1997, the introduction of time-area closure for
tropical surface fisheries to facilitate the undertaking described in paragraph 1 above.

3 1f measures described in paragraph 1 above are not accomplished by any of the Contructing Parties by 1999
for uny of the species mentioned in paragraph 1 abovs, the catch of those species in 2001 by such
Contracting Parties shall be reduced by 50% from that of 1995. In case a caich limit has been established

_ by the Commission by 2001, the reduction of the catch shall be undertaken from the catch limit instead of
the catch of 19%5.

4. In any case, the number of operations using FADs shalt not be increased from the level of 1995,

Appendix 6 1o Annex 7-1

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION PROPOSED BY FRANCE
ON BIGEYE PROPOSED BY FRANCE
(attached to Report of Pagel 4)

NOTING (he magagement recommendations and associsted resolutions adopted by ICCAT for the conservation
of tunas and related species in the Atlantic (COM/96/26);
NOTING the report of the Standing Committes on Research and Statistics (SCRS) of ICCAT (COM/86/25);

NOTING the management and research recommendations proposed to the Commission by the SCRS, particulacly
thoss relating to bigaye;

NOTING TQ NEED TO IMPROVE the scientific information on bipeye tuna and on the effects of the use of
FADs as a fishing technique;

CONVINCED of the urgent need to improve knowledpe and obtain a scientific basis for these subjects;
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AWARE of the danger that the high jncrease in catches of bigeye tuna ohserved since 1990 by longliners, putse
seiners and baithoats, could preseat te the stock of Atlantic bigeye tuna;

DETERMINED to do everything possible to acquire, as quickly as possible, this scieatific basis, indispensable
to the knowledge and good management of this stock which is of the greatest economic importance, particularly for
longline fleets;

EQUALLY DETERMINELD ta adapt sdequate, applicable and efficient management measures which will be
proposed by the S3CRS on the basis of this fundamental and indispensable scientific information;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS RECOMMENDS:

that the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP), attached as Appendix 9 to the above-mentioned Report of the
SCRS be adopted;

that everything possible be dong (o establish 2 program of scientific research to be effectively carried out
as saon as possible;

that, with the wim of rapidly acquiring initial information:
a) hefore 30 June 1987, by means of interviews with Captains of vessels which use FADs, the time-ares
strata(s) with which juvenile bigeye tunas may be associated, can be determined, particularly those

associated with FADs:

b) that information of a biological nature be gethered in relation to the catches of longliners and baitboats
targeting bigaye;

that the arganization and financial coordination of the BETYP be delegated to the STACFAD of ICCAT;
that STACFAD be convened to this effect during the moath of January 1897;

that the [CCAT Bxecutive Secratary direct and cocrdinate the preparations, implementatior and monitoring
of the BETYP and to periodically sccount to the Commission for the execution of this mandate and the
development of operations.

Meanwhile, as & precautinnary measure and copservation measure:

a) that the total annual catehes of bigeye in the Atlantic be reduced to 70,000 MT during the duration of
the BETYP;

b) that member States concemed be requested to take adequate measures with regard to the fishery carred
out by their vessels using FADs in the areas so determined;

that previous recommendations bavning the catch and landing of bigeye tuna of less than 3.2 kg, subject
to a tolerance level of 15 % in numhes of fish landed, be recalled and confirmed.

Appendix 7 to Annex 7-1

STATEMENT BY CANADA ON §WORDFISH
(attucked to Report of Panel 4)

Mr. Chairman:
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Canadn has circulated a recommendation with respect to management measures for swordfish, Last yeur Canads
made a similar proposal to implement effective management measures designed to reduce overall swordfish catches
in the north Atlantic o the replacement yield level. At that time, the level was estimated to be about 10,000 MT in
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1996, Wea also proposed that effective management measures be adopted for the south Atjantic so that catches not be
increased beyond the 1992 level of 12,210 MT as recommended by the SCRS. Our cbjective was to reverse the
evident decline in stacks so that we eould begin to rebuild.

As you may recall, that proposal was not endorsed. Our record of performance in hesding the advice of our
sclentists on these stocks s difficult to justify.

In 1990, SCRS noted its concern abost the general increasing trends in fishing mortality. At that time, they said
that the present yield could not be maintained over the long-term without eitber a decrease in fishing mortality or a
coatinued increase in recruitment, which was unlikely. While some basic measures were introduced, they were
imadequate to halt the decline of the stock.

More measures were recommended in 1993, The stock continued to decline. In 1994, the SCRS advised us that
the replacement yield in 1995 for the north Atlantic stock would be about 12,000 MT. We adopted measures for 1995
intended to bring calches down to the 15,000 MT range. However, catches were well over 15,000 MT. For 1996,
we gdopted measures that are supposed to bring these catches down further to the 14,000 MT range.

The SCRS has again this year given us very specific advice for both the naith and south Atlantic stocks. We
understand that of all the assessments the SCRS conducts, the north Atlantic swordfish assessment is one they feel
most coafident about,

Canada cannot understand why this Commission has been ugable to heed the advice of our scientists und take
the necessary decisions in the past to half the decline of these stacks.

"Ihis year the SCRS is advising that north Atlantic catches shonld he less than 10,000 MT. They also state, quite
clearly, that in order ta allow for inerease in stock biomass, the level of barvest needs 1o be immediately reduced
below the level of replacement yield. By delaying adequale aclions, even more restrictive metsures will be required
in the fuiure - assuming our delays do not first result in stock collapse.

The SCRS has also expressed concern aboul {he stock status in the south Atlantie. The 1996 catches to date are
the highest on record. Current levels of harvest are not sustainable. They clearly state that if the Commission intends
to keep the stock in a healthy condition, harvest Jevels must be reduced. Tf we delay, more restrictive measures will
be needed in the futurs, We have a chance here not {0 repeat the mistakes made in the north — we can yuickly return
to levels that support MSY if we act now,

Preliminary analyses indicate that fishing at Fyyg, would quickly restors the assumed south Atluntic stock to MSY
levels, and that this would require substantial reductions fo around 13,000 MT or less in 1997 and thereafter.

You may recall that at the final Plenary Session [ast year and during the Compliance Committee this year, the
Chairman of the SCRS expressed concern that the management recommendations of the 8CRS for several stocks, had
repeatedly been ignored by the Commission, He expressed grave concern that failure to adopt, in a timely mamer,
its management recommmendations would result in painful saerifices in the near future. He vnded his statement by
urging the Commission to place more cmphasis on the conservation of the stocks as recommended by the SCRS.

It is clear to Canada, Mr. Chairman, that for both these stocks we cannot continue to jgnore our scientific
advice. We cannol continue to selectively adopt the extreme range of scientific advice that favor continued harvesting,
while ignoring the overwhelming weight of opinion that pouints to the need for yestrictions. We all know that by
reducing available catch levels our fishermen will bave less fish to catch in the short-term. However, failure to act
will result in even more severe impacts, when stocks collapse entirely,

It is clear that we are chasing the catch levels down to zero. Our measures are always too modest, or too iate
tp reverse declines and begin rebuilding. The consequences of this lack of resolve to take the bold step that is required

is very clear - stock collapse, and disruption to all wha depend upon this resource.

T urge your favorable support for Canada’s recommendation to seize the opportunity to prevent that cutcome
by acting mow. -
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Appendix 8 to Annex 7-1

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION BY CANADA
FOR MANAGEMENT OF ATLANTIC SWORDFISH
{attached to Report of Panel 4)

WHEREAS the objective of ICCAT is to cooperate in maintaining the populations of tuna and tuna-like species
at levels which will permit the maximum sustainable catch;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT that the SCRS projections for the assumed north Atlantic stock indicate that the
1995 catch and anticipated 1996 catch Jevels are not sustainable and thers is a 90% probability of radical reduction
by the y2ar 2000 if catches are not reduced;

BEING AWARE that fishing at quata levels agreed to at the 1995 Commission mesting for the assumed north
Atlantic stock is projected to result in further stock declines since these levels are considerably above projected
replacement yields;

RECOCNIZING that the fatlore to achieve sufficient averall reductions in fishing mortality since 1991 has
resulted in the meed for more severe reductions now and in the future to achieve recovery of the assumed north
Atlantic stock;

NOTING the SCRS states that in order to arrest the declining trend in the north Atlantic stock, the analyses
penerally suggest that catches should not exceed about 10,000 MT;

AND NOTING that the SCRS is also seriously concerned ahout the stock status in the south Adluntic, and when
boundaries are uncertain, as they are in the case of swordfish, it is important to implement complementary action on
bath sides of the assumed boundary,

GIVEN that the results of the preliminary analysis of the assumed south Atlantic stock indicate that current levels
of harvest are not sustainable and that fishing at Fyyq, would quickly restore the stock to MSY levels und that this
would require substantial reductions in catch in 1997 and thereafter (to around 13,000 MT);

THE COMMISSION RECOMMENDS:

2) the overdll catch of the assumed north Atlantic stock be set af 10,000 MT for 1997 1998 and 1999 to be
divided up a5 agresd during the 1995 Commission meeting;

b) the overall catch of the assumed south Atlantic stock be set at 13,000 MT for 1997, 1998 and 1955; '
) existing recommendations, adopted at the 1990 and 1995 Commission meetings, regarding minimum fish
size and tolerances remain in effect.

Appendix 9 to Annex 71

STATEMENT BY BRAZIL. AND URUGUAY
ON SWORDTISH IN THE SOUTH ATLANTIC
{attached to Report of Panel 4)

In recent years, the SCRS has expressed concern zbout the continuous increase in swordfish catches in the south
AHantic and the declining trends in the abundance indices, In 1994, it recommended the adoption of specific measures
to halt future incresses in catches, by comectly adopting a precautionary approach for the conservation and
management of the fisheries for this species in the south Aflantic.

While the majority of the counimes have complied with this recommendation, maintaining their catches at
reasonable levels, some countries with important fAsheries continued increasing their catches. As a result, reporied
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catches in 1995 were almost 15% mare than those of 1994, and there nre indications that the estimates for 1996 will
be higher than those of 1995,

1t iy imporiant t point out that historically the south swordfish stock was exploited at moderate levels by the
coastal countries and by aceanic fleets that canght this species incidentally in fisheries directed at other species, The
high levels of current caiches, which have led to a situation of deterioration of the stock, are the resuit of the
continuous shift in fishing effort directed at swordfish from the north Atlantic towards the south Atlantic.

We would also like to express our concern about swordfish catches, by member and non-member countrnes, that
are not reported to the Commission.

Considering furthermore the need to incorporate the principles expressed in the United Nations Agreement on
Straddling Fish Stock and Highly Mipgratory Fish Stocks in the application of conservation snd management measures,
particularly with reference to the rscognition of the needs of developing countries noted in Article 24 of that
Apresment, which indicates the need to mssure that such measures do not result in & direct or indirect transfer of
disproporticnate responsibility for conservation actions on the developing countries, the Commission is requested that:

1. when recommending manapement measures, the interest and needs of the coestal developing countries to
participate sctively in the exploitation of the fisheries resources thet arrive at their EEZs should be duly
taken Into agcount;

2. the Commission do everything it possibly can to obtain information on the catches of this species in the
south Atlantic by the members as well as the non-ICCAT members, which vp to now are unreported.

3. measores be taken to halt the shift in effort directed at this species, fram the north ta the south Atlantic,

4. to collaborate in the control and monitoring of the fisheries of flag of convenience vessels at south Allantic
ports.

Appendix 10 to Arnex 7-§

STATEMENT BY BRAZIL. ON
ALLOCATION OF CATCH FOR SOUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH
{(atfached to Report of Panel 4)

First of all, our delegation would like to reiterate its strong commitment to the conservation of the south Atlantic
swordfish stock. In this contest, we heve been scting in a responsible way by complying with all recommcndations
adopted by LCCAT.

Conceptually, we are not against the use of catch quotss to manage a fishery, provided that the basic premises
that will allow their effective implementution are met. 1 is perhaps the only measurs possible in a situation where the
total catch has to be shered among various participants. In the case of the swordfish fishery in the south Atlantic there
are two bastc difficulties for the acceptance of catch quota by our country. First, there are uncertainties on the
estimates of the total quota, due to the very preliminary natuze of the stock assessment analysis, Sscondly is the issue
of allacation of the overall quets, which is perhaps the most difficult of these two problems, caunsing us to question
the need of feasibility of implementing the system of & quota for the management of the south Atlantic swordfish
fishery.

ICCAT experience in the allocation of overall quotas has been limited to sharing of the totzl catch of bluefin
and swordfish among participants which are either coastal states or distaat water fishing states, with already developed
fisheries.

The characteristics of the exploitation of the south Atlantic swordfish stock is quite di{ferent from the north. In
the south Atlantic, coastal states with developing fisheries have been, historically, the main participants in the fishery,
together with distant water fishing states, which catch swordfish in fisheries tarpeting other species, In the last group,
a number of non-Contracting Parties are included.
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The traditional system of quota allocation, based solely on historical catch records is neither adequate dor
acceptable for sharing the cstch guota of swordfish in the south Atlantic. We have to develop a mew scheme
appropriate to the speeific characteristies of the south swordfish fishery. This new scheme should contemplaie the
following factoes: historical catch records, geographical position of coastal states and also, special consideration should
ke given for new entrants, developing state fisheries and to non-Contracting Parties. The adoption of a scheme which
places the greatest emphasis an historical catches and less emphasis on these new elements is unacceptable to our
couatry.

Our dslegation recognizes how sensitive the issue of calck quota allocation is and deeply regrets the fact that
it was just at the last minute that an informal meeting was called to decide on a magic number which eould satisfy
all the interested participant states. This took place despile ICCAT's previous experience in dealing with the issue of
catch allocation, which has shown to be a very complicated and sensitive matter that requires a lot of time in long and
hard discussions among the interested participants to reach an sgreement, This bas been demenstrated by last year's
discussions on the allocation of the north swordfish catch quota. As a result, our delepation, even with its best
goodwill and spiril of cooperation found il impossible to reach agreement on percentage mumbers for the allocation
of the calch quota, which could be sppropriate, equitable and acceptable to meet the specific characteristics of the
south Atlantic swordfish fisheries,

Cur delegation requests ICCAT to give dus considerztion to the issus of guota allocation and would like to
propose the inclusion of this important matter as an item on the agenda of next year's [CCAT meeting, in order to

develop an appropriate scheme of allocation of calch quota for south Atlantic swordfish.

We also propose that, during the inter-sessional period, the interested delegations conduet informnl consultations
to exchange points of view to contribute to a substantial and conelusive dehats of our next Commission mesting.
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ANNEX 7-2

REFORT OF THE
STANDING COMMITTEE ON FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION
(STACFAD)

First Session - November 22, 1995

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The first session of Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) wes opened on Friday,
Movember 22, 1996, in San Scbastian, Spain. Dr. A. Lima (Portugal), Chairman of STACFAD, opened the me,etmg
and welcomed the participants,

2. Adoption of Agendn

2.{ The Agenda, circulated in advance of the meeting, was edopted and is attached as Appendix 1 to Annex 7-2,

3. Nomination of Rapporteur

3.1 Dr. 1, Pereira {Portupal) wes nominated to serve as Rapporteur,

4, Administrative Reporl (1996 activitics)

4.1 Dr. A, Fernandez, [CCAT Executive Secsetary, preseited the 1996 Administrative Report (COM/S6/9),
which presents detuils on the Commission’s activities (up to Oct, 20, 1996). He reviewed current Cammission
membership, and noted that since the last meeting of the Cormumittes, Libya and the Feople's Republie of Chiny had
become Contracting Parties to ICCAT, He also noted that the United Kingdom had become a member immediately
prior (o last year's meeting,

4.2 The Executive Secretary informed the Committes that Mr. J. Hache, formerly the Head Delegate of Cunada
to ICCAT and First Vice-Chairman of the Commission, had retired from povernment service this ysar. Thus, he has
officially resipned as First Vice-Chairman of the Commission. Dr. Fernandez also notified the Committee of the recent
retirement of Mr. K. Shima, Head Delegate of Jepan to ICCAT. Atthe same time he referred to nohiications received
designating Mr. P. Chamut and Mr. 1. Nomura, as new Head Delegates of Canada and Japan, respectively.

4.3 The Committee took due note of the Executive Secretary's information that Libya requested to join Panels
1 and 2, and Korea's request to re-join Pane] 3.

4.4 In his presentation of the Administrative Report, the Executive Sceretary reviewed the current status of
ratification/acceptance process regarding (he Paris and Madrid Protocols to the Convention. For the Paris Protocol,
he indicated that as of today’s date, no commumication had besn received from FAOQ regarding the Contracting Parties
whase deposit of an instrument of mtification or acceptance is still pending, As regards the Madrid Protacol, there
have been no new developments as well.

4.5 The Executive Secretary emphasized that even countries that would diminish considerably their financial
contribution from entry into force of the Madrid Protacol have not yet sccepted or ratified this Protocal.

4.6 The Committes was referred to the section of the Administrative Report on ICCAT Recommendatians, which

entered into force on June 22, 1996, and the Resolutions adopted at the 1995 Commission Meeting, which were
transmitted to Contracting and non-Centracting Parties, as well as to internationsl fisheries organizations.
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4.7 The Executive Secretary also called attention to the meetings organized by ICCAT in 1996, and pointed out
all the preparatery and post meeting work involved. He expressed apprecintion to Dr. P. M. Miyake's participation
and effarts at these meetings. Details on all these meetings are found in the varions meeting reparis and in the report
summaries contained in the 1856 SCRS Report. He also referred to Document COM-SCRS/96/12 which pravides
details on the Secretariat's coordination of research and statistics in 1996,

4.8 Dr. F'smandez also informed STACEFAD of the results of the recent [CCAT Tagging Lottery, in which thres
$500 prizes were awarded for recovered taps by U.S. fishermen, as part of the Commission’s International
Cooperative Tapging Program of Tunas and Tuna-like Species.

4.9 Special attention was called to section 11 of the Administrative Report which summarizes ICCAT's
collaboration with other coantries and organizations. Dr. Ferpandez indicated that this matter is dealt with in depth
in Document COM/96/28, and that further discussions will take place within the Permanent Working Group and the
Commission.

4,10 The Executive Secretary dlso reviewed the ICCAT publications issued since the last meeting, as well as
improvements made on the Secretariat's computer equipment.

4.11 Dr, Ferpandez nnted as repards the election of the new Hxecutive Secretary that there wers 14 candidates
for the position, since just prior to the Comumission meeting, one candidate had withdrawn.

4.12 As repards the mekeup of the current staff at the Sscretariat, Dr. Fernandez informed the Standing
Committes that there had not been any changes in staff since the last meeling. He also noted that hiring of a multi-
lingnat secretary for the English Department, althongh authorized by the Commission, was not deemed lbsnlutcly
necessary, teking into account the shortape of cash flow.

4.13 Several delegations congratulated the Executive Secrelary for his informative report to the Cammittee and
at the same time expressed their regrets that he kas decided to leave the Commission,

4.14 The U.S. Delegate, in commenting about the ratification of the Pratocals, expressed surprise that countries
who would benefit directiy from the entry into force of these Protocols had not yet ratified or accepted. He was also
concerned about Libya's not depositing its instruments when it became a Contracting Party and the ramifications this
might have. The 1.5, had studied this matter with its legal experts whose interpretation is that new Contracting Parties
are lepally bonnd by the Protocols of amendment to the Convention once opened for acceptance.

4.15 Another point raised by the U.S. Delegale concerned the Mudrid Protocol, which is vital for financing of
the Commission’s budget, and the fact that there are still two countries with developed market cconomies (France and
Japan) that have not yet ratified.

4.16 The Execntive Secretary indicated that be had dope his best to promote the entry into force of these
Protocals, but to no avail. He noted that FAO, as depository of the ICCAT Convention snd the Protocols, has to
inform the Comsnisston of the entry into force of any amendrment o the Convention. He informed the Committes that
Dr. Fadda, of the FAQ Legal Department, was due to arrive at the meeting next week, and that he would present his
views to the Commission. He poioted out that when the United Kingdom joined the Commission in Jate 1995, it
deposited one instroment for adherence to the Commission and another isstrument for acceptance of the Paris
Protocol. The U.K. did not, at that time, depesit e third instrument for the Madrid Protocal. The FAC Legal
Department also informed the Secratariat that it would be appropriate for the Libyan authorities to accept the two
Protocols as soon as possible. The ICCAT Chairman has addressed a letter to Libya in this respect. 1f the deposits
of the said instruments by new Contracting Parties are not necessary, it would make things easisr, but confirmation
of this information is needed from FAQ. The Executive Secretary indicated that the date of entry into force will be
3Dth day afier the deposit of the last instrument required.

4.17 The Delepate of Morocco thanked the Executive Secrelary for his clear statement. In referring to the Paris
Protocel, he announced that od October 2, 1996, the authorities of Morocco ratified this Protocol and the procedure
of deposit to FAO 15 therefore underway.

4.18 The Delepate of Umﬂuay informed that his conptey had catified the Madeid Protocol on October 18 19035,
and was perplexed that FAO had not yet notified ICCAT.
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4,19 The Seeretariat confirmed that up leaving for San Sebastian no notifications hed keen recetved from FAQ.

4.20 The Delegate of Vepemsla joined the other delegations in congratulating Dir. Fernundez on his excellent
Administrative Report. He indicated that as regards the Paris Protocol, his country had ratified it in 1988 and that
Venezuela was currently in the process of ratifying the Madrid Protocol, He indicated thet such procedure has to go
through legislative house. He also noted that a Resolution has jusi been put into foree whereby it 15 mandatory to carry
out port inspectinns,

4.21 The Delegate of Japan noted with interest the comments made by the vanous delegations regarding the Paris
Protocol. He indicated that Japan’s view was similar to that of the U.S., in that new Contracting Parties are not
obliged to ratify the lwo Prolocols. Otherwise, he nofed, the entry into force could be delayed indefinitely. Thus,
Japan feels that this is a mustter of interpretation of the text of the Pratocal. He expressed interest in hearing the
explanations of the FAQ Legal Expert. He aiso added that the Commiscion might also consider preparing an
interpretative statement regarding this matter,

4,22 The Delegate of Japan also recognized that for the Madrid Protocol to enter Into force, ratification by Japan
was essential. He regretted that he could not provids STACFAD with definitive information as to the date when Japan
will complete its internal procedures to deposit its instroment. He added he would do all in his power to expedite that
process.

4.23 The Chairman supported the Japuness proposal #bout prepering an interpretative text which could clarify
this issuve. He noted that this mattar would be discussed further once the FAO Legal Expert arrived. The Chairman
stated that the entry into force of the Madrid Protocol would change the strueture of contributions to Commission’s
budget and could solve once and for all the Commisston's financial difficulties,

4.24 The Delegate of France informed the meeting that he would do all he could to expedite the prowdura]
problems of his country for rutifying the Madrid Protocal.

4.25 The Delegate of Canada noted that the entry into foree of the Madrid Protocol js a high priority item for
the Commission. He indicated that, as regards the Paris Protocol, Ceoada agrees with the opinions expressed by the
U.5. and Japan. He said that it is important that the Commission faks advice from FAQ, but there may some "gray
arcas” involving this matter. Hence, perhaps the Commission by preparing an interpretative statement, can instruct
FAQ a5 i the mterpratation it wishes to apply to this procedure.

4.26 The Delegate of the Peaple's Republic of China exprassed appreciation for the presentution of the Reports
by the Execulive Secretary, which helped his delagation considerably, as a new member of ICCAT. He further
explained that China only deposited its instrument of adherence to the Convention and that it would reqnire another
legal pracedure for Chinu to accept the Protocols to the Convention.

4.27 The Delegate of the People’s Republic of Chine also commented on the use of the pame of “Taiwan”
throughout the reports presented to the Committee. He made particular reference to the first paragraph of sechon 11
of the Administrative Report, which lists the countries that bave collaborated with ICCAT, and includes Taiwan. He
availed himself of this opportunity to reiterate that eceording to the basic pasition of the People’s Republic of China,
there is only one China in the world. Taiwan is a province and inalienable part of Chinn. The Government of the
People's Republic of China is the sole legitimate government representing the people of China as a whole. Thus, he
requested the Secretariat to change the relevant working in the repert "Amony the epuntries that have been
collaborating..." to "Among the non-Cantracting Parties that have been collaborating,.." by circulating a document.

4.28 The Executiva Secratary responded to the above intervention by the Peaple’s Republic of China. He pointed
out that this is an important issue, which has political implications. He indicated that it is evident that the ICCAT
Secretariat has ne competence for solving problems of internstional politics. ICCAT has a technical and administrative
Secretariat, concerned with carrying out the Commission’s objective of the conservation of tuna and tuna-like
resources in the Atlantic Ocean and its adjacent seas. The Secretariat follows the established practices of accepting
the names that the non-Contraciing Parties decide to use, without this necessarily implying acknowledgement of
international rights or obligations of tie States. He pointed out that this issue could be more properly discussed in the
Cornmission Plenary Session, rather than by the Finance and Administration Committes,
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4.29 Dr. Fernandez indicated that the Secretariat will go along with any decision that the Commission eventually
takes an this point, given the need to designate this political entity with some name in the documents and in the
correspondence issued by ICCAT. '

4.30 The Delegate of the Peopls's Republic of China stated that he has strong reservations shout the aforemen-
tioned wording, and reiterated his request that his intervention be included in the record.

4.31 The Chairman assured the Delegation of the People’s Republic of China that the record would so raflect
hig comments, He reiterated that this jssue in not within the purview of this Standing Commiitee of Finance and
Administration, and that it could be raised at the Commission Plenary Sessions,

5. Auditor’s Report - 1995

5.1 The Executive Secretary referred the Committes to Document COM/96/1Q, the 1956 Financial Report, and
specificaily to the section on the Auditor’s Report corresponding to Fiscal Year 1995. He noted that this Report had
been transmitted to the Contracting Parties in April, 1996, and that no comments had been received. At the end of
the Fiscal Year there was a halance in the Working Cupital Fund of 18.1 million pesetss, 12.3% of the {otal annul
budpet. He noted the Commission’s request that the balance should be about 15% of the budget.

6. Financial status of the 1st half of the biennial budget - 1936

6.1 Dr. Fernandez ngain reforred to the 1996 Financial Report {COM/96/10) and pointed out that the information
contained therein reflected the Commission acconats up to October 20, and will be updated and completed to the end
of Fiscal Year 1996.

6.2 He noted that in 1992 the Commission adopted Spanish Pesetas as the budget base currency for accouating
purposes, and any amounts that were received ar calculated in other currencies, mainly United States Dollars, wers
converted to pesetas vsing the official monthly exchange rates provided by the U.N,

6.3 The Committes was teferrad to Statement 2 of the Financial Report, and the Executive Secretary noted that
Libya's 1996 contribution was included on this staterment as an extra-budpetary contribution, since their adherence
to ICCAT was effective on November 27, 1995, which was after the 1995 Budget and contributions had been adopted
by the Commission. He nated that Libys as well as the People's Republic of China will be included in the member
country ragular contribution scheme for 1997.

6.4 The Executive Secretary ceported that income received in contributions to the 1996 budget, up to October
20, ampunted to shout 116.4 miliion pesetas, and only 12 Contsacting Parties, or about 50% of the Commission
membership has paid its contribution. Thus, 25% (or about 38 million pesetas) of the 1956 Budget could not be
Fnanced. The Executive Secretary called STACFATD's attention to the coment accumulated outstanding debt owed to
the Commission, which amounted to 171.2 million pesetas as of October 20, He asked the Contracting Parties to muke
every effort o meet their financial obligations to the Commissioz.

6.5 Statement 3 of the Financial Report shows a breakdown by budget chapter, the actual expenditures up to
October 20, und expenses estimated to the end of the Fiscal Year. The Executive Secretary noted that total annual
uxpenditures would amount to about 138.9 million pesetas, He alsa stated that expenditures for all the budget chapters
are expected to ramain within the amount budgeted, and in some cases they may be below the amoust budgeled, since
full financing of budget has not beea received, He pointed out for certain budget chapters {c.p. those corresponding
to salaries) there are fixed expenses, which precludes savings. Notwithstanding, soms savings were pussible: this year
by not having contracted an English secretary, as it was not considered essential, s well as in several chapters. Total
savings estimated would amount 1o almost 16 million pesatas, equivalent to 10% of the 1996 budget.

6.6 The Executive Secretary noted that to cover the gap of 25% in the financing of the budget, expenses were
reduced by about 10%, and the temaining 15% of the budget would be financed with avadshilities in the Workng
Cupital Fund. o

6.7 The Execntive Secretary reminded the Committee that be had not made any trips charged to the 1996 Budget,

to assure that as much money as possible would be available for one Secretariat member to attend all this year’s inter-
sessional meetings. He also pointed out that al} the extra expenses for holding the 1996 Commission Meeting outside
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Madrid will be paid by the Autonomous Basque Government. One area where & considerable increase in expenditures
{+40%} was experienced was in the mailing of publications, since the Comumission had agread to air mail a limited
number of thess to the delegates.

7. Contributions pending puymend from the Contracting Parfies

7.1 Statement 4 of the Financial Repost which shows that during the present year 112 8 million pesotas were
eeeived in 1996 contributions and 28,8 million pesetns in past due eontributions. The Executive Secretary (hunked
Angola, Gabon, Libya, United Kingdom and Venezuela for their efforts in paying, at least partially in some cases,
their back contributions. :

7.2 The Executive Secretary also noted the extra-budgetary income received by the Commission in ohserver fees,
hank interest, publications, return of vahe added tax, etc. which was added to the availabilities of the Working Capital
Fund. He announced to have recejved recently a naw voluniary contribution of $15,000 from the authorities of Taiwan
{$5,000 of which will be specifically earmarked for blusfin tuna research). He recalled that in 1995, another $15,000
bad aiso been received, of which the Secretariat had destined $5,000 to finance some unbudgeted and extraordinary
expenditures derived from the participation of Secretariat staff at the inter-sessional meetings relative to bluefin tuna
research,

B. Status of the Working Capital Fund

8.1 Statement 5 shows the composition of the Working Capital Fund, shawing & balance (as of October 20) of
73.3 million pesetas.. Notwithstanding, estimated expenses amounting to 45.7 million pesetas to the end of Fiscal Year
1996 will have to be dedueted, and thus this Fund would show a balance 27.6 million pesetas, if no other funds were
meorporated,

8.2 Dr, Fernandez pointed cut that while the Commission’s finsncial situation has improved since last ycar, there
were problems of cash flow due to the receipt late in the year of the majority of the member country contributions.
Thus, to assure that Commission activities cen be carried ocut as planned, he encouraged the Contracting Parties to
pay their contributions as early in the yenar as possible.

8.3 The Chairman thanked the Executive Secretary for Iis summary of the Commission’s finances during the
first half of the biennial budget. He urged the Contracting Parties to adopt the Protocels to assure the financial health
of the Commission. He expressed his surprise that several countrics that would benefit from the entry into force af
the Madrid Protacol kad not yet ratified.

9, Tinancial status of the Albacore Research Program

9.1 The Executive Secretary explained that the balance of the fuads for this Program had been applied in its
entirety to the publication of the Report of the Final Meeting of the Program in an enhanced, hard cover edition.

18. Financial Status of the Program of Enhanced Research for Billfish

'10.1 The Committee was referred to section 5 of the Financial Report which provides a summary of the statuq
of billfish program income and expenditures in Fiscal Year 1896 (up to October 20).

11. Budgetary implications of 1997 Commission activities:

11.1 In order to give the Delegations more fime to stady the budgetary proposals for 1987, the Executive
Secretary presented the Revised Budget and Contributions for 1997 (COM/96/11 and its Annex 1). He noted that
although tha hasic hudget provisionally adopted for 1997 inchuded & 5% increase for inflation, all budgetary chapters
could be reduced by 1%, since the estimated inflation rate in the country of the Headquarters is expected to be 4%
in 1997. He also noted that the budpet proposed also included 4.6 million pesatas for the contracting of 4 multi-lingusl
secratary.

11.2 Dr. Fernandoz made particular reference to the 1996 SCRS recommendations which have budpetary

implications, which require Commission approval, as shown in Anpex 1 to COM/96/11, for such activities as the
BYP, the billfish tagging propram, the Bigeye Year Program, travel for representation st international mectings, the
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outside contructing of an cxpert in CITES matters, contruncting of & permanent statistical seientific expert and the
purchase of a bibliographic data base, as well as additional computer equipment.

11,3 Dr. Fernandez pointed out that the amount budgeted for the chapter on Cemtingencies had been included
tor the expenses estimated for the hiring of the new Executive Secretary.

Second Sesstan - November 27, 1996
12, Proposed budgcet for 1997

12,1 The Executive Secretary referred again to COM/96/11 and its Annex 1 which had been introduced at the
first segsion of STACFAD. He referred 1o three important research programs which require funding by Commission:

i) The Bluefin Year Program (BYP), that was presented in 1993, and approved by the Commission, but
no financing wus provided, The budget requested for such activities is 9.6 million pesetas (US3
73,000},

ii} ‘The Billfish Tagging Program proposed by the SCRS in 1996, and for which funding requirements of
13.4 million pesctss (US$ 108,000} were identified for the first year of activities, The Executive
Secretary recelled the importance of tagging programs in ICCAT research work.

jiif)  The Bigeye Year Program, an ambitions research program proposed by the SCRS, requiring a budget
of 189.8 million pesetes (US$ 1.5 million) in the first year, and & tatal budget of US$ 2.2 million for
the 3 yaars of Program activities.

12.2 Referring to Table 1 of annex to COM/96/11, the Exccutive Secretary made some sstimates of the financial
repercussions that these proposals could have on the budget, such as travel by the Assistant Executive Secretary to
attend the meeting of the sbark by-catch group io Japan, the CWP meeting in Australia, travel to Taiwan for two
weeks to assist in data management, and travel to attend a meating on tropical tunas, mainly bigeye, in Sun Diego.
The funds estimated for parficipation in the aforementioned activities distributed in Chapters 2 and 3-A is
approximately 3.5 million pesetas. He noted that this amount is within that his initial budgetary proposal, circulated
to the Commissionsrs prior to the SCRS Meeting by the Cotnmission. Hence, there is no aeed to incremse the
allacation to thase budgst chapters.

12.3 Dr. Fernundez also referred to the proposal for contracting an expert for CITES related matters, which
includes travel and bonorariums. This had not been included in the imitial budgstary proposal.

12.4 The Executive Secretary also referred to the propesal for contracting of a permanent scientific expert
(bicsiatistician) on the Secretariat staff, for which an estimated 12 millicn pesetas would be nceded. Recalling the
importance of baving this scientific expert on the Secretariat staff, he commented that this praposal has been presentexd
several tines to the Committes, but funding has not been allocated.

12.5 He pointed out that items 5 and 6 of this annex table to COM/96/11 would require additional allocations
from the budpet, and that items 7 and 8 did not require additional alloeations, since they couid be included in the
original proposed budget.

12,6 Dr. Suzuki informed the Committee that the meeting on bipeye had just recentty been held in San Diego,
at the JATTC Headquarters. The participation of a representative from the ICCAT Secretariat was not realized because
of that meeting’s proximity to the ICCAT SCRS and Commission meetings.

12.7 To expedite the discussions, the Chairman suggested that the Committee consider separately Document
COM/96/11 (the 1997 budgetary proposal presenied hy the Executive Secretary) and the propusals presented in the
Annex to COM/B6/11}, bearing in mind that the adoption of some of these research programs bad not yet been
discussed and sdopted by the Commission Plenary.

12.8 In varions interventions by the member country delegations, preferences and/pr prioritics for specific
ressurch achvities were expressed. Japan strongly supported the research activities related to bluefin tunu research.
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12.¢ The Delegate of Canada advocated approval of a budget that focnsed on the Commission's scientific
ohjectives. Spain inquired that while maintaining the Working Capital Fund at a level of 13 % of the budget, if savings
made in this year's budget could be carried over to the 1997 budget applicable to the research activitics being
proposed. Several dejegations expressed their views, both for snd against, the need to conlraet 4 permanent scientific
expert on the Sscretaviat staff, as well as the need for an outside expest on CITES matters.

12.10 The Executive Secretary reminded the Comumittee of the fact that the 10% reduction in expenses did not
mean that this money was available, since part of the 1996 contributions (or 25% of the budget) were not received;

12.11 In response to the inquiry from tha Delegate of Céte d’Ivaire on tax exemptions for the Exscotive Secrclury
{point B of COM/96/11), Dr. Fernandez indicated that he had included this item in the estimated budget, in respoase
to a request by the U.S. in 1995 regarding the impact of potential, unbudgeted responsibility of the Commission, He
noted the possibility, recently brought up, of the ICCAT Executive Secretary having to pay Spunish taxes, dus lo
being of Spanish natiopality. He made reference to the exchenge of correspondence between the Commission
Chairman in April, 1595, and the Spanish avthorities. He recalled that the interpretation of ICCAT and the Fao Legal
Department of Article 16 of the Seat Agreement between ICCAT apd the Spanish State, had been since mors thun
25 years ago, that the Executive Secretary enjoyed exemption from Spanish taxes, even ifbeing of Spanish nutionality,
asserting that the former Executive Secretary, slug of Spupish nationality, enjoyed the privileges, iminunities and
facilities accorded to diplomatic envoys, without ICCAT s having to pay any type of taxes or his remunerations.

12.12 The Delegate of Spain pointed out that the fiact thet there hes been 0o response to the ICCAT Chsirman’s
letter meant silent agreement from the Spanish authorities with the I[CCAT position in this matter. He announced
further that the Spanish suthorities would communicate this decision to ICCAT in writing.

12.13 The Exetistive Scorefary stressed the necessity to maintain the level of the Working Capital Fund at 15%
of the total budget, since this Fund is used as a sort of huffer to meet the Commission's achivities expsnses in the early
pact of the year, until the first member country contributions are received.

12,14 Dr, Fernundez also nuted that the estimated expenses for the installation of the new Executive Secretary,
under "Contingencies”, was calculated at the maximum. He indicated that savings could be made in this budpet
ghupter, depending on the naticpality of the selected camdidate.

12.15 The Chairman thanked the Delegate of Spain for his clarifications concerning the matter of taxes of the
Executive Secretary’s remunerations. |

12,16 As regards meetings outside the Headquarters in 1996, the Delegate of Japan referred to proposed meeting
of the Shark Working Group, and announted to the Committes that Tapan officially offers to host this meeting,
preferably in February or March, in Japan, as such o meeting should be held before the CITES mesting, Confirmation
of this invitation wounld be forthcoming from the pertinent Japaness anthorities. -

12.17 The Delegats of Japan, supported by other delegations, expressed that funding for the Bluefin Year
Program {BYP} was overdue, particularly since the Commission approved this Program i 1995,

12,18 The Delegate of Canada supported a hudget which would cover all of the funding identified as needed to
ensure the availability of high guality scientific work, including funding for the approved Bluefin Year Program, and
for high quality statistics for stock assessment purposes. Canada also noted the need to cover staff related unfunded
liabilities, as identified by the Secratariat, and the need to consult with the suditors in scconating _fgr this provision.

12.19 The'Exe_.;qtive Secretary, while understanding the reservations expressed by various delegetions as to
increases in the budget, pointed out that the fixed expenses represented a significant part (sbaut 90 %) of the budget,
and therefore, flexibility could be applied only to a reduced part of the total budget.

12,20 The observer from Taiwan pointed out the close working relationship it has maintained with ICCAT for
mere than 20 years, and that Taiwan is well aware of the importance of adequats statistics. In view of the gap in
Taiwanezse calch statistics, the Assistant Executive Secretary has been invited to visit to Taiwan to assist in improving
the catch statistics and the eatch reporting system. He noted that Tuiwan would assume the per diem expenses for such
travel. -
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12,21 The SCRS Chuirman referred to the new contribulion of US$ 5,000 from Taiwan towards hluefin huna
research in 1997, and suggested using these funds for the Bluefin Year Program (BYP) and parlially for the Billfish
Tagging Program in the Mediterranean area.

12.22 The Executive Secretary thanked the authorities of Taiwan for their continuous scientific and financial
cooperation, recalling that the first $5,000 received from the industry had been deposited to the Working Capital Fund
corresponding to Fiscal Year 1995 and had been utilized in 1996 in accordance with the instructians received from
(he Taiwanese authorities.

12,23 The Qbserver from Taiwan snnounced that il was the intention of his tuna fishing industries to continue
with the anrual contribution of $5,000 for the Secretarial's expenses relative to blvefin tupa resesrch, and he
considered that the Secretariat had completed this objective with the ulilization of the funds received in 1995,

12.24 An inquiry was made as {0 use and allocalion of extra-budgetary income, such as that from observer fees,
voluntary contributions, interest, ete., fo which the Executive Secretary budget responded that all such income was
sutomatically depogited to the Weorking Capital Fund.

12.25 In response to the Delegate of Spain, Dr. Femandez recalled that ull extra expenses involved in holding
the Commission meetings outside the city of the ICCAT headquarters are assumed by the host, Thus, all the extrz
expenses for this meeting, including the travel and per diem of the ICCAT staff, are 1o be paid by the Autonamous
Basque Government.

12.26 The Exccutive Secretary referred to the table of contributions distributed to the Committes which reflected
the new Panel membership, based on the original budgetary proposal submitted prior to the Commission meeting.
Henge, there wers minor chanpes in the member country contributions. He noted that this could still change, since
the final budget figure for 1997 had not yet heen decided upon.

12.27 The Delegnte of Angola, as a member country of ICCAT, requested aggistance Lo improve its statistical
data collection system. He noted he had repeatedly brought his country’s difficulties in this aspect to the atteation of
the Commission over the years. Such data deficiencies bave also been pointed out in Angola's naticnal reports
submitted to the Comenission.

12.28 The Chairman assurerd Angola that the Committes wonld seriously consider Angola’s request, with a view
towards providing such assistance, provided that funding is available.

12.28 In view of all the comments and diseussions at this second session af STACFAD, the Secretarial was asked
to prepare new budget and contribution tables for consideration by the Committee at its pext session. Before
adjourning the session, the Executive Secretary pointed out that the inclusion of most of the rescarch activities
proposed in the budpet wounld represent an overall increass of about 25% over the 1956 budget.

Third Session - November 28, 1996
12. Proposed budget for 1997 (Continued)

12,30 [n response to an inguiry from the Delzgate of the Upited Kingdom, the Executive Secretary explained that
in the new budget tables prepared by the Secretaniat (ref: Doc. #49, Table A) the chapter on "Miscellaneous” showing
an alloeation of 25.3 million pesetas included 12 million pesetas for the contracting of a permanent scientific expert
at the Secretariat, 3 million pesetas for the outside conmtracting of 1 CITES expert, and 9.6 million pesetas for the
BYP, as well as the 0.7 millicn pesetas as was contained in the original budpet proposed, He added that the proposed
Billfish Tagping program was not included in this budget, He further explained that Doc. No.50, Tahle B, included
ali the eforementioned activities, as well as biltfisk tagging amounting to 13.4 million pesetas {in chapter 8-D), as well
as the 2.7 million pesetas corresponding to the provisionat hudget adopted for 1997,

12.31 In respense to the Chairman's request for comments on budget tables A and B just distributed, the Delegate
of Spain stated that kis country will have difficulty in sceepting such proposals, since they represent at least a 25.5%
increase over the 1996 budget, and that he couldn’t explain this increase to his government authorities. He &lso
commenled that Spain understands the needs of a biostatistician at the Secretariat and the importance of hiring a
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CITES expert, but due to budgetary restrictions, FCCAT should lack to alternative solutions. He further stated that
Spain could only accept an increase of 3% in its contribution.

12.32 The Delegate of South Africa agresd with Spain, since he too could not accept an increase of over 25%,
and dectared his preference to a previous proposal which shows an increase of about 10%. Recognizing the value of
the research work proposed, he encouraged the countries directly interested in these research activilties (o search for
alternative ways to finance some research activities, such as vohuatary contributions and other financing scenarios.

12,33 The Delegate from Urguay also expressed ber difficulties to justify before her government anthorities the
finaneing of the Billfish program, and the contracting of a CITES expert.

12.34 The Delegate of VYenemmela supported the position of South Africa, and while understanding the needs for
scientific research, he could not suppart a udget with the proposed 25% increase, due to budgetary restrictions. He
also stated that [CCAT should look for other sources of financing some of its research activities other than by country
contributicns.

12,35 The Delegate from the U.S. shared the concerns expressed by other delegations regarding the increase in
the budget, but stated that the U.5. had some degres of flexibility and thus could aceept increase from 10 to 13 %,
Coasidering that some savings can be mads in several items (such as installation expenses of the new Exccutive
Seeretary, the contracting of 4 permmpent scientific expert, ete.) he proposed that the two programs (BYP and billfish
tagging) could be combined in the first year, ta save some funds, and asked the view of the SCRS Chairman on this
possibility.

12.36 The SCRS Chairman responded that rince there is some overlapping in these two tagging programs, they
could possibly be combined, but he was not sure at this point on how to achieve this.

12,37 The Delegate of Canada supported the Budget as reflected in Table A.
12.38 The Delegate of Angola also indicated he could not accept & budgetary increase of 23.5 %,

12.39 The Delegate of France noted that extra-budgetary resources conld possibly be used by certain Contracting
Parties next year to carcy outan observer progrem for the tropical tuna fisheries. Ho also inquired ahout the possibility
of reviewing the contribution of the sport fiskery to the ICCAT budget hecause of its extremely profitable nature
relative to the volume of the catches. As concerns expenses, France declared its favor for, as first priority, recruitment
af an expert in view of the CITES meeting in 1997, and recruitmest of a binstatistician, as its second prionty.

12.40 The Delegate of Russia stated he could not justify this larpe increase in the budget to his authorities.

12.41 The Delegnie of Korea, while understanding the need for an increase in the budget, could not accept the
proposal, particularly in view of their recent membership in Panel 3 which bad resulted in a 20% increass in Korea's
contribution. Thus, a 25% increase in the budget would actually mean an almost 50% increase in Korea's total
contribution to ICCAT in 1997.

12,42 The Delegate of Japan nated its first priority was the BYP, followed by the contracting of a CITES expert.
He algo mentioned that Japan was making an exfra contribution to FAO for CITES related activities.

12.43 The Delcgate of the UK supparted the revised budget in goporal terms, with not hiring a biostatistician,
and the merging of the BYP and billfish tagging activities.

12.44 The U.S. elso agreed with combining the two programs as rcgards the tagging activities. He hoped that
such a decision would not result in a dilution of either of these programs.

12.45 The SCRS Chairman understood the U.5. concern. He was alse concerned whether there would be funds
available for u steering committes fo properly coordinate these merged aectivities. He stressed the importance of
contracting a CITES expert. He also pointed out that there were less inter-sessianal meetings planned for 1997, hence
tbe contracling of a biostatistician was nat of immediate priority. He helieved that the autside contract for the tropical
sumpling strategy hed been discontinued, and asked the Executive Secretary to clarify the allocetion notfed in this
budget chapter (8-D) '
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12.46 Dr. Fernandez confirmed that the outside contraci had been discontinued and hence some savings could
be realized in this budget chapter. He added that the outside contracting of an expect in CTTES matfers would also
not be necessary, since the Secrctariat conld continue in charge of coordinating these activities.

12.47 The Assistant Executive Secretary pointed oul that if’ the Committee decides not to accapt the proposul for
a CITES expert, it should at least conmsider funding of a Secretariat staff member to attend the CITES meeting in
Zimbabwe to defend the position of ICCAT.

12.48 The Delepate of Spain indicated that ICCAT could effectively be represented at CITES by the member
countries that will be attending, as CITES members. Spain also indicated that it could not accept a budget increase
over 6 to 7%, which would imply an increase of over 5% in its contribution.

12.49 The Chairman noted a general consensus that the member couniry delegations could accept a budget
increase somewhers in the range from 5 to 10% and he asked the countries to express their visws at lhis point
reparding this percentage so that the Scoretariat could prepare & revised budget and contributions for later review hy
the Comumittee.

12.30 The Delegate of Portugal indicated that her country could accept a 6 or 7% increase. The Delegate of the
United Kingdom could not accept an increase of more than 10%, but pointed out that the country contributions bave
becn reduced with the incorporation of new members and new panel members. The Delegates of South Afrca and
the U.S. could nccept a 10% increase, whereas the Delegate of Canada indicated that it could accept 2 16 % increase.
The Delepate of Canada also indicated that it could accept the 16% mcrease necessary to fund scientific and statistical
prioritics.

12.51 The Delegate of Spain reitcrated that it could not accept more than 8 3% increase in its contribution. He
pointed out that Spain was interested in knowing the ebsolute value of its total contribution for 1997.

12.52 The Delegate of Brazil indicated it could not aceept an incrense of more than 7 %. The Delegate of France
nated that 7% was the maximum it could occept, especially since they would be financing & research program on
higeye. Russia indicated it had strict instructions not {0 accept any increase over 7%,

12.53 The Chairman noted the Committes was close ta a consensus of a 7% increase in the budget and ssked
if Spain could also support this percentage imcresse. The Spanish Delegate asked to know its country's 1997
contribution before expressing an opinion, so that he could sze the real monetary increase for Spain.

12.54 The Executive Secretary pointed out that the budget proposa] transmitted to the Contracting Parties over
two months ago was carefully prepared. Nevertheless, he will do Bis best to present 2 new proposal based on the
results of the discussions, redistributing funds were possible smong the budget chapters and sub-chapters.

Final Session - Friday, November 29, 1896
12. Proposed budget For 1997 (Continued)

12.55 The Executive Secrutary introduced Budget Table 2-C, which showed a revised total budget figure of
165,398,000 Pesetas for 1997, as well as Tahle 4-C showing the gorresponding member country contributions for
1997, He explamed that in preparing this revised budget the Secretarint hud tried to accommodate the proposals,
preferences and priorities presented by the members ol the Committes, and the consensus reached for an overall
budget increase of 7% over the 1996 total budget, He further explained that because of the fixed nature of
expenditures (e.g. saluries, travel for home leave, opérating expenses, maintenance contracts, data processing}, no
reductions could be introduced to some budgst chapters.

12.56 Dr. Fernandez pointed out that reductions had been introduced in the port sampling {reduced to zero for
1997), electronic equipment, data processing, and scieatific mestings, avd contingencies (since installation expenses
for the newly elected Executive Secretary will be less than estimated for this expenss).

12.57 Dr. Fernandez reminded the Committes that in order to accommadate certain proposels made by the SCRS

and supported by the Committee, including partial funding of the Bluefin Yeur Program, the major increase over the
Secretariat's originul budgetary proposal is shown in Chapters 8-B "Travel to improve statistics” and 8-H
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"Miscellaneous". He pointed out that with the aforementioned adjusiments, the overall increase in the 1997 budget
represented a 6.9% aver that of 1996, and a 1.8% variation with respect to the budget figure that the Commission
adopted provisionally last year.

12.58 The Delegate of Spain thanked the Executive Seerctary for the explicit tahles just presented, and asked for
further clarification as regards Chaptar 8-B, Travel. Tn addition, in ceferring to the port sampling program, be
mdicated Spain's disposition to collaborate with the Secretariat repurding this activity, particularly in relation to
activitivs discussed during the meeting proposed by the 1j.5. on monitoring end inspection. He was pleased that the
Commission's had decided to fund, at least partially, the Bluefin Year Program. He also encouraged the member
countries to pay their contributions early in the yerr, to assure cash flow for all the Commission’s activities.

12.59 Dr. Fermnandez clarified that this chapter included two types of trips, i.e. provision to attend the scientific
meetingy proposed by the SCRS, as well as that for trips proposed by the Commission {2.g. to attend CITES and the
inter-sessional monitoring and inspection meeling). Hencs, the amownl budgelsd for this chapter was increased
accordingly, He also agreed that port sampling is an important Commission actvity, and that while in the last faw
years no expenses have been charged to it, he was confident this activity would be resumed in the near future,

12,60 The Executive Secretary also commented that in addition to the 2 million pesetas proposed in (he budget
for the partial funding of the BYP, the $5,000 (approx. 600,000 pesetas) of the recent voluntary contribution from
Taiwan would alse be available for these ectivities. He believed that this year's funding of the BYP was a accurmulable
reserve for future contributions and hoped it would attract new contributions for bluefin tuna research. He indicated
his willingness Lo write to the delegations and other entities to explain the importeoce of this Program and to soficit
additional contributions.

12.61 The Delepate of the United States appreciated the efforts of the Secretariat in preparing a budget with a
moderate increase that could be acceptad by most of the delepations present. He indicated the U.S. was prapared to
approve the revised Budget, condittonal on the fnclnsion of activities relative to billfish tagging in the BYP ey
requested by the S3CRS, inssmuch as the SCRS determines that this would not detract from the implementation af the
BYT; he asked that this be so noted in the record.

12.62 The Delegate of Portugal manifested support for the revised budgst presentad by the Executive Secretary.

12,63 The Dslegale of Uruguay commenied as regards 1o the budget that thers were various problems affecting
the south Atlantic, such as the lack of information on bigeye tuna, swordfish, etc. as well the increase in the number
of flag of convenjence vessels, for which her countyy wanted to implement sampling t Urugusyan ports, She regretted
that Urupuay woubd continue with this lack of information. On the other hand, Urnguay insisted on the contracting
of a bioslatistician, She believed that this was also the wish of all the members of the SCRS for the Jast several years,
and she requested that the Committes take this priority into account.

12.64 The Delepate of Japan thanked the Executive Secretary for the clear prosentetion of the revised budget and
coptnbution tables, While Jupsn supporied the revised budget, he reiterated his country first priority was for
Commission funding of the BYP and iis second priority was for work related to CITES issues. He regretted that the
new budget proposal did not include allocation for CITES worlk, as proposed by the SCRS. He was pleased that
Scorelariat participation at CITES was included and expressed the hope that other CITES relnted activities conld also
be conducted within this budget framewaork.,

12.65 The Executive Secretary took due oote of the comments hy the Delegate of Uruguay regarding port
sampling and the contracting of the biostntistician. He regretted that the consensus reached by the Committee did not
include hudgetary zllocation for part sampling in 1997, As regards ihe biostatistician, he painted out that throughout
his tenura as Executive Secretary, he had constantly requested financial support for the contracling of this specialist
as a permunent staff at the Secretaria¢, which had also been a regydur proposal made by the SCRS.

12.66 Dr. Fernandez, in response to the Delegate of Japan, emphasized that the Secrcteriat was very active as
regards CITES matters, as is elearly shown in «ll the correspondence and Secretariat reports, He reminded the
{ommiltee of the Secrstaniat’s work and expenses in preparing pamphlets end other materials which were shipped to
and distrzbuted at the 1992 CITES Conference m Kyoto and in suhsequent years. He noted the Commission’s funding
of all travel expenses and regigiration fee for My, . Silvestre (France) to represent the ICCAT Cheirman at the Kyoto
meeting, as waell as payment of the CITES repistration fee for Mr. I. Beckett, 2 member of the Canadian delegation,
Lo assist in diffusing at the CITES Conference information on ICCAT’s bluefin tuna research ectivities. He pointed
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out the two Resolutions adopted by the Commission, which are still valid, He also recalled ICCAT’s collection and
compilation of by-catch data, particularly that of shark catches in the tuna fisheriss, as well as the Commission’s
collaboration with the ICES Shark Commiltee and CITES Animals Committee.

12.67 The Delegate of Spain expressed full agreement with that just expressed by the ICCAT Execulive
Secretary, as well as Spain’s hope to reactivate port sumpling in the future, Having said this, the Delegate of Spain
indicated his country's support of the revised budget and contributions.

12.68 The Delegate of Canada also expressed Canadn’s acceptance of the revised budget and contributions for
1997,

12.69 The Chairman of STACFAD, taking due note of the consensus reached on the revised budget proposal,
asnounced that the 1997 budget amounting to 165,398,000 pesetas was considered adopted, and is attached as Table
1. The Bigeye Year Program was considered adopted, aithough without budgetary fipancing this year, while an
important eontribution was expected from the EU towards this Program, as well as from other possible funding
sources,

13. Contributions of the Contracting Parties to the 1997 budget

13.1 The Executive Secrefary called the Committee's attention o Table 4-C, which shows the contributions
corresponding to the revised Budget just presented and which amounts to 165,398,000 pesetas, distributed among the
24 member countries, teking into account the recent membership to the Pansls.

13.2 The STACFAD Chairman, in view of the adoption of the revised 1997 budget, announced that a consensus
was also reached on the adoption of the corresponding member country contributions (attached as Tuhle 2).

14. Observer Fees

14.1 The Delepate of the U.S. noted that this matter had been diseussed in brief at the end of the 1995 meeting
and regretted that hecause of time constraints this issue was again presented at the end of the meeting. He helieved
that the matter now involved more than the amount of the observer fees, but the abserver procedures in general. He
noted that sinee this issued was directly related to transparency, it concerned not cnly to the participation of NGOs,
but also the broader gquestion of other govemment observers. The U.S. Delegate proposed that sufficient time be set
aside at next year's meeting for in-depth discussions of this matéer. He also noted that it the Committes agreed, the
11.5. would be willing to prepare and circulate, in the interim, & comprehensive proposat for study by the member
countries. He further proposed, an interim and simple measure, that the observer fee be reduced immediately to USsS
500,

14.2 The Delegation of Canada noted it had piven careful consideration to this jssue and was prepared to fully
suppaort both parts of the U.8. proposal.

14.3 The Delegation of Spain cxpressed support for the first part of the U. 8. proposal, and offered its assistance
in preparing the comprehensive proposal. He also suggested that this matter be included on the 1957 A genda and be
diseussed prior to considerstion of the 1998 burdget. He was in fuvor of further discussion of the observer foe and was
interested in an exchange of views among the member countries in the inter-sessional period.

14.4 The Delegate of Brazil expressed support for the full U.S. proposal.

14.5 The Delegates of Japan, Portugal and the United Kingdom supported the Spanish suggestion.

14.6 The Chairman of STACFAD synthesized that in view of the statements and opinions just expressed, this
item would be included on next year's STACFAD Agenda, to be discussed prior to the budget. He also nated that
the consensus for sn in-depth study of this matter, to he bascd on a fivst document prepared by the U.S. Delegation

and circulated by the Seeretariat.

14.7 The QObserver from Mexice indicated that his country, as ective observers at ICCAT, would like to see this
proposal circnlated among the observers, for reasons of transparency.
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15. Other financial and administrative matters

15,1 Dr. Ribeiro Limn, the current STACFAD Chairman, and newly elected TCCAT Execulive Secretary,
expressed his appreciation to the Committes for its continued support and assistance during his term as Chairman.

15.2 The Delegate of Spuin emphasized Dr. Lima's excellent chairmanship of STACFAD, and this was reiterated
by several member country defogations.

15.3 The Délegate of Portugal thenked Dr. Ribeiro Tima for his excellent chairmanship and was pleased to
nominate Mr. Carlos Domingouez {Spain) for the next Chairman of STACFAD, and this was seconded by the
Delegates of the U.5. and Venezuela. Mr., Dominguez was elected by acclamation.

15.4 The newly elected STACFAD Chairman thanked the Committes for the confidence pluced in him and haped
he could meet the high standards demonstrated hy Pr. Lima.

16, Date and place of the next meeting of STACFAD
16,1 The Committes agreed at mest at the same time and place as the next Commission mestmy.

17, Adoptien of Report

17.1 In order to expedite matters, the Chairman asked the delepations to present their carreclions and/or
modifications, which were not of a substantive nature, directly to the Rapporteur, He asked that any substantive
changes he presented on the floor at this tims. After reviewing the Reports of the First, Second and Third Sessions
of STACFAD, these were considered as adopted. The Report of the Final Session will be adopted by correspondence
and the full STACFAD Report will be circulated, as nsual, to all the participants.

18. Adjournment

18.1 The Chairman cxpressed his appreciation to all the delegations for their constructive comments and for their
cooperation during (his meeting,

18.2 The 1996 mesting of the Standing Committee on Finence and Administration (STACFAD) was adjourned
on Fnday, November 29.

Appendix 1 to Annex 7-2

1996 STACFAD AGENDA

Opening of the mesting

Adoption of Agenda

Nemination of Rapporteur

Administrative Report (1096 activities)

Auditar’s Report - 1995

Financial status of the 1st half of the biconial budget - 199
Contributions pending payment from the Contracting Parties
Status of the Working Capital Fund

Financinl status of the Albacore Resesrch Program
Financial status of the Program of Enhunced Reseerch for Billfish
Budgetary implications of 1997 Commussion activities:

— Research and statistics

— Inter-sessional meetings

— Publications

— Next meeting of the Commission

— Others

12. Proposed budget for 1097

(3. Contributions of the Contracting Parties to the 1957 budpet
14, Observer teey

15, Other finsncial and administrative matters

16. Date and place of the next meeting of STACFAD

17. Adoption of Raport

18, Adjournmant

KO Ho ~1 T bR A LA 1D e

——
— 3
-

133



Table 1. Revised Budget Adopted for 1997 (in 1000 PTS.)

REVISED
Provisional BASIC
Budget Budget BUDGET %o %
ado pted ado pted ADOPTED Wariation Variation
for 1996 for 1997 FOR 1997
NAME (A) (B) (€) (ClA) (CiB)
Chap L. Salaries 85,805 90,095 20,516 5.9% 0.5%
Chap 2. Travel 4,316 4,532 4,488 4% -1%
Chap 3. Commission Meeting 8,193 8,003 8,521 4% -1%
Chap 4. Publications 3,829 4,020 5,020 31% 25%
Chap 3. Office Equipment 893 938 1,730 94% 84.5%
Chap 6. Operating Expenses 12,192 12,802 12,680 4% -1%
Chap 7. Miscellaneous 1,465 1,538 1,524 4% -1%
Sub-tatal: Chapters 1-7 116,693 122,528 124,479 6.7% 1.6%
Chap 8. Coordination of Research
A) Salaries 18,548 19,475 19,475 5% 0%
B) Trvel to Improve Statistics 1,301 1,366 4,000 207% 193%
C) Port Sampling 1,914 2,010 fl -100% -100%
D) Biostatistical Work 2,634 2,766 1,000 -62% -64%
E) Electronic Equipmcent 1,914 2,010 294 -48% -51%
F) Data Processing 2,600 2,730 2,704 4G5 -19%
G) Scientific Meetings (incl. SCRS) 7413 7,784 7,710 4% -1%
H) Miscellaneous * 659 734 2,000 186% 172%
Sub-total: Chapter 8 37,023 38,874 37,879 23% -2.6%
Chap 9. Contingencies 1,000 1,050 3,640 204% 190%
TOTAL 154,716 162,452 165,398 6.9% 1.8%

* For Bluefin Year Program (BYF).



Table 2. Member country contributions to the 1997 Commission Budget

Based on 1993 figures
Total Budget (Convertible Pesetas) = 165,398,000

Country Panels Panel Catch Canning C+C C+C Fee Pancl Panel C+C Total
# % MT MT MT % Conv. Pts Conv. Pis Conv. Pts Conv. Pts Conv. Pis

(A) (B) © @) (E) (F) G) (H) o) o) (K)

Angola Z 4,348 452 180 632 0.093 128,000 256,000 2,269,072 97,545 2,750,617
Brasil 2 4.348 31,881 2,376 34,357 5.078 128,000 256,000 2,269,072 5,299,868 7,952,940
Canada 3 5.797 2,906 0 2,906 0.429 128,000 384,000 3,025,430 448,273 3,985,708
Cap Vert 1 2.899 3,190 0 3,190 0.471 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 492,083 2,260,803
China, Peoples Rep. of 0 1.449 281 0 281 0.042 128,000 0 756,357 43,347 927,704
Cote d'Ivoire 1 2.899 154 1,400 1,554 0.230 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 239,719 2,008,434
Espana 4 7.246 164,414 41,300 205,714 30.403 128,000 512,000 3,781,787 31,733,363 36,155,151
France 3 3.797 100,028 27,985 128,013 18.919 128,000 384,000 3,025,430 19,747,168 23,284,298
Gabon 1 2.899 18 0 18 0.003 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 2,777 1,771,492
Ghana 1 2.899 41,296 128 41,424 6.122 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 6,390,050 8,158,765
Guinea Ecuatorial 0 1.449 aan 0 350 0.058 128,000 0 756,357 60,161 044,519
Guinee, Rep. de 0 1.449 0 0 0 0.000 128,000 0 756,357 0 884,357
Japan 4 7.246 53,359 0 33,359 7.886 128,000 512,000 3,781,787 8,231,139 12,652,927
Korea 4 7.246 785 0 785 0.116 128,000 512,000 3,781,787 121,094 4,542,881
Lybia 2 4.348 1,741 2,064 3,805 0.562 128,000 256,000 2,269,072 586,958 3,240,030
Maroc 2 4.348 2,837 0 2,837 0.419 128,000 256,000 2,269,072 437,635 3,090,707
Portugal 3 5.797 19,936 12,632 32,568 4.813 128,000 384,000 3,025,430 5,023,927 8,561,357
Russia 1 2.899 3,299 19 3,318 0.490 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 511,782 2,280,497
S.Tome & Principe 1 2.899 338 0 338 0.050 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 52,140 1,820,855
South Africa 1 2.899 7,194 31 7,225 1.068 128,000 128,000 1,512,715 1,114,528 2,883,243
UK 3 5.797 339 0 539 0.080 128,000 384,000 3,025,430 83,146 3,620,576
US.A. 4 7.246 27,283 35,069 82,352 12.171 128,000 512,000 3,781,787 12,703,588 17,125,376
Uruguay 0 1.449 357 0 337 0.053 128,000 0 756,357 55,071 939,428
Venezuela 2 4.348 44,172 26,501 70,673 10.445 128,000 256,000 2,269,072 10,901,960 13,555,033
Total 45 100 506,950 169,684 676,634 100 3,072,600 5,760,000 52,188,667 104,377,333 165,398,000

A: Panel membership.

B: %5 annual and panel membership (G+I).

C: Catch (live weight).

D: Canned production (net weight),
E: Total (C+D),/

F: Percentage distribution of E.

G: Pesetas equivalent to 31000 annual membership fee (at the time of caleulation).

H: Pesetas equivalent to $1000 for each panel membership (at the time of calculation).

I: 1/3 of (Total less G+H) distributed aceording to col. B %.
F: 23 of (Total less G+ H) distributed aceording to col. F 96.

K: Total (G+H+1+J)
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ANNEX 7-3

REPORT OF THE FIFTH MEETING OF THE
PERMANENT WORKING GROUP FOR THE IMPROVEMENT
OF ICCAT STATISTICS AND CONSERVATION MEASURES (PWG)

First session - November 23, 199G

1. Opening of the Session

1.1 The Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics end Conservation Measures (PWG)
met at Hotel Maria Cristine, San Sehestian, Spein, at the time of the Teath Special Meeting of the Commission. The
meeting was opened hy the Group's Chairman, Mr. B. Haliman (U.5.A.). The Chairman noted the partisipation of
the following JCCAT Contracting Parties: Brazil, Cenads, China (People’s Republic}, France, lapan, Korea,
Marncco, Portugal, Sec Tomé & Principe, Spein, Uaited Kingdom, United States, Uruguay, and Venezuels, There
were nlsp observers from: Farce Islands, Taiwan, Croatia, Mexico, leeland, CARICOM, the Commssion for the
Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSET), and the European Union.

2. Appointment of Rapporteur

2.1 Dr. P. M. Miyake, Assistant Executive Secretary of ICCAT, wes nominated to serve as Rapportaur.

3. Adoption of Agenda

3.1 The Agenda, sirculnted earlier, was reviewed and ndopted without change (attached s Appendix § to Annex
7-3).

4. Review of the implementation of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document (BTSD} Pragram
a} Secrefariat actions

4.a.] The Secretariat presented three documents to the Permanent Working Growp: COM/96/15, which updates
the actions taken by the Secretariat in 1996; COM/96/28, concerning the correspondence maintained with the non-
Conlracting Partics that fished in a mamner that is not in compliance with ICCAT conservation measures; and
COM/96/31, prepared for the 1996 Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session, which presents an estimate of unreported
catches of bluefin tuna,

4.8.2 The National Reports of various countries were also referred ta, as some of these contuin information
pertinent to the discussions of this subject.

1.a2.3 The Secretariat referred the Group to Tables 1 and 2 attached to COM/96/13, which summarize Lhe
validation procedures for the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Doeument, adopted by the Contracting and non-
Coetraciing Parties, respectively. [t was clarified Lhal (be criteria established regarding exemption from government
validation iy different for Conteacting Partiss and non~Contracting Parfies, and that even the Contracting Parties cannot
be exempted unless these Parties regularly report all the required statistics to the Commission in the Jast 36 months.
The Secretariat commenled (hat since most of the responses to the questionnaire for information on validation
(including signatures, official seals, etc.) werc sent to the Secretariat hy fax, the quality is rather poor. Hence, it
requested that all the congtries trapsmit an original form fo the Secretariat so that the customs authorities of the
importing countries have no difficulties in identifying the authentic forms.
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4.a.4 The Secrelerist ulso asked that all the Contracting Parties that have established a Statistical Document form
for the import of bluefin tuna to send a good copy of their form to the Secretariat, to facilitate the commercial sector
when they request such information from the Secretariat as fo the forms to be used.

4.a.5 Document COM/36/13 also included the biannual reports of import statistics from Japan and U.S. for the
latter halt' of 1995 and from Japan, Korea and the U.5, for the finst half of 1956.

4.8.0 The Secretaniat reported that it had received many mquiries aboul procedures for export and concerning
validation. The Secretariat pointed ont (he matter is rather complex, particuiarly in cases where the catches are
unloaded at fereign ports and/or when they are re-eaxporled through transit ports, particulurly if only a part of the load
is re-exported ov further processing is done on the product at transshipment. The Assisiant Executive Secretary was
concerned about which weight should be recorded for bluefin tuna that is exported after haviag been cultured, since
the fish gain weight during eultivation, He algo pointed out the possibality of double reporting as catch and at export.

4.a.7 The Secretarial reported that vessel sighting reports had been received from Spain (in the Mediterranean
Sea) and Umgnay at the ports of Monteyideo and La Paloms.

4.a.8 The 11.5. requested that the date of the catch be included in the doctiments, to identify catches made during
the spawning season from other catches. As regards eatches that are landed in another country, it was noted that it
is very important to asqure that the information is accorately reflected as to country that made the cateh as opposed
to country where catch is landed,

4.3.9 The Secretariat pointed ont that required information on the Statistical Documeats included the fiag coumry
of vessels catching the tuna and the ares where the catches were made, but not the date of the catch, Hence, the U.8.
request would requirs a decision by the Commission as well as a change in the form currently utilized by the
importing country.

4.2.10 The Delsgate of Japan concurred with the Secretariat view on the record of capture, and that the present
form does not include an item for the date of the catch, However, his country would be open to any suggestion.

4.2.11 The Secretariat commented thal the fresh bluefin tuna products can be easily identifted as to the period
of capture from the date of validation of the document, even if the date of capture itself is not entered. On the ather
hand, recording the dates accurately for frozen bluefin tona products from longline is much more difficult, even if
it should be required.

4.4.12 The Delegate of Spain noted that the eost/benefit factor must ke considered, taking into account the lurge
number of vessels in this ares, and that such s requirement might be burdensome from an administrative point of
view. This is especially true for frozen produets and products that are farmed at sea.

4.2.13 The Delegate of France indicated his concern sbout the lack of a direct link between this documant
program and the skippers loghook, particularly when products are unloaded at ancther flag country. He coosidered
that it would he easier to trace the catches if the buyers affixed their seal on the skippers logbooks when the fish are
landed.

4.a.14 The Secretariat noted that the establishment of a logbook system and the colleclion of these logs,
regardless af where the product is unloaded, is the obligntion and respunsibility of the government of the flag country.
The ICCAT Contracting Partes are all bound by such requirements by the Commission on this matter and on this is
based the conditions for any exemption of government validation of the Statistieal Documents.

4.2.15 The Delegaie of France insisted that collection of logbooks from the skippers is very difficult when fish
are landed at foreign ports and more so when they are transshipped on the high seas.

b) Comracting Party actions

4.b.1 The Delegate of Spain reported that during 1996, Spuin had validated about 851 statistical documents, of
which 912 corresponded ta Mediterranean catches. Reference was made to the document COM/96/31, which assumed
that Spain exported some of the blusfin caught by French purse seiners and unloaded in Spain. Therefore, Spain’s
exports exceeded its reportsd catches. The Spanish Delegate furiber noted that, in principle, the [Hag country is
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responsible to validate these catches, even if they are unloaded at foreign ports, while in reality since there are no
cusloms hetween EU countries, unfording at foreign ports is not considered as an import. Thersfore, there 1s some
canfusion in reporting catches and validating the Statistical Documents between flag states and siates where the fish
are unloaded. The Spanish Delegate proposed some practical solution for a type of validulion system in which EU
countries can jointly validate the doenments regardless of the flag country. He offered that a draft of such a schems
could be developed by his country in consultation with other countrics concerned, for preseatation at the PWG in the
later session.

4.b.2 The Sscretariat considered that a practical system, if put into force, will solve much of the confusion and
problems of discrepancies between catch and export statistics. However, if such a system is envisaged, he considersd
it very smportant to have a clear distinction between Contracting and non-Contracting Parties, even if both Parties ase
memher of the EU, He further noted that sven if validation by the country where the cutches are unloaded werz to
he uccepted, the flag country of the vessel whichk caught the fish should be accurately raflested in the documents.

4.b.3 The Delegate of Japan nated the problem is serious, since due to the discrepancies between the couatry
which validates the docoment and the flag country of the vessel which catches the fish, as aceurred on several
accasions, the Japanese customs have had to suspend the import of some of the products. Thus, the Japaness Delegate
supported the development of such a scheme. Howsver, he considered that the following conditions wonld be essential
to sveeessfully introduce such a system.

1) Since the new proposed systam is a type of exemption of validation from current statistical document
requirements, ths system should be approved by the Commission;

2)  Sinee it would be an exemption from the general rule of the Statistical Document Pragram, the application
of such a syslem to any organization or countrnes should be strictly limited, such as to the members of the
EU.

3) Those countries who can enjoy excmplion must be ICCAT Contracting Partics wha are responsible for
providing caich statistics to the Commission.

4y Information as to whick members aof the EU request sich application should be provided well in advance
to the TCCAT Secretariat which, in tumn, will transmit the information to the tmporting countries
immediately. Then, a certain grare period would he required after such notification is mads, before the
importing countries can implement it.

3) Tt is important to introduce centain measures by which to aveid double validation of the same cargo by both
the flap state and by exporting state, where the fish were landed.

4.b.4 The Delepate of France, while agresing with the Spanish proposal, reiterated his previous concern of
establishing a direct link between loghook date with exporters’ statistical documents.

4.b.5 The Chairman asked Spain to take afl these matters into the consideration when developing its proposal for
a new validation systsm, with respect to landings by EU vessels.

4.b.6 The Delepate of Japan presented a summarized report of kis country’s implementation of the Bluefin Tuna
Statistical Document programs, and referred to Appendix 2 to COM/96/15, In 1995, Japan collected 6,137 statistical
documents of which 2,817 documents or 46 % werc validated hy non-Contracting Parties, In the first half of 1996
Jupan collected 4,622 documents, of which 3,763, or 81% of the total, were validated by non-Contracting Parties.
The tofal imports in 1995 amounted to 11,417 MT {39% from non-Coniracting Parties). Up to June, 1996, thers ware
2,138 MT were imported (61% from non-Contracting Parties). Based on the discussions in 1595 abuul the conversion
factors, the amounts imported were converted using the conversion faelors only for non-Contracling Parties, For
Cantracting Parties, only the praduct weight is given in the report. The Delapate of Japan asked the coastal states o
cooperate in ablaining better estimates of the conversion ratia for belly meat, Japan's sumimary report is attached s
Appendix 2 to Annex 7-3.

4.b.7 The Delegate of Spain commented that his government was prepared to work jomtly with Jupanese scientists
to clarify the factors to convert belly meat to round weight. However, he repretted that this problem was not selved
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before this meeting. He noted that hence belly meat should not be converted to round weight until such & tme that
a conversion factor is established, He asked the Secretariat sbout the conversion factors used in estimating the total
raund weight of products in COM/96/31.

4.b.8 The Secrelarist explained that efforts to establish biological sampling of belly meat were unsuccessful in
1996 and that the 1996 SCRS Mesting raconunended using a conversion factor of 10 for belly meat until r better
factor is obtained. Therefore, in the tentative estimates, that factor was used. It was further explained that the table
attacked to COM/31 also shows the weight of products of helly meat in { ) to identify the magnitude of such estimates.

4.h.% The Delegate of Japan explained his country’s new legislative action referred to Appendix 7 in COM/96/135,
and emphasized to the PWG that the law was not one on trads sanctions, hut one meant to strengthen the management
of tuna stocks, The law wis prompted by the existing Bluefin Tuna Action Plan adepted by the Commission in 1994.
The different articies of the law show the process the Govemment of Japan will take m pursuing 4n objective that is
similar ta the process stipulated in the TCCAT Bluefin Tuna Actica Plan. Tt was also pointed out that measores taken
by Japan are in accordance with an agreement of the international organization concerned, i.e., that it is ICCAT which
decides the measures relating to trade, in conformity with other international obligations which Japan is subjected to,
including WTO, and that the decision should be a multilateral process. He noted that soon after the law hecame
effective, the Japanese Government informed the general outline and background of the law to as many counties
concerned as possible, including all ICCAT Contracting Parties as well as many non-Contracting Parties.

&) Applications for waiver of BTSD requirements

4.¢.1 The Chuirman noted that no requests for waiver of the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Docsment requirements had
been recetved in 1998 from any non-Cootracting Pacly.

5. Fishing by non-Contracting Parties
a) Review of information

5.a.1 The Secratariat referred the PWG to COM/96/31, in which non-Contracting Parties that sxported hina but
reported littie or no eatches are listad, Tt was pointed ont that the Report of the 4d Hoc GFCM/TCCAT Joint Working
Group on Stocks of Largs Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea indicated that more then 100 longline fishing
vessels were sighted in the Mediterranean Sea during the closed ssason by varions Mediferranean coastal gavernment
patrol boats and fishermen. Those vessels bore no identifications, names, registration numbers or flags. One vessel
was ceptured and brought into a port of Ialy and it was discovered that the vessel carried po decumentation
whatsoever.

5.8.2 The Delepate of Spain reporied some sighting information of foreign vessels in the Mediterranean Sea in
1996 and noted the presence of these vassels during the closed season. Of these, vessels of Panuma, Belize and
Honduras were noted. In addition, recently Russian flag vessels heve also besn sighted in the Mediterranesn Sea. He
further considered that some action should b taken regarding those boats that have no identitication and are fishing
in & manner which undermines the effectiveness of ICCAT cunservalion measures.

5.a.3 The Delzgate of Japan reported that two Iapanese patrol vessels dispatehed to the Mediterranean in 1996
sighted, during the closed fishing senson, five larpe Jongliners, three of which were cruising, ane was drifting, and
one was fishing. The patrol boats could not get detailed information on these five hoats because they did not display
any vessel name or flag, and it was impossible to jdentify the nationality of these boats,

5.a.4 The Delegate of Uruguay reported the sighting of foreign vessels that target swordfish, in Mantevideo and
La Paloma. Maoy of these vessels carry nos-Contracting Party flaps, such as Taiwan and Pannma. She informed the
Permanent Working Group that Urnguay is implementing legal measures, controls at ports, and aerial surveys of these.

5.1.5 The Chainman nated that the mandate of the PWG is pot limited to bluefin tuna, but encompasses all the
species under [CCAT mandate.
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6. Measures to promote compliance of the JCCAT conservation measores
-- Entry igto force of the Action Plan concsming Atlantic bluefin tuna

a) Review gf the current situarion concerning the cownries identified at the 1995 meering as fishing contrary to
ICCAT vonyervittion measures

6.a.1 The Secretariat presented COM/96/28, which includes the responses the Commission received o the special
letters transmitted to Panama, Belize and Hoadueras (as of the time of the first session of the PWG), to the effect that
ualess they rectified their fishing which is not in compliance with ICCAT conservation measures, ICCAT might
consider trade measures. Several letters of response wers received from Panama, one lelter was received from
Honduras, but no correspondence was received from Belize. On the other hand, Hoeoduras had indicated in 1993
correspondence that that country would not validate any bluefin statistical documents.

6.1.2 The Delegate of the U.S. stressed that the credibility of this organization as a management body is naw
ut stake, Requests have been made over the years to those countries fishing bluefin tuna to cooperate with ICCAT,
and yet such caltaboration has net come about and they have continued fishing. He noted the dangers of this situation
are that such activities undermine the effactiveness of ICCAT's conservation measures, and they put in place an
uncontrolled striucture outside the ICCAT ander which catches can be increased o 2 poinl of diminishing stacks.

6.0.3 The U.5. Delegate considered that action must be taken with these non-Contrecting Parties which continue
to fish in the wmanner which undermines the effectiveness of ICCAT. He noted that the Commission has been
extremely patient and has followed the most carcful procedures under international law to observe the appropriate steps
10 be taken in connection with couniries that do not abide by ICCAT regulations. The Commission has corresponded
with these countries and has asked them to join JCCAT or at least o cooperate. The only response has been silence
and inaction. Besides, these countries do not have any form of infra-struectares to manage their fisheries, since they
are re-flagging countries. Further, these countries combinue to increase their catches. Information available Irom
Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documenls show imports from Belize snd Honduras, and increasing imports from Panama.
To take trade measures Is a vory powerful last resort to foree conparation of those flap vessels with the regulations.
The Coounission bas carefully developed its Bluefin Tuna Action Plun, Based on thet Plan, the Commission has
communicated with these couniries and asked them to rectify the sitation. Honduras and Belize have either ignored
the warnings or have responded only very superficially. Therefore, the U.S. proposes a Recommendation imposing
multilateral trade measures on these twa countries, following he procedure for ICCAT regulations, and which would
po inte effect six months nfter notification of the Recommendation to the Contracting Parties.

6.a.4 The U.S§. farther noted that, while Panama has responded to the Commission’s contmumications sevaral
tirmes, the lack of cooperation by their vessels with the ICCAT regnlations has not changed. Under the circumstances,
the 1.8, proposed thet the trade measure action not take effect for Panama until Jamuary 1, 1998, unless the 1997
ICCAT Meeting decides otherwise. This provides another apportunity for them to rectify their actions. If this is not
realized, then the trade measures will take effect. On the other hand, if those countries subject to trade measures take
actions with their fishermen in a binding way and their vessels are actually observing ICCAT rules, such as no fishing
in the Meditarranean during the spawning senson, catch restrictions, observance of small fish restrietions, ete., then
such impart prohibitions must be lified.

f.8.5 The U.S. developed draft "Recommendations regarding Belize and Honduras pursuast to the 1994 Bluefin
Tuna Action Plan Resolution" and draft "Recommendations regarding Panama pursuant to the 1994 Bluefin Tuna
Action Plan Resolution®.

6.2.6 The Delegates of Spain, Canada, Korea, Portugal, end France all supported the U.S. proposul. They all
considered that the Commission has talien every possible step to iry to communicate and assure that those countries
join the ICCAT in its conservation efforts on bluefin tuna stocks. Yet, these three countries have not responded to
the requests in the way to rectify the non-compliance of their vessels with ICCAT regulaticns. The only instrument
left For the Commission to use are trade measures to insure effective management of tuaa stocks.

6.a.7 The Delegate of Japan commented that his country cannot take this issus lightly as the importer of 903%
of the blpefin tuna on the world market. Therefore, whatever action taken by the Commission affects Japan
considerably. The Commission started this process several years ago and bas procesded on track, In 1995, the
Commission identified three countries that did not comply with TCCAT regulations. Now the PW( has verified that
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none of these three countries has rectified its activities. Japan supported the U.S. proposal, conditional cn the
following:

1) Since this is a collective action affecting the responsibility of Contracting Parties, the measure should be
specific and very clearly stated, not in gensral terms, so thut the Contracting Parties would not loose
coherence and uniformity. It should also bs a multilateral action. For this reason, Japen coasiders that the
trade messure should be the prohibition of imports from these three countries.

2y Asthe Action Plan nghtfully mentions, the measures should be recommendations under Article VIII of the
ICCAT Convention, and that effect would be binding on all Contracting Parties, unless the country prescnts
an objection.

3) The action should not be opticnal for the Contracting Parties, otherwise, bluefin tunu muy enler Japan only
through sny Contracting Party which did not choose the option of taking the measusres. Japan hopes (hat s
consensus can be reached oo this 1ssue and requested to keep il in the record bl the Commission's decision
is based on sound evidence. The Recommendation should also stipulate thal action is to be taken in
accortdunce with the Bluefin Tung Action Plan as a least and minimum necessary tesort, and in conformity
with other international obligations to which Contracting partiss are also subject.

4}  The Commission bas to make it clear that the trade measures should be lified immediately upon a decision
hy ICCAT that non-coripliance activities have been rectifiad,

6.4.8 The phserver from Mexien expressed his concern about procedural matters, He considered that these
Recommendations segragate the non-Contracting Parties from Contracting Parties. In addition, ke felt that there are
1o clear cut criteria oa how to apply these msasures to these limited countries. The application of trads measurers
can have considerable economic effects and a move to impose such actions has to be well studied and criteria have
to be shown before actually being applied.

6.1.9 The Delegate of Spain pointed out that the Action Plan Resolution adopted in 1994 specify very carefully
the criteria and procedures for taking such actions. These are drastic measures, but they may prove to be very
TECESEArY.

6.4.10 The Delegute of Venezuela expressed his concern on the measures proposed by the U.S. He believed this
muaiter is under the purview of the World Trade Crganization (WTQ), as it is a trade sanction. He also belisved that
the first step to be taken should be to assure that such activns are indeed for the sake of conservation and not trude
restriction. He suggested that the Commission engage in mter-institutional consultations with the WTQ, in respect the
legitimacy of such action.

6.4, 11 The Delegate of Bragzil wished to clarify the basis for distinction between Belize and Honduras vs Panama,
regarding the time of application of the import ban on bluafin tuna. Brazil alse concurred with Venarueld in that priar
copsultation with the WTO would be the appropriate procedure,

6.8.12 The Chairman clarified Panama that had responded seriously through several latters ta the waming given
in 1995, although the non-compliance with [CCAT regulations by Panamanian flag vessels has not yet bean vectified.
On the other hand, Honduras and Befize to date have not replied or only superficially and no actians have been taken.

&.a.13 Most of the participating countries agreed that careful steps have been preparsd over ths past several
years, solely for purposes of conssrvation and management, and the Commission has established clear procedurss to
follow, The trade measures for conservation of tunas are a last resort. The Action Plan Resolution clearly stipnlgies
that any trade measures adopted by the Commission mnst be coasistent with other international obligations.

6.a.14 It was also pointed ont that consistency of this action with the WTO wae studied carefully hy various
experts over the past faw years. The Commission finally concluded when it adopted the Action Plan Resolution that
since this is a multilateral action, every effort had been made to gmive those non-complying countries a chance to reclify
their actions, and that since this final step is a part of ICCAT conservation meusures, that WTO matfers were fully
covered.

6.a.15 The Delsgate of Venezuela then proposed that the recommendations should reflect that these muasures
are 1o line with the WTO frumework.
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6,4.16 The Delegate of the Peopie’s Republic of China waanted to make it clear that as a general rule and
punciple, his country was not in favor of imposing trade sanction agoinst o sovereign state. However, hie was of the
opinion that the Commission has to take the necessary measures to schieve its objectives, namely the effective
munaperoent, conservation and sostainsble use of the tupa and tuna-itks resources. He also comsidered that the
Commission had already tzken many measures and steps fo urge those non-Contraching Parties to comply with the
conservation measures adopted by the Commission. ITence, Chinese Delegation will have ne objection ta the content
in peneral if the Commission can reach 4 consensus on this issue and thinks it necessary to adopt such measures.

6.a.17 The Chuirman reminded the PWG that the Commission has been working on this matter for over five
years in 4 very transparent way, and that the proposal under consideration might appear drastic {or those participants
who have not attended previons PWG Sessions. Such non-complying countrics wers tepeatedly asked to join the
Commission's copservation efforts, but they have just continued fishing for regulated, over-fished species. Therefore,
there seems no other option for the Commission to take.

6.a,18 The wording of the two drafi Recommendations proposed by the U.5. was modified slightly, The
Permanent Working Group recommended that the Commission adopt the "Recommendaiion Regarding Belize and
Honduras Pursuant to the 1994 Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Resolution" and the "Recommendartion Regarding Panaina
Pursuant to the 1994 FTCCAT Blugfin Tuna Action Plan Resolurion "(aitached as Annexes 5-11 and 5-12, respectively,
and to take the action immediately in accordance with Article 8 of the Convention.

&) Identificarion of countries fishing contrary to ICCAT conservation measures

6.b.1 The Secretariat presented Document COM/96/28 and provided some background on the special letters
which were drafted ut the 1995 Commission meeting and duly transmitted in January, 1596, to those non-Conéracting
Purties and cotities whose bluefin catehes in the Mediterrancan Sea have increased in recent years {i.e., Croatia, [taly,
Greece, Malta and Faiwan), calling their attention to the substantial increass in bluefin catches. Responses to these
letters from Croatia, Malta and Taiwan, which were annexed to the aforementioned document were prasented and
reviewed by the PWG.

6.0.2 Coocern was expressed by the Delegate of Canada regarding the fishing activities of various noo-
Contrachng Parties, which seem to bs inconsistent with [ICCAT conservation measures. He made particular mention
of Greece, Italy and Croatia. He proposed that, based on information the Commission has, consideration should be
given Lo gending a letter from ICCAT to urpe these thres counfries ko cooperate in implementing collaboration with
ICCATY conservation efforts and, after careful analysis, the Commission should dacide, at its next meeting, as o
whether it should take further action.

6.5.3 The U.S. Delegate was in favor of taking action under the Action Plan Resolution. He also expressed some
concern that Itaty, which is cne of the largest bluofin fishing countries, has not joined the Commission. 1n the spint
of faimess, the Commission should consider applying the same criteria for these countries as applied to Panama,
Honduras and Belize.

6.h.4 The Chairman concluded that there appearsd to be a consensus that o somewhat strong letter should be
sent to these threa countries, considering that 2 letter of concern was sent by the Commission lust year, to warn them
of the possible consequences for not rectifying fishing activities that are in conteavention to ICCAT conssrvation and
manngement.

6.b.5 The Delegete of Spain proposed that Algeria and Tunisia also be addad te the list of countrics to which
the Commission should send a letter. These countries have failed to report their bluefin tuna catches in the past few
years and there does not seem to be muck response to requests to join TCCAT's conservation efforts. The Commission
has a real need for more statistical and fisheries information from zll the bluefin tuns fishing nations in the
Mediterranean area.

6.b.6 There was n geners] consensus to adopt this procedure of warning for these countries mentioned above.
6.b.7 The Secretariat pointed out that such Jetters should be carefully phrased, particularly since the first letter
of waming was sent out only at the end of January, 1996. He noted that the 1995 fishing season i5 not yet finalizex

and hence we cannot yet know if these countries have indeed reduced their catches. The PWG wus furthur reminded
that even though thess countries ars not ICCAT members, they are members of GFCM, which has adopted the same
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regulatory measures as ICCAT, concerning bluefin tuna. Thus, they are bound by these meesures. It was noted that
the case of Panama, Belize, and Hondures is slightly different.

6.b.8 The Delegate of Spain concurred that the legal implications would be different for these countries. [n
addition, there are Buropean Community repulations concerning bluefin tuna, in accordance with JCCAT regulations,
by which the EU countries must abide. The Spanish Delegate offered his assistance in drafting such letters, in
consultation with the Representatives of the EU, and with the assistance of the Secretariat,

6.b.9 The Observer from Croatia, in referring to his country's oationel report, indicated there has been an
increase in his country's fishing flest from 1994 to 1555, He noted that Croatia is taking the necessary action o
imprave its statistics and that his country is fulfilling the bluefin statistical document validation requirement. He
requested special consideration of Croatian reported bluefin catches for 1993 and 1994, as the base for reducing the
catches, since these data are still unreliable, In other words, the reduction of bluefin catches from the 1993-1994 levels
is nat acceptable to Croatia, due to the unrelisbility of its basic data, Instead, his country wishes to propese a regional
quota for the Adriatic Sea, where Italy and Croatia are fishing for hluefin tuns. On the other hand, Croatie hes
accepted the other regulatory measures concerning the minimum size of bluefin twna.

6.b.10 The Chairman consilered that Croatia’s stalement showed a willingness to cooperate with [CCAT. On
the other hand, not accepting the catch reduction from 1993-1994 levels has an impact on ICCAT's steck management
plan, and this should be carefully evaluated. He indicated that Crontia might require a different kind of letter from
that for the rest of the Mediterrancun countries,

6.b.11 The Delegate of Spain strongly believed that fragmentalion of bluefin tusa management iv the
Mediterranean or anywhere elge is pot the correct focus for the Commission. He believed that the success of
conservation measures on any species rests on the right focus, i.e. the whole area or range of the species.

6.0,12 The Delegate of Japan also reminded the Croztians of the situation of eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna.
According to the data, and in light of the status of that stock, it is obvious that if higher figures af 1993 or 1924
catches are {aken as the basic level, and even if the regulations are hoing fully carried out, there is still a greet risk
of Further decline of the sastern stock. He recalled thet France, at 1995 meeting, chose not to take eitber of the higher
figures of those two years, but agreed to use a much lower guantity s the base. Consequendly, the Delegate of Japan
stated that he cannot accept the proposal by Croatia. He also concurred with the concern expressed by Spain with
regard to the partition of conservation ereas for highly migratory species such as bluefm tuns,

6.b.13 The Delegate of Spain commented on the unidentified longline vessels sighted fishing in the Mediterranean
Sea during the closed fishing season. He was concerned that the flest scems to be considerable in size and some of
these vessels might call at Spanish perts. He asked if any action can be taken, since these are serious offenses which
undermine the effectiveness of ICCAT's management effors.

6.b.14 The Secretariat clarified that these vessels display no names, base ports, registration numbers or flags.
He noted that identifying marks are all painted over. He believed that such vessels must be illegal according to
international maritime law and hence some legal achion could probably be taken against them.

6.b.15 The Chnirman suggested that the Mediterranean ceastal countries study some legal actions that might be
taken when such vessels enter their ports.

6.h.16 The Delegate of the U.S. confirmed that under the Law of the Sea as well as under the U.N. Agreement
on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fisk Stocks, vessels without vames, registration aumbers or {lags
are considered illegal. He also believed they may even be subject to boarding and inspection by any patro! vessels,
The U.8. Delogate considered that ITCCAT may be able (o prohibit such vessels’ access to the ports for landing.

6.b.17 The Chairmen proposed that the PWG Report reflect the serious concern expressed about these
ynidentifiable fishing flests, as well as the possibility of prohibiting their access to Contracting Party ports.

6.b.18 The Delegate of Spain pointed out that these vessels do not have to lund Lheir catches at ports, Bs they
also easily transship their catches at ses. He suggested that joint efforts to refuse the products of such vessels might
be required by the reefer vessels to which such products are transshippaed and countries where these products are
exported.
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6.b.15 The observer from Mexico clarified its special concerns on the subject of trade sanctions. He commented
that Mexico has an agpressive policy on management and took ap active part in developing the Code of Conduct as
well as the U.N. Agreement. He agreed to taking steps for teade measures in multilateral applications. He reiterated
that Mexico complies with all the measures taken by the [CCAT, including Statistical Document validation procedures
and in keeping the SCRS informed of its activities, His country helieves that trade mallers are issues ta he deelt with
in respect of the Code of Canduct, which has specific srticles for such issues.

- Entry into force of the Action Plan concerning Atlantic swordfish
c) Mentification of countries fishing contrary to JCCAT couservation measures

6.c.1 The Delegate of the U.5. noled the significant increase in swordfish imports from Trinidad and Tobago
inko the United States. He further noted that such imports are in excess of the reparted catches by that country. He,
therefare, requested that the Secretariat, on behelf of the Commisston, notify Trinided & Tobage of ICCAT's concem
about this increase, and clurify the cause, including information as to which flag vesscls are catchmg these fish und
ta remind Trinidad & Tobago of the swordfisk catch restrictions in the Afantic.

G.c.2 The U.S. Delegate referred to her country’s National Report containing trade data on swardfish, The
Secretariat offered to cross-check the trade data against the reported catches of swordfish, oot only for Trinidad &
Tobago, but for other countries, and the estimates of unreported catches, if any, will be reported at the next
Commission meeting,

6.c.3 The Delegate of Uruguay expressed her concern about the omissions ia the reported catches of some
smember countries that have fleets in the scuthwest Atlantic. The Delegaie pointed out that thers are also swordfish
landed in Urugusty by Contracting Parties, i.¢., Spain and the U.5, whereas such information is not included on the
corresponding Task T tables.

6.c.4 It was clarified that some vessels of these countrics are fishing under charter agresments with Uruguay or
Rrazil in the southwest Atiantic. However, there are also some boats which ars not under such contracts but which
are unloading swordfish vatches at Uruguayan ports. The U.5. requested Uruguay to report the names of the vessels
as well as their activities inasmueh as possible, if such boats are observed. Uruguay agreed to this request.

@.c.5 The Delegate of Brazil clarified that there is only one American flagged vessel chartercd hy & Brazilian
company, but all its catches are considered Bragzilizn end are reported to the Secretariat.

6.c.6 The Delegate of Portugal clarified that all the Postuguess vessels in the south Aflaatic are not reflagged
ones. The Portuguess povertument has made every effort to obtain better statistics from these vessels for submission
to ICCAT. Portugal respects the agreement of nat exceeding the allowsble catches.

Second session - November 26, 1996
6.h) Idenification of countries fishing contrary to [CCAT conservation measures (Continued)

6.b.20 The QObserver from Panama apologized that he arrived too late for the first session of the Permanent
Working Group meeting, to have been able to express his country’s concern about the decision being adopted by
[CCAT with respect to Panama. He noted that Panama's two fundamental cancerns were: {1) the eminent dacline in
fish populations on a world level; and (2) the trade sanctions that could be imposed by the ICCAT member countries.
e indicated that Panama is very interested in collaborating with TCCAT and other similar arganizations for the
protection and conservation of marine species. He pointed out that in addition to actions taken by Panama as reflected
in COM/96/28, his country had also decided not to authorize the registration of any vessels fishing tuna in the ICCAT
arca until Panama can develop & system to adequately monitor their fishing activities. Paname has alsa decided 1o
cencel the registration of those vessels, which in view of documented evidence, are not complyiag in the ICCAT
racommendations. He noted that the Papamanisn Government had signed the Convention on the Law of the Sea in
1982 and that it was studying ather agreements such as the U.N, Agreement on Straddling Fish Stock and Highly
Migratory Fish Stocks and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, in order to comply with international
measures of protection of the fishing resources.
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6.b.21 The Chairman welcomed the observer from Panama and hoped that the situstion will he improved in the
very nezr future, which the PWG conid review al its next meeting in 1997,

6.1.22 The Secretariat intraduced a letter received after the first session of the PWG (on November 23, 1956)
from the Minister of Agriculfure of Belize, which indicated Belize’s willingness ta collaborate with ICCAT and that
this matter has been brought up at the highest level of the Government in order to rectify the situation. The PWG
reviewed the letter and hoped that the situation would improve in the very near famre.

6.b.23 With regurd to Belize, the Observer from CARICOM added that according to his communication with
the Govemment of that country, it was his understanding that the situation has been discussed at the Council of
Ministers. He added that the Government of Belize considered that transparency and direct relevance are importunt
and that Belize would like to kave information on the degres of compliance with conservation measures by the ICCAT
Contracting Parties, es well as other non-Contracting Partics. Belize is also intecested in information on the actions
taking place in this fishery so as to maintain transparency. The observer fram CARICOM further stated that he was
also concerned about the issue of flag-less vessels and he believed that this imporiant subject wes Dot receiving
adequate attention by the Commission and may be effectively becoming an incentive for illogal action. He further
sugyested that ICCAT approach The International Maritime Organization to address this matter and he assured that
the CARICOM fishing program will cooperate fully with TCCAT and support its comservation and manugement
INeasUres.

6.5.24 The Chairman appreciated the positive and responsible statements just heard regarding Belize and Panari.
He reiterated that the Commissien has proceeded .very carefully over the years to do all possible to encourage non-
Contracting Parties to collaborate with (he Commission in conservation.

6.5,25 The Permanent Working Group reviewed the werding of the draft Recommendations which had been
distributed earfier to the Group and adopted these, for submission to the Commission for finsl approval {(attached as
Annexes 5-11 and 5-12 to the Commission Proceedings), At the time of adopting these recommendations, the
Chuirmen reiterated thet ICCAT had decided to re-identify Panams, Belize and Honduras and to recommend trade
messures against these countries based on the following criteria:

1)  According to the SCRS Report, the largest sustainable annual blusfin yield projected by the VPA base case
was gbout 2,500 MT for the west Atlantic and 25,000 for the cast Atlantic {including the Medilerrarean
Sea).

7) An sonuel catch of these levels can only be achieved by compliance with ICCAT copservation and
management measnres by both the Contructing and the non-Cantracting Parties.

3) ‘Thos, the coopesation of mon-Contraction Parties in respecting ICCAT comservation and management
measures is indispensable for the appropriate conservation of tha over-fished Atlantic binefin tuna resources.

4) ICCAT has continuously requested the cooperation of gll non-Contracting Partics known to be catching
Atlantic bluefin tune including Panama, Belize and Honduras since 1988, ICCAT huys implemented the
Bluefin Statistical Document Program in order ta collect as much evidence of unreported catches us possible
on its own. In addition, it bus formulated the Action Plan to Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program for Atlantic Bluefin Funa, which provides a specific procedure aimed at securing compliance hy
Contracting and non-Contracting Parties with ICCAT’s conservation program for Atlantic bluefin tuna, and
has further requested these countries mentioned above to cooperate in accordance with the procedure set
forth in this Action Plan.

§} Despite all of the above, the conntries mentioned in paragraph 4} have not tuken effective actions to respect
ICCAT cunservation and mAnagement measures, nor bave they provided the Commission with gven catch
statistics. Thus, all possible sctions have been taken by the Commission and there are no meaas left for
ICCAT but to re-idestify these countries and to recommend trade measures against thess countries in
accordance with the procedure set forth in the Action Plan, iz order to secure the conservation of Atlantic
bluefin tuna resources.

6.b.76 The PWG alsp reviewed the draft letiers prepared for Panama, Belize and Honduras. After some
modifications, these drafts were adopted for consideration by the Commission {Appendix 3 to Annex 7-3),
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6.b.27 The Observer from the European Community wished to recall that in virtue of Article 113 of the Treaty
which instituted the Europesn Community, the European Community has exclusive competence in matters of trade
policy. Any possible restrictive trade measure should be adopted by the Council of the European Union, a8 4 proposal
of the Commission of the Furppean Communities.

) Ideniification of conmyies fishing contrary to ICCAT conservation measures (Continued)

6.c.7 The U.5. Delegate reported that her couatry had examined the gaps found between swordfish catches
reported by Triridad & Tobago and the smount of swordfish imported from that vountry to the 13.5. She intraduced
a draft modsl letter which could be sent to Trinidad & Tabago to request clacification of this matter.

6.0.3 The Delegate of Spain requested the United States to present these data to the SCRS, so that the scientists
cun review such discrepancies and investigate the matter further as to whether they represented unreported catches.
He considered that this would be (he most proper procedure for the PWG to handle the mntter, so that the
Committee’s information would be backed by scientific advice. He hoped that other Contracting Parties provide their
trade data to SCRS, so that the import statistics can alse be cross-checked apainst reported catch data.

6.c,9 The Chairmnan reminded the PWG that the collestion of trade data was not within the mandate set forth by
the Commission, but that such, information should be provided to the SCRS, The Secretariat noted that the SCRS has,
for the last thrce years, strongly recommended that the national offices provide swordfish import data to the
Commiltee and that a specific request was sent to the U8, in early 1996, At any rate, the Secreturiat indicated that
similar procedures will be applied to the swardfish data as are applied to bluefin data (COM/96/31), once such data
are received at the Secretariat,

6.6.10 The U.8. Delegate commented that the swordfish data for this year were submitted 15 an Annex to the
(J.8. National Report, which was available for the PWG's review. The U.S. assured that the such data would be
submitted as aarly as possible to assist scientists in finalizing their catch data information,

6.c.11 The Delegate from the United Kingdom asked if the U.S. has additional background information on
whether thase imports are actually caught by the flag vessels of Trinidad and Tobago or if they wese possibly caught
by other flag vessels but transshipped through Trinidad Tobago to the United States.

f.c,12 The U.8. Delegate responded that the situation is not known, which is why they supported writing such
a letter to request clarification, but pointed it that it was not a legal waming for non-compliance.

6.c.13 After introducing minor editorial modifications, the deaft letter to Trinidad Tobago, regarding the
swordfish cateh and export data was approved by the PWG and forwarded to the Commission for final approval
{ettached as Appendix 4 to Annex 7-3).

6.c.14 The Delepate of U.S. further commented that similar letters could be drafted for many other countries
for which swordfish imports exceed the catch reported by these comntries,

6.c.15 The Secretariat commented that when discrepancies in data are detected, the Secretariat routinely writes
to these countries and requests clarifications aed improvements in the catch data, Hence, it is not necessary for this
Working Group ta prepare specific lelters, particularly in view of the limited time available to the Group. He puinted
out that the Secretarat will present, #t the Group's 1997 meeting, the results of its cross-checking of data as well &s
any clarifications received, but that in order to do 5o, it reiterated the request that countries provide the lmport data
1o the Secretarial, This proposal was accepted by the Permanert Working Group.

d) Other maiters

6.d.1 The Delepats of Japan referred to Taiwan's bigeye catch dats and was concerned that the histarieal data
submitted to the SCRS by Taiwan had been substantially changed at the 1996 SCRS Meeting, While not wanting to
pinpoint uny one example, but he believed that such adjustments to data can have considerahle effects an the SCRS’
stock assessment and can seriously damage the credibility of ICCAT’s scientific work., He hoped that all countries
report as accurate data as possible. He recelled the Commission Chairmsan’s lotler to Taiwan to request that Taiwan's
bigeye catch mol exceed 12,000 MT. He recalled that at the 1995 Commission meeting, the observer from Taiwan

166




PWG REPORT

noted their difficulty to accept such a reyuest, The Japanese Delegate reaffirmed that the Commission’s request for
this entity's limit on higeye catches remaing unchanged, The Jupanese Delegate thanked Taiwan for its continumg
participation in the ICCAT meatings and for providing importint fishing data to the Commission.

6.d.2 The abserver from Tajwan thanked the Japaness Delation and explained that due to the improvement of
ity statistical system, Taiwan's reported bigeve cateh has been modified. Taiwan is working further to its improve
statistics and to try to report as accurately as possible. For this reason, they had invited a Secretariat staff member
to visit Taiwan to provide advice on this matter and to assist in finalizing Taiwanese statistics. In referring to the
bigeye catch limit, the observer of Taiwan pointed out that at the 1995 mesting, reservation was expressed conceming
the difficultics of complying with this limit. At any rate, Toiwan took the measures to reduce its catches as much as
possible in 1996 and the actual bigeye catch should have been very close to 12,000 MT this year.

6.d.3 The PWG Chairman thanked Taiwan for its efforts in reducing the catch of bigeye tuna.

7. Measures to improve ICCAT reguired fishery statistics

7.1 There were some discussion concerning the need to keep this item on the PWG Apenda, and also some
clanfications as to the conditions for waiver of governmental validation of bluefin statistical documents.

7.2 The Delegate of Spain confirmed that this Agetda was meant to discuss the Coatracting Parties’ data retrieval
sysiems, s requested by the PWG at its 1995 meeting.

7.3 In view of time constraints, it was decided not to pursue discussions of this item further.

Third session - November 28, 1996

4.b) Contracting Party actions {Continued)

4.1.10 Referring to his offer made earlier tn search for a special salntion regarding vatidation for bluefin tuns
that are unlnaded by one EU Contracting Party at another EU Contracting Party (see 4.b.1.), the Delegate of Spain
reported that a proposed recommendation conceming the validation of bluefin statisticol documents between ICCAT
member countries that are aiso members of the EU was drafted by 8pain and France. This matter, which is rather
complex, is closely related to the Action Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Mediterranean. The draft was presented for the
consideration of the Permanent Working Group.

4.b.11 After reviewing the propasal, the “Recommendation an the Validation of Blugfin Statistical Dactaments
Between [CCAT Contracting Parties Which are Members of the European Community* wes adopted hy the Permanent
Warking Group and forwarded to the Commission for consideration {Annex 5-1) to the Commission Proceedings].

4.b.12 At the time of adoption of the Recommendztion, the Delegatss of Spain and France made ths following
declaration:

"The Delegutions of Spain und Frunce wish, on occasion of the adoption of this Recommeadation, notify
the Secretariat so that it in tumn formally notifies the cther Contracting Parties, that they intend to apply the
validation scheme contained i this Recommendation from the moment of its entry ioto force. Francs apd
Spain will ndopt the necessary measures ic avoid the risk of duplication of statistical documents validated
in, accordance with this Recommendation. At the szme time, they tske this opportunity to express
eppreciation tor cooperation in the application of this scheme, from the Contructing Parties that import
blushn tuna, "

6.b) Hdeptification aof countries fishing conirary 10 TCCAT conservation medasures (Continued)

6.h.28 The letters dmfted by the Delegate of Canada ro those Mediterranean countries that have Increnged their
¢atches in recent yoars {sec 6,h.2) were drafted by Canads and presented to the Permanent Working Group for review,
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These letters were prepared to deal with EU and GFCM Member States that are pot Farlies to ICCAT. The PWG
appreciated the drafting sugpestions received from the EU members and observers.

6.b.2% Alter introducing some minor modifications, draft letters to Algeria and Tunisia, Croatia, the Europesn
Union, and GFCM were approved and recommended to the Commission for adoption. These draft letters ave attached
as Appendices 5 to 8, respectively, to Annex 7-3.

6.b.30 The Secretariat reported that during the course of these PWG mestings, a second letter was received from
the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries of Belize (distributed to the meeting as Dac. 63), in which Belize asked for
assistance from ICCAT to develop a comprehensive plag, including a monitoring system, to regulate Belizian fishing
vessel operations.

6.b.31 The PWG agreed that while ICCAT it encouraged ¢o assist any non-Coniracting Partias that are trying
to establish monitaring schemes to implement ICCAT regulations, providing professional advice and information on
[CCAT regulations, such assistance should be provided to Belize through correspondence or by telephone, etc.
However, it confirmed that the estsblishment and jmplementation of such a system, as well as the control of the
fishing vessels flying its flag, are the sole responsibility of the flag state, The PWG requested the Executive Secretary
to write to the Government of Belize to that cffect,

7. Measures to improve ICCAT-required fishory statistics (Continued)

7.4 The United States Delegate presented a draft "Resolutine Concerning Efforts to Fmprove the Complelencss
of Task 1 Reported Statistics”,

7.5 The Delegate of Japan, noting his Government’s responsibility in implementing all the Recornmendativng and
Resolutivns, once agreed wpon, was somewhat concerned with the wide scope of areas the Resolution purported to
tackle, He explained that while the Fisheries Agency of Japan can control the fishing activitivs of Japan's vessels, it
has 0o mandate on controlling the activities of nommal cargos that are within the definition of fishing vessels under
Japan’s regulatory system, since another Government ageéncy handles that responsibility and the present Japanese
Delegation could not respond on their activities. Notwithsianding, Japan has no intention to block the adoption of this
Resolution.

1.6 The PWG understood the Japanese concerns, and indicated that at the same time ths wording of the
Resolution (e.g. "to the extent practicable") would provide enough flexibility in its application.

7.7 The Delegate of Spain had some difficulties with the original draft presented, in the sense that the obligation
to trensmit all the information collected, wnder paragraph 1, to the ICCAT Secretariat as well us to the flag states may
pose a heavy administrative burden. On the other hand, the Delegate of Frunce considered this te be a matter of
principle and that information should be sent to the flag states without delay and directly from the port states.

7.8 After considerable discussion, the Delegate of Canada proposed thst such imformation be sent to the
Secretariat, which would then, as a matter of principle, transmit it to those flag states that wished to receive it. This
wording wos accepled hy hoth Spein and France. Thus, the “Revolurion Concerning Efforis to Improve the
Completeness aof Task 1 Reported Staricties” was modified to thet effect and wag approved and forwarded o the
Commission for adoption (attached ag Annex 5-13 to the Commission Prowedings).

8. Review of the enfry into force of the U.N. Agreement on the Straddling Fish Stocks and Stacks
of Large Pelagic Fishes within the framework of ICCAT activities

8.1 The Delegate of 1.5, reviewed the status of the UN Agrcement and pointed out that the Commission continue
to make progress in srea of transparency, which is also on the STACFAD Agenda in relation to the observer fees,

8.2 The Delepats of Spain and the PWG Chairmnn both clarified that even thouph the U.N. Apreement has not
yet besn ratified by many of the JCCAT Contracting Parties, the Commission needs to review the Apreement in
respect to its implications for the Commission, assuming that the Apgreement enters into force, and if the members
are Parties to the Agreement. Transparency is one of the items of the Agreement. Nevertheicss, since many of the
tems carry over mto various ICCAT bodies, discussions cun take place in the Commission Plenary Sessions as well
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as by other ICCAT subsidiary bodies, in respect to their own terms of references. Hence, the PWG agreed fo keep
this item on the 1997 Agenda.

4, Manmers of presenting bluefin tuna products envisaged by the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Siatisticul
Document Program approved by (he Commission

and
10. SCRS conclusions on the conversion factor applicable to specifie bluefin tena products

10.1 These two Agenda items were discussed together, The PWG noted that the SCRS could not complete this
task in 1996, due to (he lack of cooperation from industry to conduct hiological sampling. The SCRS, at its 1956
Mestings, recommended using, in the interim, 2 factor of 10 to convert belly meat to whole weight, unlil a more
biologically acceptable factor can be decided. The Working Group also requested the pertinent governments to ensure
the couperation of fheir countries” factories and traders of bluefin products. The Delepate of Spain assured the Gronp
that such collaboration will be rendered by the Spanisk Government.

10.2 The Delegate of Spain proposed that until such a factor iy aestablished, belly meat should be reported
separately, as product weight, and that na conversion should be applied for belly meat, to estimate the round weight
for Contracting Parties bluefin tuna exports, when using the datz from the BFTSD. He requested that Dacument
COM/96/31 be revised according to this criterion. The Delegate of Spain also requested that the export quantities be
estimated {in terms of round weight) only for non-Contracting Parities and that no such estimations nead ta be made
for Contracting Parties, which report catch statistics.

10.3 The Delegate of Spuin asked about the discrepancies hetween the eonversion factors listed in the COM/96/31
und those included in the "Field Manual®. The Secratariat explained that the "Fisld Manual serves as a reference for
the scientists working on statistics and when the latest issue was published, there were no products such as dressed
bluefin tuna {gilled and gutted with head removed), or belly mest products. Hence there was no use for eonversion
factors. Later, when those products come on the market, these conversion factors, biclogically accepiahle, were
developed, sxcept for belly meat, & product which only started appear on the market in the last few years.

10.4 The Delegate of Spain requested that 2 revision of the ICCAT "Field Manual" should be prepured for
publication &5 soon as possible, and should include the factors revised correctly. In the meantime, only the faclors
included in the "Field Manual” should be used in the conversion of products to live weight, since atherwise the results
might be biagsed.

Item 11. Other watters

11.1 No other matters wers discussad.

Item 12. Future work and meetings of the Permanent Working Group

12.1 The Delegats of Spain proposed that if the Commission approved the inter-sessionral mesting propased by
the Compliance Committee, the PWG should take advantage of the opportunity to held a mesting at the same time
and place. Since there are a cumber of malters that caanot be discussed at this time, the Delegate of Spain believed
that such a meeting will prove very helpful and necessary, and suggested the fallawing points for discussion:

— Relative 1o the flow of mrade within the Ewropean Community:

The validation by Spain of the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document (BFTSD) corresponding to products arriving
by highway from another European country (particuiarly France and Italy); '

Ways of assuring the consistency of the catch figures and export figures when the exporting State and the flag
State of the fishing vessel are different. '
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- Re-exports:
Products imported into a State, part of which is re-exported to apether finul destination;

Shipments entirely re-exported, but in successive portial cargos.

-- Live tunas:
The differsnce n weight between tunas caught and those exported after fattening;
Identification of the fishing vessel to which a particutar fish fattened in cuptivity corresponds; and

Way of completing the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents when live funag are exparted for fattening.

-~ Formar of the Bluefin Tuna Staristical Documents:

Product types not forssecn

— Conversion factors:
Strict application of the factors included in the "Field Munual";

No application of conversion factors to product types not expressly included in the BFTSD, except those factors
indicated in ¢the "Figld Manual™; and

Study of the updating of conversion factors and, if appropriate, the application of new factors obluined.

12.2 The Delegate of Spain considered that such details have sorpassed the abjectives of the BFTSD in its
original concept. Taking into sceeunt transparency and yet not unnecessarily block any commercial activitics, he
considerad it urgent to resolve these problems.

12.3 The Delegate of Japan noled that his country, as the major importer of Muefin tuna, welcomed to resolve
such problems referred to by the Delegate of Spain, and to increase transparency.

12.4 The PWG further discussed as to whether the inter-sessional meeting, ifaccepted by the Commission, shauld
ba held jointly with the Compliance Committee, separately but simultanenusly, or consecutively. Recognizing that the
Compliance Committee wunted to concentrate on manitoring and inspection at its meeting, und recognizing there are
wide areas of overlap in the mandate of these two groups, it was suggested that the inter-sessional mceting not be
called either "PWG" or “Compliance Committze”, but that a unique Agenda be edopted (bat includes the areas of
concern of beth subsidiary bodies, in eonsultation with the Contracting Parties.

12.5 A Tentative Agenda was proposed and accepted by the PWG. The Group requesied the Commission to

review this Apendu and, if approved, that it be circulated at the time the formal unnonncemesnt of the meeting is
circulated, i.e., once the dates and venne have bean finalized.

13. Adeption of Report
13.1 At the time of adoption of the PWG Report, and in order to expedite this process, the Delegates were
requested to present any suhstantive changes on the floor, whereas non-substantive modifications were to be submitted

ta the Rapparteur,

13.2 Follawing this procedure, the Report of the Fifth Meeting of the Permanent Working Group for the
Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures was adopted,
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14, Adjournment

14.1 At the time of adjournment, the PWG Chairman pointed out the extensive and effective work carried out
by the Permanent Waorking Group, He thanked all the Delegations for their eooperation during the sessions. e alse
expressed his appreciation to the Rapporteur for preseating a concise, thorough report to the Group, Mr. Hallman also
thanked the Secretariat for its work doring the year,

14.2 The Fifth Meeting of the PWG was adjourned,

Appendix I to Annex 7-3

1996 AGENDA OF THE PWG

Opening of the Session

Appointment of Rupportieur

Adoption of Agenda

Review of the implementation of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document (BTSD) Program
a) Secretariat actions

b) Contracting Party actions

¢) Applications for waiver of BTSD requirements

5. Fishing by non-Contracting Parties

4) Review of mformation

B

6. Messures (o promote compliance of the ICCAT conservation measures
—  Entry imio foree of the Action Plan concerning Atlantic blusfin tuna
a) Review of the current sitwation copeerning the countries identified at the 1985 meeting as fishing contrary
to ICCAT vonservation measures
b) Identification of couniries fishing contrary to ICCAT conservation measures
- Enny imio force of the Action Plan concerning Atlantic swordfish
¢) TIdentification of counirias fishing contrary to ICCAT conservation measures
d) Other matters
7. Measures to improve ICCAT-required fishary statistics
n) Review of Contracting Party loghook and information retrieval systems
8, Review of the eptry into force of the U.N. Agreement on the Straddling Fish Stacks and Stocks of Large Pelagic
Fishes within the framework of JCCAT activities
S, Manners of presenting bluefin tune products envisaped by the ICCAT DBluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program
approved by the Commission
10. SCRS conclusions on the conversion factor applicable to specific biuefin tupa products
11. Other matters
12. Future wark and meetings of the Permanent Wordng Group

13. Adoption of Report
14, Adjaurnment
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Appendix 2 to Annex 7-3

SUMMARY REPORT BY JAPAN
ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ICCAT BLUEFIN TUNA
STATISTICAL DOCUMENT PROGRAM (BTSDP)
November, 1996

Japan has been implementing the BTSDP since September 1, 1593, for frozen products und siace Jupe 1, 1594,
for fresh/chilled products. The following is 2 summary of the implementation from September 1, 1993, to Junz 30,
1996, Howaver, with regard to Belize, Honduras, and Panama, this summary includes the frozen produets date up
ta October 31, 1996, to facilitate the discussions of the PWG. These data are distributed a5 a supplement to Appendix
2 of Decument COM/96/15, :

1. In 1995, Japanese customs collected 6,137 Bluefin Tupa Statistical Docaments (BTSDs). Of these, 2,817
Documents, 46% of the total, were validated by non-Contracting Parties. In 1995, there were 4,622 BTSHs eollected
from January 1 to June 30 and of these, 3,763 Documents, 81% of the total, were validated by pon-Contracting
Parties.

Japan imported 11,417 MT of Atlaptic binefip tuna products in 1995 and 2,139 MT from January 1 to June 30,
1996. Out of thess, 4,401 MT, 39% of the 1095 total was imported from non-Contracting Parties, and 1,300 MT
(61 %) from January 1 to June 30, 1996.

2. Followiny are our observations based on the dats obtained from the RTSDP which has heen already circuleted
to ali Contracting Parties through the ICCAT Secretariat. The converted live weight is used only for pon-Contracting
Parties and product weight is used for Contrecting Parties based an the discussions at last year’s Commission Meeting.

A) Non-Contraciing Parties

Belize; In 1995, a total of 399 MT were imported from Belize. These were crught by four longline vessels in
the Mediterranean and was equal to 27% of the amounts imported from Belize in 1994,

From January 1 to October 31, 1995, there were no bluefin tuna imporis from Belize. However, please note that
Japan imported bluefin tuna from Belize in November, 1994, and September and November, 1993, Thervfore, there
is a possibility of importing blucfin tuca from Belize after November of this year.

Honduras: Tn 1993, a total of 104 MT were imported from Honduras, However, a high-level honduran officinl
indicated to us during a bilateral contact in 1993 that Honduras would not validate any BTSDs for the bluefin products
caught by vesssls flying Honduran flags of convenience. Therefore, Japan has not imported any bluefin tuna products
validated by Honduras since 19534.

Panama: In 1995, a total of 1,293 MT of bluefin tuna canpht by 12 longline fishing vessels in the eastern Atlantic
and the Mediterranean were imported through Las Palmas, Spain.

From January 1 to October 31, 1996, Japan imported 648 MT of bluefin tuna canght by 10 longline fishing
vessels in the castern Atluntic and Mediterranean. All of these were imported through Las Palrmus.

Taiwan: Japan imported 709 MT of bluefin tuna from Taiwan, caught by 13 longline vegsels in the Mediterrancan
in 1994, The products of 12 vessels were exported through Las Palmas, and the rest wese exported through Sac
Vicente, Cape Verde, In 1995, a total of 502 MT of bluefin tuna caught by 15 langline fishing vessels in ihe eastern
Atlantic and the Mediterranean was imported through Las Paloas,

B) Contracting Parfies

Canada; In 1995, a total of 452 MT of bluefin tuna products were imported from Canada, which was equal to
78% of the Canadian reported catch (376 MT) in the western Atlantic,
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Equatorial Guinea: In Tuly, 1995, a total of 90 MT of bluefin tuna products were imported for the first time fram
Equatorial Guinea. All of these were caught in the Mediterranean and exported through Las Palmus, The BTSDs
collected shaws that six longline vessels operated in the Mediterranean and one of these operated in hoth the eastern
Atlantic and the Mediterrancan. In 1995, ter BTSDs were collected and a total of 370 MT of bluefin nna products
caught by seven longline vessels in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean was imported.

Portugal: Tn 1995, a total of 284 MT of hluefin runa prodect was imported from Portugal. Of this amount, 283
MT were caught by three longline fishing vessels in the sastern Atlantic.

Spain: A totel of 4,324 MT of bluefin tuna products were imported from Spain m 1993, Of this amount, 3,607
MT were caught in the Mediterranean, equal to B5% of the reported Spanish catch {4,400 MT} in the Mediteransan.

C) General observalions

In order to collect information en non-Contracting Parties' fishing activities, it is esseatial to properly implement
the BTSDP and to collect sighting information. In particelar, sighting information is very important for the purpose
of identifying any non-Contracting Party whose activities diminish the effectivensss of relevant [CCAT conservation,
according to the Resolution Concemning an Action Plan to Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for
Adlantic Bluefin Tuna. Coastal states of the Meditersanean are highly expected to collect this type of siphting
information.

Furthermore, the conversion factor for belly meai is not fixed by ICCAT and there was soms discussion at the
last ICCAT meeting. We requested a Japanese exporter to aljow our scieatists to weight the belly meat and the round
weight or to provide us with such information. However, our importer did not have the relevant data and could not
allow sampling, since it coutd not get the permission of its counterpurt, an overseas-local company, We are planning
to request other imporiers in Japan to allow gur scientists to weight belly meat next year, It would be helpful if coastal
countries would also reguest our importers’ counterparts, exporters, to collaborate in this work.

Appendix 3 o Anmnex 7-3

MODEL LETTER FROM THE ICCAT CHAIRMAN
TO BELIZE, HONDURAS, AND PANAMA REGARDING NON-COMPLIANCE
WITH ICCAT CONSERVATION MEASURES

Dear Excellency:

At its 1995 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
adopted a Resplution relating to implementation of the 1994 Resolution Concerning an Action Plan to Ensure
Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuna. The Action Plan sets forth a process designed
to seek the capperation of nations not members to ICCAT's conservation program for Atlantic bluefin tuna. The
process calls for the Commission to first identify Noa Contracting Parties with vessels fishing for Atlantic bluefin funa
in a manper which diminishes the effectiveness of the relevant Conservation Measures of the Commission, and te
request any Party so identifiad, to rectify its fishing activities within one year. As'a fast resort, this process can result
in recommendations of the Commission for Contracting Parties to take measures with the effect of prohibiting trade
from an identified party in Atlantic blusfin tuna, consistent with the provisions of the Action Plan Resolution.

During the 1995 and 1996 annual mestings, the Commission received svidence that flag vessels of (Belize)
(Honduras) (Panama) have been fishing in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manaer
inconsistent with TCCAT regulatory measures. In 1995, consistent with the 1694 Blusfin Action Pisn Resolution, the
Commission identified (Belize) (Honduras) {Panema) 25 2 oation with vessels fishing for Atiuntic bluefin oz in a
manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT bluelin tuna conservatioe program. The Commission
informed the Government of (Belize} (Honduras) (Panama), of its identification under the ICCAT Bluefin Action Plan
Resolution and requested (Belize) (Honduras) (Panama) to rectify the activities of its flag vessels so as not to continue
to dimimish the effestiveness of the [ICCAT bluafin tuna conservation progrum. As in many past years, the Commnission
also provided {Belize) (Honduras) (Panama) with the specific ICCAT conservation measures for Atlantic bluefin tuna.
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The Commission also requested that it be informed of rectifying uctions taken in order o muke this informaticn
available for review at the 1996 annual meeting of the Commission. Reports of catch data have also besn requested
by the Commission and (Belize} (Honduras) {Panama) have been invited to participate in ICCAT meetings.

At its §996 annual meeting, the Commission adopted the enclosed recommendation that will have the effect of
requining action by Contracting Parties that will sesult in prohibition of trade in Atlantic bluafin tuna and its praducts
thereof from (Belize/Honduras upon entry into force of the recommendation {date)y(Panamea or January 1, 1998 unless
the Commission decides, on the basis of documentary evidence, at its 1997 annuai meeting ar before, that Panama
has brought its fishing practices into consistancy with ICCAT conservation and manapement measures for Atlantic
bleefin tuna.) '

In specific, the Commission desires to cellaborate with (Belizel(Hondurus) (Panama) as with other Non
Contracting Parties, to ensura

—  establishment of binding requirements oo (Belizian) (Honduran) (Panamanian) fishing vessels

a) to fish consistently with the ICCAT bluelin tuna catch Hmitations, area closures, and size limits in ths
eagtern Atlantic, mcluding the Mediterranean.

b) to underieke no fishing for bluefin tuna in the western Atlantic, and

¢} tocollect all cutches of Atluntic bluefin tuna, and

—  reporting to ICCAT of all catches of Atlantic bluefin tuna by fishing vessels under its flag.

Intormetion received by [CCAT from (Belize) (Honduras) (Papama) will be communicated to ull Contracting
Parties for & decision, on the basis of documentury evidence, as guickly as possible thet the activities of (Belizian)
(Hooduran) (Panamanian) fishing vessels mest the points in the paregraph above and thus no longer diminish the
effectiveness of the ICCAT blusfin tuna conservaiion program. Such decision will be communicnted to the Contracting
Parties hy the ICCAT Executive Secretariat with a request that actions with the effect of prohibiting trade in binefin
tuna be lifted immediately.

For your information, 1 am enciosing herewith copies of [CCAT conservation and manapement measurss for
bluefin tana, of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Resalution and other resolutions relative to the activities of
fishing veysels of Non-Contracting Parties.

Chairman of the Commission

Appendix 4 to Annex 7-3
MODEL LETTER FROM THE ICCAT CHAIRMAN TO TRINIDAD & TOBAGO

Dear Excellency:

Subsequent to its 1995 meeting, [CCAT announced that it had adopted an ection plan to ensure the sffectivencss
of the Conservation Program for Atlanfic Swordfish. The Resolution on this Action Plan was sent to you by the
ICCAT following the 1995 annual meeting, The action plan sets forth & process designed to seek the cooperation of
pations ool members of ICCAT with the conservation program for Atlantic swordfish. The process requires the
Commission to review information available on catch and trade in order to identify Non-Contracting Parties with
vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectivegess of the relevant conservation
measures of the Commission, and to request any nation so involved to bring its fishing activities into accord with the
TCCAT conservetion measnres. As a last rescrt, this process can result in recommendations for Contracting Parties
to take measures with the effect of prohibiting trade from an identified party in Atlantie swordfish consistent with the
provisions of the action plan resolution.

During the 1996 annual meeting, the Commissiou raviewed all relevant information and determined that it had
some concerns Tegarding the possible fishing activities of vessels of Trinidad and Tobage. Trinidad and Tobago has
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not responded effectively to repeated requests of ICCAT to provide catch statistics. Imports of swordfish from
Trinidad and Tobago into one Contracting Party in 1995 (419 MT) and 1996 (233 MT through ITuly) indicale thal
Trinidad and Tobago may have inereased significantly its harvest of Atlantic swordfish. Although this information is
causs tor major concerm in light of a reported catch of 125 MT in 1993 (which weuld be the limit currently
recommended by ICCAT cap), the Commission decided to write this letter rathes than officially identify Trinidad anct
Tobago under the provisions of the 1995 action plan, The Commission considered that insufficient information was
available.

At the 1997 annual meeting, the Commission will review again the situation and consider any actions which bave
been taken by Trinidad and Tobago to cosure that its flap vessels' fishing activities and catch reporiing are consistent
with ICCAT recommendations. In specific, Trinidad and Tobago (1) should establish measures thet bind its fishing
vessels to eatch swordfish in the nortll Aflantic in consistency with ICCAT recommendations (the current catch limit
is 125 MT); (2) shoutd submit catch data to.the ICCAT; and (3) should submit the flag of vessels which have supplied
product for export. The 1997 review will take inte sccount information received on thess two points.

If it is determined that the above two points have not been met and that fishing by Trinidad und Tobago vessels
hes been diminishing the effectiveness of ICCAT's conservation program for Atlantic swordfish, the Commission may
in accord with the ICCAT Swocdfish Action Plan Resolution, identify Trinidad in 1997, Should such identification
aceur, the same ICCAT Resolution provides another step which could result in actions with the effect of Contracting
Parties prohibiting trade in swordfish products from Trinidad and Tobago.

For your information, I am enclosing herewith copies of each of the regulatory measures us well as the
resolutions relative to the activities of fishing vessels of Non-Contracting Parties which have been adopted by the
Commission,

Chairman of the Commission

Appendix 5 ta Annex 7-3
MODEL LETTER FROM THE ICCAT CHAIRMAN TO ALGERIA AND TUNISIA

Excellency:

The Intemnational Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic, Tunas (ICCAT) is gravely concerned about the
status of blusfin tuna stocks. As you know from previous correspondence and discussion at mestings of the General
Fisherias Council for the Mediterranean (GFECM), JCCAT has adopted particular conservation and management
measuces for bluefin tuna in the esstern Atlantic and the Mediterranean to ensure long term sustainability of this
important fishery.

As you also know from previcus correspondence, [CCAT's concern for the comservation of blusfin tuoa
throughout the Convention area is reflected in its 1994 Resolution "Concerning an Action Plan to Ensure Effecliveness
of the Conservating Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tums®. The Action Pian sets forth a process designed to seck the
cooperation of natians not memhers of ICCAT with the Commission’s conservation program for Atlantic biuefin tuna,

At its November 1996 meeting, in accordance with the processes prescribed in the Bluefin Action Plan, the
Commission agreed on recommendations for action in respect of Belize, Honduras and Panama. Those recommentda-
tions are enclosed.

During the next twelve months, thers will be continning careful apalysis of all countries” coopesation in support
of ICCAT conscrvation objectives to determine whether further decisions for action should be taken at the
Commission’s 1997 meeting.

The Commission femains gravely concerned over the status of the bluefin tuna stock in the Mediterranean and

urges close cooperation hy (Algeria/Tunisia) with ICCAT to effectively implement its conservation and management
measures. At present only very incomplete catch effort and biological data on bluefin tuna are available by your
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vouniry. Data are not even provided to the GFCM/ICCAT Joiat Working Group meetings, In view of the situstion
in the Mediterranean, the increase in the effort in the bluefin tuna fishery by your country would be detrimsntal to
the stock. We urge you to prevent this developmen.

Members of ICCAT, which are also members of the GFCM, have indicated that the GFCM has adopled the
manapement measures established by [CCAT, They have suggested that special attention to cooperative action within
the GFCM could be a productive appreach tn achieving more effective implernentation of these measures.

Therefore, [ huve written to the GFCM requesting that there be & special priority during this coming year on
facilitating coeperative action amangst its member staies to improve the effective application of ICCAT measures by
GFCM members which are not ICCAT members. My letier to the GFCM is also enclosad.

The Commission would be gratefis] if (Algeria/Tunisia) would support and perticipate in this copperative action,

Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration.

Cheirman of the Commission
Appendix 6 io Annex 7-3
MODEL LETTER FROM THE ICCAT CHAIRMAN TO CROATIA

Excellency:

The Interpational Commission for the Consarvation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) is encouraped by the response
of Croatia to my letter of January 30, 1596 regarding the concern of the Cemmission for the status of the eastern
Atjantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna and the measures which [CCAT, as the responsible international conservation
snd management hody, has adopted to ensure long term sustainebility of this imporiant fishery,

The Commission, at its November 1996 meeting, was pleased to bear the report of Croatia’s ahserver on the
decisions Croatia has taken to cooperate with ICCAT azd to adgpt ceriain of ity menagement measures.

The Commission iz concerned, however, with Croafia®s anrounced non-acceptance of the 1993 or 1554 basic
catch levels for Croatia to reduce its caiches by 25% by the end of 1998, Commission members appreciate the
difficulties which confront Croatia, but the accomplishment of this reduction is critical to conserving the bluefin tunu
stock throughout the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean. It is therefore essential that all pariies fishing this stock in
the distribution mrea implement the ICCAT measures in full. I must inform you that Croalia’s refusal of the base
figures for 1993 ar 1954 is not acceptable. The Commission earnestly requests that Croatia reconsider its position.

Please accept the assurances of my highest coasideration.
Chairman of the Commission

Appendix 7 to dnnex 7-3
MODEL LETTER FROM TEE ICCAT CHATRMAN TO THE EUROPEAN UNION
Excellency:
As you may know from the European Union (EU) observers at meetings of the Intemnational Commission for the

Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), the Commission is gravely concerned about the stalus of bluefin tuna stocks
throughout the Convention erea,
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Cne reflection of the Commission’s concern s ifs 1994 Resolution "Ceoncerning an Action Plan to Ensure
Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuda”. The Action Plan sets forth a process designed
to seek the cooperation of nations not members of ICCAT with the Commission’s conservation program for Atlantic
bluefin tuna.

At its Novemhber 1996 meeting, in accordance with the processes prescribed in the Bluefin Action Plun, the
Commission agreed an recommendntions for action in respect of Belize, Honduras and Panama. Those recommenda-
tions are attached.

During the next twelve months, there will be continuing careful analysis of all countrics' cooperation in support
of [CCAT conservation objectives to determine whether fucther decisions for activn should be taken at the
Commission's 1997 meeting.

In January, 1996, I wrote to several countries which are not members of ICCAT, including EU members Greece
and Italy, about growing concern for the status of eastern Atlantic und Mediterranean bluefin tuny and the measures
which ICCAT has adopted to ensare long term sustainability of this important fishery. -

The Commission remains gravely concerned over the status of the bluefin tuna stock in the Mediterranean and
I'would request that yow employ the hest affices of the European Commission and Presidency to urge Greece and [taly
to enter into closs cooperation with ICCAT and effectively implement its conservation and mansgement measures.

The Commission appreciates that, at the time of its meating, the 1996 bluefin tuna fiskeries of Gresce and Italy
wera still in progress. However, the Commission must note its concern that catch data for 19935 indicate that Greece
caught 612 MT. This is 230 MT or 68% in excess of the ICCAT cap (higher of 1993 or 1994 catch) of 362 MT.
Also, the Commission must note ity concern that in 1995, 43 % of the binefin tuna cought by Italy were under the
[CCAT minimum size requirement of 6.4 kilograms. The percentage was even higher in 1994 - 65%. The ICCAT
measures allow for up to a 15% tolerance per boat per landing. The Commission voiced further concern that the
Italian catch data are incomplete and partiul, particularly for the Adratic Sea.

Therefore, the Commission would be grateful if the EU would put a special priority during this coming year on
facilitating cooperative action amongst its member states o unprove the effective application of ICCAT measures by
EU members which are not ICCAT membces.

Pleare accept the assurances of my highest considemtion,

Chairman of the Commission

Appendix 8 ta Annex 7-3

MODEL LETTER FROM THE ICCAT CHAIRMAN TO GFCM
Excellency:

As you know from previous corraspondence and discussion at meetings of the General Fisheries Countil for the
Mediterranean (GFCM), the Intemational Cominission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) is pravely
concerned about the status of bluefin tunz stocks.

Ono reflection of the Commission's concern is its 1994 Resolution "Concerning an Action Plan to Ensure
Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuna". The Action ®lan sets forth o process designed
to seek the cooperation of nations not members of ICCAT with the Commission's eonservation program for Atlantic
bluefin tuna.

At its November [8%6 meeting, in accordance with the processes preseribed in the Bluefin Action Plan, the

Commission agreed on recommendatioss for action in respect of Belize, Hoaduras and Panama. Those recommenda-
tions are enclosed.
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During the noxt twelve months, there will be continuing carsful analysis of all countriss’ caoperation i support
af ICCAT conservation ohjectives to determine whether further decisions for action should be taken at the
Commission's 1997 meeting,

In Jannary, 1996, [ wrote to several countries which are not members of ICCAT, mcluding GFCM members
Croatis, Greece, Ttaly and Malta, about growing concern for the status of eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin
tuna and the measures which JCCAT has adopted to ensure fong term sustairability of this impertant fishery.

The Commissivn remains gravely concerned over the status of the bluefin muna stock in the Mediterranean and
I would request that you emplay the best offices of GFCM to urge Greece and Italy to eater inlo close conperation
with ICCAT and effectively implement its conservation and management measures.

The Commission appreciales that, at the time of its meeting, the 1996 bluefin tna fisheries of Greece and Tuly
wers still in propress. However, the Commission must note its concern that catch data for 1995 indicate that Greece
caught 612 MT. This is 250 MT or 9% in excess of the [CCAT cap (higher of 1993 ar 1994 caich) of 362 MT.
Also, the Commission must note its concern that in 1595, 43% of the bluefin tuna caught by Italy were under the
[CCAT minimum size requirament of 6.4 kilograms. The percentage was even higher in 1994 - 65%. The ICCAT
measures allow for up to a 15% tolerance per hoat per landing. The Commission voiced further cancern that the
Iielian catch daia are incomplete and partial, particularly for the Adriatic Sea.

I have also written to GFCM members Algeria and Tunisia which have significant biuefin tuna fishenes, but
which are not members of ICCAT. At present oaly very incomplete catch, effort and biological data on bluefin tuna
are available from these countries. Data are not even provided to the GFCM/TCCAT Joint Working Group meetings.
1n view of the situation in the Mediterranesr:, the incresse in the effort in the bluefin tuna fishery of these countries
wauld be detrimental to the stock.

Memhers of ICCAT, which are also members of the GFCM, have indicaled that the GFCM has adopted
management measurss established by ICCAT. They have suggested that a productive approach would be close
cooperation and attention within the GFCM to effective implementation of these measures.

Therefore, the Commission would ke gratefu if the GFCM would put a specinl priority during this coming year
on facilitating cooperative actian amongst its member states to improve the effective application of ICCAT measures
by GFCM members which are not TCCAT members.

Please accept the assurances of my highes! consideration.

Chairman of the Commission

ce: GFCM Secretary
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ANNEX 74

REPFORT OF THE MEETING OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

1. Opening of the Meeting

1.1 The meeting was opened by the Chairman of the Committes, Mr. P. Peroane (France), who presented an
introductory statement welcoming the participation of the Peopie's Republic of China and the Libyan Arab Jamahiria,
#5 mew members, in the werk of the Compliance Commitiee.

2, Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted as prepared and is attached as Appendix 1 ta Annex 7-4.

3. Election of Rapporteur

3.1 Dr. I.P. Pl¢ of the United States was nominated to serve as rapparteur of the mesting.

4. Review aof the terms of reference of the Commitiee

4.1 The terms of reference of the Committee, as specified at the 1995 meeting of the Infractions Commities, were
accepted.

5. Status of the application of the regulations recommended by the Comnission on
yellowtin, bigeye, hlvefin and swordfish

5.1 The Chairman opened discussion on this item by referring to the 1996 SCRS Report and document
COM/96/26, which provided a compendium of the Recommendations and Resolutions adopted by the Commiszion
on the conservation and munagement of the stacks.

5.2 After some comments by the Executive Secratary on the difficulty of producing a complete summary table
on the entry inte force of national conservation measures, the Chairman asked that in the future, the table be produced
by the Secretarinl with us few blanks ms possible, and that governments complete the remainder.

5.3 D, Suzuki, Chairman of the SCRS, presented a summary of tbe SCRS Report on the status of compliance
with regards to the recommendations and resolutions previously adopted by the Comnission. Dr. Suzula ciied
exteasive non-compliance with the minimum size, catch limits and closed area recommendations, as appropriate, in
many of the fisherdes.

5.4 The Delegates of Canada, the United States, France, Korea, Portugal, Venezuela and Uraguay provided
information in response to the examples of nan-compliance noted by Dr. Suxuki. The Delegate of Japan described
in detail the system of managing the quota applicabie to it, in particular, emphasizing its fishing year busis for the
purpase of quata control and complisnce with ICCAT. Spain reported on corrective meusures adopted during 1986
to prevent non-compliznce with [CCAT recommendations. Many delegations aoted that their countries were each
responsible for some amount of non-compliance. Many also expressed disappointment with the continued non-
compliance by other members and that it was time for all members to comply with [CCAT measures, just as the
organization had begun to deal with non-compliance by non-Contracting Parties, and that the future credibility of
ICCAT was al stake if no action was taken in this regard by Contracting Parties. The statesents by South Alfrica and
Canada are attached ny Appendices 2 and 3 to Anmex 7-4.
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5.5 The Delegate of the United States noted that the members of ICCAT must have the political will to take
measnees to enforce ICCAT Recommendations and the need for internatianal cooperation of both Contracting and non-
Contracting Parties, The Defegate further noted the need to htve nations which have not complied with ICCAT
conscrvation measures explain how such non-compliance ocourred, and how those sations intend te deal with the non-
compliance sctivities. The U.S. Delegate noted that if such nop-compliance continued, pepalties should be imposed
ugaimst future guotias, and that if this is nat encugh to ensure compliance, then ICCAT should consider the possibility
of ymposing trads restrictive measures to encourage compliance, The U.S. Delegate also noted 1hat the United States
had prepured a general approach which could be considered within eech of the respective Panels, Sprin, France,
Partugal, Capnada and Venezuela expressed support for the general concept expressad by the United States.

5.6 The Chairman summarized the comments made by the members on how to proceed, and reficeted that the
measures must be specific, practical and feasible. Based on these discussions, it was ngreed to establish an informal
group to continue work in this area, Spain, Japsn, France, Canada, Portugal, Ghana and Voncrnela indicated that they
wished 1o participate in the informal groop. With regard to minimum size, the Delegate of Japan noted that it wished
to participate, but questioned which body was best suited to discuss this issuc umd regerved the right to come back to
address this topic withun the Compiiance Committee.

5.7 The Delegate of the United States was asked by the Chairman to report on the work of the informal worlking
group established to review compliance by Contrecting Parties. The U, S, Delegate reported at 4 later session that this
informal group held interesting discussions on compliance by Contracting Partics. In particular, through the
development of & proposed recommendation, the participants demonstrated the willingness to take the initial steps
towards improving compiiance for eastern and western Atlantic bluefin tuna stocks and north Atlantic swordfish
stocks. He further stated that the proposed recommendation counld serve as a model to he used in other siluations, at
u later time, m order to ensure complisnce within JCCAT.

5.8 The U.8. Delegate then provided the Committes with an explanation of the proposed recommendation. The
“Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Blugfin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries”, was adopied
by the Compliance Commitles and torwarded to the Cormission for its consideration. (s2¢ Annex 5-14 to the
Commission Proceedings.

5.9 According to paragraph {1}, at tha 1997 Commission meeting, and each year thereafter, each Contracting
Party whose landings excesded its catch limit for Atlantic bluefin tuna or north Atlantic swordfish in the previous
fishing year will be required to explain fo the Compliance Commitise how the over-harvest occurred, and the actions
ulready taken, or to he taken, to prevent further over-harvest.

5,10 According fo pumgruph (2), if, in the applicable management period, beginning in 1997, and each
subsequent management period, any Contracking Party exceeds its catch limit, its catch limit will be reduced in the
next subsequent management period by 100 percent of the amount in excess of such catch limit; and ICCAT may
authorize other appropriste sctions.

5.11 Accoarding to paragraph (3), notwithstanding paragraph (2}, if any Contracting Party exceeds its cajch limit
during any twa consacutive management persiods, the Commission will recommend appropriate measures, which may
include but are not limited to, reduction in the catch limit equal to a minimum of 125 percent of the excess harvest,
and, if necessary, trade restrictive measures. Any trude measures under this paragraph will be import restrictions on
the subject species and consistent with each Party’s international obligations. The trade measures will be of such
duratien and under such conditions as the Commission may determine,

5.12 The U.S. Delegate stated that it was important that e proposal he parallel with the system designed to
address non-compliance by non-Contracting Parties. Furthermore, as in the case of non-Contracting Parties, trade
restrictive measures should he viewed as measures of last yesort, In response to a question posed by the Chairman,
the 17.8. Delepate also noted that the phrase in paragraph (3), "consistent with each Party's international abligations",
is intended to include international obligations under the WT'O, and noted further that this language is identical to the
language in the recommendations dealing with non-Contracting Party compliance,

5.13 The Delegate of Japan offered 4 comment on paragraph {3) calling attention that the use of trade restrictive
measures should only be considered as a last vesort. He noted that in the case of Atlantic blucfin tuna, ICCAT has
adopted an Action Plan, which is supported by a process which produces data upon which to base decisions. However,
in the case of swerdfish, the situation is different because the trade patterns are different and more divarse than in
the case of bluafin tuna. Mareover, the phrase, "if necessary” it paragraph (3), should not he taken lightly and trade
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restrictive measures should not be seen as automatic. With this mind, Japan interprets the use of trade restrictive
mensures to require good datn,

5.14 The Delegates of several Parties and the Executive Secretary then discussed the legal, political and maral
distinction of treating the proposed measure as a “recommendstion” or ag a "resolution”. After an exchange of
opinions, the Chairman expressed the view that there wid consensis among the Parties to forward the proposed
measure to the Commission &5 A recommendation,

6. Port inspection
a) Aeceprance af ihe Scheme by Contracting Parties

6.a.1 The Executive Secretary began this item by providing information on the Part Inspection Scheme adopted
tn 1978 and which came into force in 1983, The following countries have officially accepied the scheme: Brazl, Cote
d’Ivoire, France, Gabon, Partugal, Szo Tomé and Princips, South Africa, Spein, United States and Venezuela. The
Executive Secreinry noted that it had received no new reports since the last meeting and would review the national
reports to see if there were any new data,

6.2.2 Portugal noted that it had adopted a new law requiring all forsign, non-Euwropean Community, fishing
vessels that intend to land fish in Parhtguese ports to be inspected. The United States noted that all Contracting Parties
should make a new commitment to & port inspection scheme, and asked that Parties repart on ll non-Contracting
Parties entering their ports and nofed that it would like to see the scheme broadened to include all ICCAT species.
Japan nated that it had not accepted the scheme as a formal oblipetion, but has instructed its fishermen to cooperate
with inspectors from Contracting Parties, provided the abligation of inspectors to comply with paragraph 3 of the
scheme was followed. Spain appealed to all Contracting Parties to accept the Port Inspection Scheme,

h) Review of the reparty of inspections carried our

6.b.1 The Chatrman stated that reports of inspections carried out should be part of the national reperts and that
delegates may wish to submit any reports at this time. Spain and France provided additional details on some of their
recent inspection activities, :

¢) Updaring of the list of awthorized inspectors

6.c.1 With the concurrence of all Parties, it was agreed that it was not necessary to fuily review this agenda item
and ary new data should be provided directly {o the Secretaziat,

d) Updating of the list of national correspondenis

6.d.1 With the concurrence of al! Parties, it was agreed that it was not necessary to fully review this agenda item
und any pew data should be provided directly to the Secretariat,

7. Discussion on an international monitoring scheme applicable in the 1ICCAT
Convenfion Area

7.1 Referring to COM/D6/29, the Executive Secretary noted that ICCAT adopted a scheme for at-sen monitoring
in 1975, hut that it had yet to enter into force, He fitrther noted that Appendix 3 of COM/96/29 contained a proposal
for such a scheme from Canada, and that Appendiz 5 of that Document contained the scheme adopted by the
Interpatiopal Commission for the Canservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMER).

7.2 The Chairmen stated that although he had pledged last year to conduct, via correspondence, ra effart to

develop a scheme, he was not able to complete such work given that he had but three documents to work from, and
saught suppestions from other Parties on how best to proceed,
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7.3 The Delegates of Canada, South Africa, the United States and France spoke in support of the need for an
effective inspection scheme. The representative from Spain spoke in support of a general inspection scheme and
further remearked that if ICCAT opted for an at-sea scheme, it should wse the ICCAT International Inspection Scheme.
The Parties acknowledged that the [CCAT scheme of 1975 hed required time to mature, and that the &me to move
forward had come. South Africa noted that although there were only three documents to wock from, all such
documents put forward similar points, and that the CCAMLR scheme was the product of much debate and contained
practical elements. South Africs then suggested that perhaps Caneda and & small drafting committee should aiteropt
to put together a proposal from which others could begin to wark fram.

7.4 Several Delegates spoke in support of the proposal to establish &n open and informal group to work on this
saatter and to report back to the Committee. Comments in support of this iden reflected the need to keep in mind the
United Nations Agreement for the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stacks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks (UN Fish Stocks Agreement), the costs of such a scheme, relationship to other schemes in other international
organizations, end the need to be sensitive to the particular circumstances involved with highly migratory species.

7.5 The Chairman summarized the discussion on this matter and noted that the opting-out clause in the U.N. Fish
Stocks Agresment, which envisioned development of alternative schemes, provided the flexibility to develop a scheme
suited to Atlantic highly migratary specias.

7.6 The Delepate of Canada was asked by the Chairman to report on the work of the informal group established
to review issues relating to at-sea inspection schemes. The Canadian Delegate stated that a small group consisting of
delegates from Spain, Feance, Brazi!, Portugal, Japan, the United States and Canada hed met to discuss such issues.
He stated that a consensus emerped from these discussions that thers is not a need, at this lime, to develop ar
implement an at-sea inspection scheme within FCCAT. However, it was sgreed that ICCAT should be looking at a
broad-based enforcement scheme that might include elements such as inspections at sea, obscrvers, vessel monitoring
systemn {VMS}, port inspections and vessel sighting reports. In eddition, some viewed thul at-sea enforcement was oot
the most practical monitaring system for all areas within the ICCAT Convention Area. There was some suppart for
4 more piecemeal approach to monitoring and enforcement, with the view of establishing differing schemes according
to the different areas and fisheries. The group did not prepare a recommendation for the Committee to consider. He
noted that the group agread that discussion on this issue should continue at later meetings. The report of this informal
group i attached as Appendix 4 to Annex 7-4.

7.7 The Delegate of South Africa noted that aithough fhe informal group made no recommendations, the
Committes should conlinus to investigate the need for a broad inspection and monitoring scheme within ICCAT,
including possible at-sea inspections and use of observers, with a view to making specific recommendations at the 1997
mesting.-

7.8 To show that there is some experience in implementing an international monitoring schems, the Delepate of
Venezuela cited the experience in the use of observers in the eastern Pacific tuna fishery. The Delegule of Japan noted
{hal this scheme was effective because in IATTC, vessel specific quotas were allocated, and that the situation was
different in ICCAT.

7.9 The Delegate of the United Stutes then offered to host an inter-sessional mesting of the Complianes
Committee, at a time and place to be determined later, to consider the entire range of possible means for developing
coaperative monitoring and inspestion sehemes in the ICCAT Convention Area, recognizing that differing approaches
muy be appropriate for specific arcas and fishenes,

7.10 In response, several Parties expressed concern on various tapics including the difficulty of conducting at-sea
inspections, the need to identify the objectives for the inter-sessional meeting, monitoring and inspection developments
in other areas, cost and scheduling of the meeting, concemn about the mixing of terms {1.e. 2 monitoring and inspection
scheme does ol sutomatically imply the use of observears on board fishing vessels), and concern that certain ¢lements
of monitoring and inspection should not be given greater weight than others. The Delegate of the United States replied
that these concerns illustrated the need for additional discussion at an inter-sessiona] meeting,

7.11 The Delegate of Scuth Africa commented that representatives from the Legal Affairs Office of the FAO
would conduct a tegional workshop oa Fisheries Control, Monitoring and Surveiliance {CMS) Systems, in 2 meeting
in Decemher, 1996, and that ICCAT should obtain & copy of the report of this workshop.
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7.12 The abserver from Mexico noted that the observer program in the vastern Pacific tuna fishery has shown
itself to he very effsctive. He further noted that ohservers on-hoard the tuna fishing vessels operating in this area were
there for scientific purposes, but that the data collected could result in sanctions impoged on individunl vessels by the
government of the flag of the vessel in question.

7.13 The Delegate of Spain commented that the proposed inter-sessional meeting could perhups serve other
purposes, Moreover, he suggested that the meeting should be & joint meeting of the Compliknce Committee and of
the Permanent Working Group since thera is much overlap in the issues relevant (o these two committses.

7.14 The United States expressed support of this proposal. The Delegate of Brazil commented that all ICCAT
Contracting Parties should attend such a meeting, Flowever, given the financial limitations of some members, Brazil
stated that financial assistance should be mads available for such members.

7.15 The Chairman noted that given the proposal to bold a joint inter-sessional meeting of the Cumpliance
Committes and the Permanent Working Group, the Commission should be asked to develop the framework of this
joint meeting.

8. Date and place of the next meeting of the Compliance Commitiee

8.1 The Compliance Committee will hold its next meeting in conjunction with the joint inter-sessional meeting
of the Compliance Committee and the Permanent Working Group, to he hosted by the Goverament of the United
States, at a time and place to be determined luler.

9, Other matters

9.1 In the ubsence of Mr. Peronne at the Committes’s last session, Mr. R. Conde, Chairman of ICCAT, nssumed
duties as temporary Chairman of the Compliance Committec. Mr. Conde nated that he was requested by Mr, Peronne
that Committee's report reflect that Mr. Peronne would not be able to aitend next year's ICCAT mecting and that a
substitute was needed i serve as Chairman of the Compliancs Committee. Mr. Conde asked that the report reflect
the appreciation of the Commiilee for the efficient manner in which Mr. Peronns performed his duties while
Chairman,

9.2 The Delegate from France expressed thanks on behalf of Mr. Peronne, who wilt now work in another sector,
but stil] related to sea life. The French Delepate suggested that as a possible replacement, the Committes should laok
te & new Contracting Party of ICCAT to provide the next chairman, namely Mr. G. Taylor, Head of the Delegation

of the United Kingdom. The Delegate of South Africa second the nomigation of Mr. Taylor. With the consensus of
the Parties, Mr, Taylor was elected as Chairman of the Complisrce Coumittee.

10. Adoption of Report

10.1 The report of the Complisnce Commities was adopled.

11, Adjournment

11.1 The 1996 Mesting of the Compliance Committes was adjourned.
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Appendix 1 to Annex 7-4
AGENDA OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

Opening

Adoption ef Agenda

Appointment of Rapporteur

Review of the terms of reference of the Committee

Status of the application of the regulations recommended by the Commission on yellowfin, bigeye, bluefin,
and swordfish, Questivos resulting from the SCRS Report '
6. Port inspection:

a) Acceptance of the Schems by the Contracting Parties

b) Review of the reports of inspections carried out

¢) Updating of the list of authorized inspectors
d) Updating of tha list of national correspondents

e

7. Discussion on an internatinnal menitaring scheme applicable in the ICCAT Convention orea
8. Dats and place of ths next meeting of the Compliance Committee

8. Other matters

10. Adoption of Report

11. Adjournment

Appendix 2 to Annex 7-4

STATEMENT BY SQUTH AFRICA TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

As has been noted in statements from other delegations, much of the work of TCCAT over the past few years has
been focussed cn problems resulting from fishing for tuzas and tunp-like species in the Atlantic Ocean by non-fCCAT
Coniracting Partiss. These problems have dominated the work of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement
i ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures, and the ICCAT Secretariat has put much work into communicating
with such non-Contracting Parties in an effort to solve these problems. Recenily, the Chairmmse of the Compliance
Committee has also drawn our atteation to the need to review the UN. Agreement on responsible fishing, and to
determine what implications this may bave for the work of ICCAT.

These efforts have been rewarded, to the extent that ICCAT has recently received positive undartakings from a
number of gon-Contracting Parties regarding the implementation of ICCAT management measurcs. In contrast, South
Africa is dissppointed to note the continued eXveeding of catch quetas, recommended etfort levels apd minimum size
lmits by member coustries, as reported in this year's SCRS Report. ICCAT seems to spend much time criticizing
others, vet we recall how, some years ago, ICCAT reacted with shock and indipnation when others eriticized ICCAT.
It would now seem clear thu! many of the fishing flects represented by the member delegations to TCCAT are
themselves not complying with ICCAT management measures, and are therefore not fishing responsibly.

South Africa acknowledges the difficulties associated with implementing some of these ICCAT manapement
messures, and noles the call by the delegation from Japan for a “realistic approach” in attempting to resolve these
difficulties. South Africa supports that view, but would note that we mean something different when we speak of being
"realistic”. The reality is that many of the fishing fleets represented by ICCAT member conntries continue to depress
ths spawning stacks of our Atiantic tung resources with excess fishing effort and cateh, while simultaneously destroying
fuhire options by increasing catches of juvenile fish. In an apparent effort to protect their fishing fleels, these acticas
are destroying the very tuna stocks upon which they depend.

South Africa considers this to be an irresponsible and unacceptoable state of affairs, which must now be rectified
by an honest ra-evaluation of the impact on these tuna stocks by cur member country flests, and the immediate
implementation of effective measures to reduce this impact to sustainable levels, If this is not done, we fear that the
future of ICCAT and, more importantly, of Atlantic tuna resources, looks bleak. We therefore support the statements
by the USA, Caneda and Japan, and we urge all ICCAT members to work towards the development of specific
meastres, along the lines proposed by the UUSA, to improve the implementation of [CCAT management measures.

184



COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

Appendix 3 to Annex 7-4

STATEMENT BY CANADA TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

During the discussion lust year which led to the adoption of new terms of reference it was noted that if [CCAT
was intent upon becoming more effective as an internetional conservation and management body, complidnce by
Contracting Parties and meaningful action by this new Comunittee will be important. That observation is even more
pertinent today.

In 1994 and then in 1925, the Commission invested considerable time developing and adopting Actian Plans to
Ensure Effectivensss of the Conservotion Programs for Atlaatic Bluefin tuna and for swordfish.

These two plans are aimed at ensuring nan-Contracting Parties comply with ICCAT measures. Earlicr in this
meeting we spent considershle time during the Permanent Working Group mesting discussing problems associated with
a number of non~Contracting Parties whaose actions were diminishing the effectiveness of ICCAT measures. We have
taken a major step forward to address this serfons concera,

The Compliance Committee is tasked with currying out a similar mandate with respect to assessing the
performance of Contracting Parties. Much concern was expressed at the PWG meeting by a4 number of delegatians
regarding the actions of non-Contracting Parties. It is now time to focus on the actions of Contracting Parties to ensure
that the standards we have set for others are matched by all of us here.

Over the years the Commission has recommentded a number of measures for Contracting Parties, primarily relating
to catch levels and minimum size limits. All these measures have been based on the seientific advice available and were
adopted to protect stocks from over-exploitation and to ensure their sustainability. Unfortunately, many of these
measures have not been complied with.

Effacts of non-compliance on the fishery resources are clear. Moreover, continued nor-compliance calls into
questicn the commitment of the organization to manage the resources under its anthority and has led some to question
the credibility of ICCAT.

Many of you will recall the threat of & CITES listing for bluefin tuna a few years agp. As an organizstion, ICCAT
and its member couniries opposed such a step, JCCAT has the mandate to manage bluefin as a fisheries management
organization and our mandate should not be assumed by another mmltilateral organization.

Since that time we have continued to be scrutinized by many international organizations who have challenged the
degree of pur commitment to conservation and rational management,

It will be difficult to point fingers at non-Contracting Parties for diminishing the effectiveness of our manapement
regime when we ourselves are not prepared to sdhere to our own menagement measurss, It i5 also becoming more
difficult for Canadian fishermen fo accept that they should comply with certain [CCAT measures when others do not.

It is not my wish at this time to single ant eny particular member for non-vompliance. Many of us have been guilty
of nun-complisnce and many of us have undertaken various measures to ensure that our actions are rectified. As an
exampls, in 1995 2 number of countries, including Canada, over-fished their swordfish quotas in the north Atlantic.
I do not know what the reasons were for overfishinp hy other countries, but I do know why il happenad in Canada and
1 know that we have instituted significant domestic measures to ensure that it would not happen agsin.

But, hy the same taken, it is clear from the SCRS report that some other members have not rectified thelr actions.
There are a number of problems associated with the barvest of bluefin tuna in the east Atlantic. You will recail
that the 1994 recommendation was for countries to cap their annual catch at either their 1993 or 1994 level, whichever

was highest, and then to reduce their catch from this level by 25% by the end of 1998. It is clear from the 19%5 catch
statisbics provided by SCRS that not all member countries have complied with this measure.
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Excessive catches of undersize bluefin in the east Atlantic is another major concern to Canada. A minimum size
of 6.4 kg has been in place since 1974, with countries allowed to retain up to 15% in numbers of fish under this stze.
However, data supplied by the SCRS clearly indicaies that many countries have never camplied with this measuce.

South Atlantic swordfish is another stock of concern. Countries with catches over 250 MT were not to increase
catch levels in 1995 and 1996 beyond their 1993 or 1554 level, whichever was higher. Countries with calches under
250 MT were not ta increase over 250 MT. There has heen non-complience with hoth of these limitations in 1993.

Nan-complience with [CCAT measures in meny fisheries are a real concern for Canada for two reasons,. First
ag T stated above, these actions call into question the very credibility of this organization. Secoad, it is clear that there
is some mixing of the east and west Atfantic bluefin stocks, and of the north and south Atlantic swordfish stocks, While
it is not known exactly what effects non-compliance in one area could have on the status of the stock in the other, it
is clear that non-compliance will diminish the investments made in conservation by other Parties in other arcas.

Mr. Cheirman, these are the two main issues that [ believe we shonld focus our atlention on at this meeting -
overfishing of guotas and non-complience with minimum fish sizes. We need to adopt measires that will provide
realistic incentives to ensure that full compliance will be achieved.

Appendix 4 te Annex 74
REPORT OF THE INFORMAL GROUP ON MONITORING AND INSPECTION

Representatives from Canada, Spain, France, Brazil, Japan, and the United States met on November 23, 1996,
to discuss issues relating to monitoring and inspection in the ICCAT Regulatory Arca. The following concepls were
disenssed at the meeting:

Any ICCAT monitoring and inspection program shoutd not be limited to a particular scheme, but should address
al} viable options in the form of a package of compatible elements to achieve the specific goals of ICCAT. The possible
value of 4 system blending port inspections, ohservers and VMS was raised.

It was pencrally agreed that there is not presently enough of a necessity in ICCAT to justify an at-ses inspection
prageem (such as that propossd by Canada and found in NAF0).

It was agreed that « mirimum step should be the definitian of what is to be monitored and inspectedt and what role
enforcement should have in this process.

It was also put forth that perhaps incremental steps towards an ultimately comprehensive monitoring and inspection
package might be more realistic in the beginning. The stepwise epproach was supported by some members of the
mesting. '

Some support was cxprogsed for a piecemenl approach to monitoring and enforcement in ICCAT with the idea
of differing schemes according to the different areas and fisheries within JCCAT’s jurisdiction.

It was discussed that at-sea enforcament vessels might be given the role of recording sightings information (such
as vessel type, name, flag and activity) until such a time as at-sea boarding and inspection was deemed necessary and
#ceeptable to ICCAT.

The value of the existing {mostly unimplemented) port mspection scheme was cited by a mumber of the
participants, A number of advantages over at-sez inspections were ideatified. i was generally agreed that any package

for monitaring and inspection should includs port inspections.

It was stated that a cost/benefit soudysis should be done to determine the proper course of action for ICCAT in
regard to monitoring and inspection.
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1t was generally agreed that one goal of any monitoring ind inspection scheme should be an improvement in the
knowledpe af the fishery. Such knowledge (especizliy in the case of mulii-species fisheries), in invaluable in
determining haw the fishery is conducted and would help to identify specific enforcement needs.

Strong support was expressed regarding continuing dialogue to address the Issue of monitoring and inspection in
ICCAT. Tt was agreed that mere discussion on this topic would be necessary.
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