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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, 1998-99, Part 11 (1999)"", which describes the activities of the Commission during the second
half of said biennial period.

This issue of the Biennial Report contains the reports of the Sixteenth Regular Meeting of the
Commission, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in November, 1999, 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, the Report for 1999 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), as well as the National Reports of the
Contracting Parties of the Commission. Volume 2 contains the Report of the Standing Committee on
Research and Statistics (SCRS) and its appendices.

This Report has been prepared, approved and distributed in accordance with Article 111, 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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SECRETARIAT REPORTS

1999 ADMINISTRATIVE REFORT
{COM//95/6-Revised)”

1. New Contracting Parties to the Conveation

The Depariment of Legal Services of the Food and Agriculture Orpanization of the United Nations (FAQ) notified the
Secretariat that on March 30, 1899, the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago had deposited an instroment
of adberence with the Director Geseral of FAO, and that on November 10, 1999, the Republic of Namibia had deposited
an instrament of ratification to the Comvention. In accordance with Article XIV, paragraph 3, of the Convention, the
Republics of Trinidad & Tobago and Namibia became Contracting Parties to the Convention. Thus, as of December 31,
1995, the Cammission is comprised of 28 Contracting Parties.

In 1999 and in virlue of Article 12, jﬁaraigraph 5, of the Rules of Pracedure, Panama became a metiwber of Panel 1 and
Narmibia became a member of Panels 1, 3 and 4,

2. Election of new Commission gificers

Al the 16" Regular Meeting of the Commission (Rie de Janeito, Brazil - November 1999), the following new
LCommission officers were elected;

Commissicn Chairman Mr. 1, Nomura {Japan)

First Vice-Chairman M. J. Barafiano (FC-Spain)
Second Vice-Chairman M, A, Srour (Morocco)

Panel 1 Cape Verde

Panel 2 European Community

Panel 3 Sonth Africa

Panel 4 United States

Compliance Commitiee M, 1. F. Pulvenis (Venezueia)
PWG Mr. E. Penas (EC)

STACFAD M. J. Jones {Canada)

3. Acceptance or ratification of Madrid and Paris Protacels to the [CCAT Convention

As indicated by the provisions its Article 3, the Protoca] adopted in Madrid in June, 1992, will enter into force, for
all the Contracting Parties, on the 90th day following the deposit with the Director General of FAQ of the last instrument
of approval, ratification or acceptance by three-quarters of the Contracting Parties, which should include all the Parties
classified by the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development as of Fune 5, 1992, as developed market economy
countries,

AsofDecember, 1999, the following Contracting Parties have officially ratified or accepted the Protocal (some of these
antormatically accepted upon becoming Contracting Parties to the Convention):

* The Adninistrative Report presented to the 1958 Commission Maeting hos heen updated to December 31, 1999,
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Republic of Korea Acceptance ot June 11, 1993
Canada Ratification on Septerber 22, 1993
South Adrica Acceptance on September 30, 1993
United States of America Ratification on Angust 24, 19%4
Russian Federation Acceptance on Septeraber 14, 1994
Republic of Guines (Conakry) Acceptance on April 13, 1995
United Kingdom Acceplance on November 10, 1995
People’s Republic of China Acceptance on Qctober 24, 1996
Morocco Ratification on December 9, 1956
Brazil Ratification on January 15, 1997
Uruguay Acceptance on July 24, 1687
Crealia Acceptance on October 20, 1997
Enrapean Commumity Acteptance on November 14, 1997
Tunisia Acceptance on December 16, 1997
Libya Acceplance on January 14, 1998
Venezuela Acceplance on May 5, 1998
Japan Acceptance on May 27, 1998
Panama Acceptance on December 28, 1998
Trinidad & Tobago Acceptance on March 30, 1995
Namibia Acgeptance on November 10, 1999

In order to enter into forge, ratification is still required by France (as a developed market economy countsy), as well
as by three of the following Parties (Angola, Cape Verde, Cote d'Ivoirs, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Ghana, and San Tomé
& Principe). In 1999, the Exccutive Secretary made personal contacts with and wrote letters to the aforementioned Parties,
requesting them o ratify the Protocol as scon as possible

4. ICCAT Regulations and Resolutions
—Adapted in 1998

On April 23, 1999, during the six months grace period after the transmission of the Recommendations adopted by the
Commissian at its 1998 mesting, the Government of Maracco presented a formal objection to the “Recommendation by
ICCAT Concerning the Limitation of Catches of Blugfin Tuna in the Egstern A tipntic and Mediterranean®, In accordance
with Article VITI, paragraph 3(a) of the Conventian, the entry into force of this Recommendation was extended for an
additional 60 days, or uniil August 20, 1999,

Within this additional period of 60 days, and in accordance with the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 3{b) of the
Convention, the Government of Libya also presented a formal objection to the above Recommendation,

Notwithstanding, the Secretariat notified the Contracting Parties that all the Recommendations, except for the abave-
mentioned Bluefin Catch Limit Recommendation, had entered into force on June 21, 1595,

The Government of Morocco, through its Embassy in Madrid, notified the Secretariat on August 19 that Morocco had
reaffirmed its objection to the “Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Limilation of Caiches of Bluefin Tura in the
Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean ™. On Qctober 20, 1999, the Embassy of Libya in Madrid notified the Secretariat that
the Libyan Government reaffirmed its objection. Both reaffirmations were made in accordance with Article VII, paragraph
3{e) of the Convention. Consequently, the Recommendation in question entered into force on Angust 20, 1999, for all
Contracting Parties, except Morocco and Libya.

—Adopted in 1999

On December 16, 1999, the Sccrelariat transmitted the texts of the Recommendations and Resclutions adopied by the
Commission at its 1999 Meeting to the Contracting Parties, and to nen-Contracting Parties/Entities/Fishing Entities with
an Atlantic coast or which fish tuna and tuna-like fishes in the Convention Area, as well as to intergovernmental
organizations irvolved in fishery matters. If no objections are received from the Contracting Partics, these Recommenda-
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tions will enter into force on Jume 15, 2000, The texts of the Recommendations and Resolutions adopted in 1999 are
included in Annex 5 to the Proceedings of the 1999 Commission Meeting (in this volurme),

5. Monitoring and inspection

As of November, 1999, the Contracting Parties that have accepted the ICCAT Scheme of Port Inspectior, which was
adopted by the Commission at its First Special Meeting (Madrid, 1978) and in effect since 1983, are as follows: Brazil,
Céte d'lvoire, Gabon, Panama, Sac Tome & Principe, South Africa, United Btates, and Venczucla.

At its 15th Regular Meeting (Madrid, November 1957), the Commission adopted a "Recommendation jor a Ravised
FCCAT Port Inspection Scheme ™ (see Annex 5-10 to the "Repori for Biennial Period, 1996-97, Part 11, Vol. 1). The revised
Scheme, which eatered into force on June 13, 1998, supercedes the previous ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme.

The Detegate of the European Comumunity, at the time of ICCAT's 11% Special Meeting (Santiago de Compostela,
Spain, November 1998), indicated that the Community had accepted the Revised Port Inspection Bcheme, and that it
wonld be incorporated the EC’s internal law as soon as the Council of Ministers of the European Union adopts the
modification to the EU’s general monitoring scheme. At the end of 1999, this process continued its conrse.

6, ICCAT inter-sessional meetings and Working Groups

In accordance with Commission decisions, the following meetings inter-sessional of a scientific-technical nature took
place in 1999. Details on these meetings can be found in the Report on Statistics and Coordination (COM-SCR5/99/9),
included in this volume.

—  Coordination Meeting of the ICCAT Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) - January 28 & 25 - Madrid, Spain. - -
ICCAT Data Preparatory Meeting for South Atlantic Swordfish - April 8 t0 13 - Tamandare, Brazil

—~  Meeting of the Inter-sessional Meeting of the ICCAT Sub-Committee on By-catch - May 11 to 14 - Messina,
Ttaly :

- Meeting of the ICCAT Working Group on Precautionary Approach - May 17 to 21 - Dublin, Treland

- First Meeting of the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria - May 31 to June 2 - Madrid, Spain

- TCCAT SCRS Skipjack Stock Assessment Session - Jung 28 to July 2 - Funchal, Madeira, Portugal

- TCCAT SCRS Swordfish Stock Assessment Session - September 27 to October 4 - Madrid, Spain

7, Meetings at which ICCAT was represented

— 11" Meeting/Dialogue of the International Coungil for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) an the “Relation
Between Scientific Advice and Fisheries Management - January 26and 27 - Nanies, France.
ICCAT was represented by Dr, J, Powers (United States), SCRS Chairman.

— Meeting of Regional Fisheries Agencies (of FAQ and others) - February 11 & 12 - Rome, Italy
ICCAT was represented by Dr, P. M. Miyake, Assistant Executive Secretary.

—  FAO Commiltee on Fisheries (COFT) - February 15 {o 19 - Rome, Ilaly
ICCAT was represented by Dr. A. Ribeiro Lima, Executive Secretary.

— 5% Annwal Mecting of the Comnission for the Conservation of Southern Binefin Tusta (CCSBT) - February 22
ta 26 - Talkyo, Japan
TCCAT was represented by Mr, J. Morishita (Japan).

—  High Level Symposivm on Trade and Environment of the Wotld Trade Organization (WTQ) -March 15 & 16 -
Geneva, Switzerland
ICCAT was represented by Dr. A. Ribeiro Lima, Executive Secretary

- Working Group of the Inter-Amecrican Tropical Tuna Commission ({ATTC) on Fish Aggregating Devices
(FADs) - Junc 7 - Guayaquil, Equador

ICCAT was represented by Mr. J. Ariz (EC-Spain).
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~ 63" Megting of the Inter-American Tropical Tena Commission TATTC) - June 8 to 10 - Guayaquil, Equador
ICCAT was represented by Mr, B. Hallman (United States).

~ 2™ Bession of the Scientific Advisory Committes of the General Fisheries Commission of the Mediterrancan
(GFCM) - Jung 7 to 10 - Rome, Ttaly
ICCAT was represented by Dr. P, Miyake, Assistant Execu!:’we Secretary.

— 18" Session of the Coordinating Working Party on Fisherics Statistics (CWP) - July 5 to 9 - Luxemburg
[CCAT was represented by Dr. P. M, Miyake, Assistant Executive Secrelary.

—  First Meeling of the Tuna Fisheries Regional Agencies - July 10 - Luxemburg,
ICCAT was represented by Dr, P, M. Miyake, Assistant Executive Secretary.

~ 24" Bession of the General Fisheries Conimisston far the Mediterranean (GFCM) - July 12 to 15 - Alicante,
Spain
ICCAT was represented by Dr. P. M. Miyake, Assistant Exccutive Secretary.

—  Working Group on Monitoring Status and Trends of Fisherics - November 30 to December 3 - Rome, Haly,
ICCAT was represented by Dr, P. M, Miyake, Assistant Executive Secretary.

—  Scientific Committee of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC) - December 7 to 10 - Kyoto, Japan,
ICCAT was represented by Dr. P. M, Miyake, Assistant Exscutive Secretary.

—  Second Session of the Indian Ogean Tuna Conunission (IQTC) - December 13 to 16 - Kyoto, Japan,
ICCAT was represented by Dr. P. M. Miyake, Assistant Exceutive Scotetary.

8. ICCAT Bigeyc Year Program (BETYP)

Mr. Guillermo.Fisch assnmed his duties at Bigeye Program Coordinator on June 1, 1999, He visited the national
labpratories of major areas of the Program, which included the Autonomous Regions of Azores, Madeira (Portugat), and
the Canary Islands (Spain), as well as Senegal and Ghana, A mecting was held in July in Funchal, Madcira, with 1he
participation of the members of the BETYP Ceordination Committee, the ICCAT Assistant Executive Sceretary, scientists
from the Canary Islands, Madeira, and Ghana, as well a5 the Program Coordinator. The tapging program, which was
already on going in the Canary Islands, continued with snccess. An agreement was signed with an Azorian boat owner
to use a vessel in the tagging operations, which were initiated in June, 1999, An agreement was also reached with the
MAC Program of Sanegal to conduet opportunisiic tagging in waters off Senzpal and Mauritania. The bases for agreement
wers established fo coniract vessels to carry out tagging in Madeira and Ghana. Contacts were made {o have a tagging
expert present at the Tropical Tunas Species Group which takes place during the SCRS megiing, Worlk has slaned on the
preparation of the sampling and tagging manuals,

9. Tagging lottery

The 1999 annunal lottery for participants in theICCAT International Cocperative Tagging Program for Tuna and Tuna-
like Species was held in Madrid on October 11, at the time of the 1999 SCRS meeting, Three US$500 prizes were
awarded, carresponding to three categories, as fallows: [

-~ Tropical tanas (108 tags enterad in the lohery); Winner: Tag #EM 004862, for a bigeve tuna tagged by Senegal
in December, 1997, and recovered by France in January, 1998,

--  'Temperate tunas (24 tags): Winner: Tag #HM 038579, for a sailfish tagged by the United States in April, 1998,
and recavered by the United States in the same month in 1998,

—  Billfishes (53 tags); Winner: Tag #HM 001776, for a swordfish tageed by the United States in June, 1995, and
recovered by Spain in December, 1998,
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10. Relations with ather countries, orpanizations, and entifies

Ducument COM/99/20 provided details on the Secretariat's activities in this area. In accordance with a Commission
decision, in February, 1999, the Executive Secratary sent special letters to the following!

- Guinea (Conakry) and Bquatorial Guinea, concerning compliarce in the blucfin tuna and North Aflantic
Swordfish fisheriss.

—  Trinidad & Tobago, encouraging continued collaboration with ICCAT.
- Mexico and Chinese Taipei, regarding Cooperating Party status.

_ Guinea (Bissau), letter of warning regavding bluefin tuma fishing

—  Bingapore, Vanuatu, and Kenya, seeking clarification of fishing practices.
—  Sierra Leone, final warning regarding blvefin and swordfish fishing.

—  Belize, Honduras, and Panama, letters of idemtification, regarding non-compliance with ICCAT swordfish
conservation measures,

1n 1999, Singapore, Barbados, Vanuatn, Philippines and Cyprus requested information on the procedures to become
Contracting Parties 1o the Commission. The Secretariat prepared responses to these countries.

11, Pablications
-~ Statistical Bulletin, Vol 28
- Report for Biennial Period, 1998-99, Part I (Vols. 1 and 2) - English, French and Spanish versions
—  Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. XLIX, Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4
- Collective Volume of Seientific Papers, Vol. L, Nos, 1 and 2 (ICCAT Tuna Symposium - Azores)
—~  Data Record, Vo. 40

12. Secretariat staff

On June 1, 1999, Mr. Guillermo Fisch assumed his duties as Coordinator of the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP), and
on September 1, 1999, Dr. Victor Resirepa joined the Secretariat in the position of Papulation Dynamics Expert.

As of November, 1999, the Secretariat is comprised of the following; Executive Secretary (D-1), Assistant Executive
Secretary (P-5), Systems Analyst (P-2), Population Dynamics Expert (P-4), Bigeye Program Coordinator (P-4}, five
translators (three in GS-7, one in GS-6, ene in G3~4), two Statistics Department stafT (one G5-4 and one local contract),
and four clerical staff (one in GS-2, three in GS-1).

In accordance with Article 33 of the current *ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules”, and taking into account the
interests of the Commission and in virtue of the anthority which said Article grants to the Executive Sccretary, he decided
1o extend the age limit for retirement in the case of Dr. Peter Makoto Miyake, the Assistant Executive Secratary, and two
multi-lingual translaters, Mrs, Maria Ana Fernandez de Bobadilla and Mrs. Gloria Messeri,
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1999 FINANCIAL REPORT
(COM/99/7-Revised)”

1. AUDITOR’S REPORT - FISCAL YEAR 1998

In May, 1999, the Executive Secretary transmitted a copy of the Auditor’s Report to the governments of all the
Contracting Parties. The General Balance at the close of Fiscal year 1998 (Statement 1) showed a balance in Cash and Bank
of 65,450,186 Pesetas, corresponding to the available in the Working Capital fund (51,344,483 Pesetas), to advances on
future contributions accumulated at the close of Fiscal year 1998 (2,482,358 Pesetas), and to the available in funds for other
programs (11,623,345 Pesetas).

The accumulated pending contributions at the close of Fiscal Year 1998 (corresponding to 1998 and to previous years
) amounted to 176,581,853 Pesetas.

2. FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE 2"° HALF OF THE BIENNIAL BUDGET - FISCAL YEAR 1999

All the financial operations of the Commission corresponding to Fiscal Year 1999 were maintained in Pesetas. The
accounting entries which originate in U.S. dollars are also registered in Pesetas, applying the official monthly exchange rates
facilitated by the United Nations.

The 1999 Regular Budget (198,700,000 Pesetas) was approved by the Commission at its 11" Special Meeting (Santiago
de Compostela, November 1998). The General Balance Sheet (attached as Statement 2) shows the Assets and Liabilities
at the close of Fiscal Year 1999 (see Tables 1 to 6).

Table 1 shows the status of the contributions of each Contracting Party at the close of Fiscal Year 1999.

Of the total budget approved, income received towards 1999 contributions amounted to 150,023,056 Pesetas at the close
of Fiscal Year 1999. Only 12 of the 25 Contracting Parties included in this Budget have paid their total contribution
(Angola, Canada, China, European Community, Croatia, France-St. Pierre & Miquelon, Japan, Korea, Russia, South Africa,
Tunisia, and United States). Morocco paid 94% of its 1999 contribution (4,169,983 Pesetas) and the United Kingdom-
Overseas Territories paid 89.21% of its 1999 contribution (3,818,864 Pesetas). Advances received in 1998 from Libya
(2,365,387 Pesetas) and China (116,971 Pesetas) were applied toward partial payment of these countries’ 1999
contributions. Advances totalling 185,372 Pesetas were received in 1999 from Tunisia (150,205 Pesetas) and from China
(35,167 Pesetas), which will be applied to their future contributions.

The contributions to the 1999 Regular Budget pending payment from the Contracting Parties amounted to 48,676,944
Pesetas at the close of this Fiscal Year.

The total accumulated debt from budgetary and extra-budgetary contributions (from Panama and Trinidad and Tobago
as new Commission members, and from Benin, Cuba and Senegal, who are no longer Commission members) at the close
of Fiscal Year 1999 amounted to 213,965,099 Pesetas.

Statement 2 shows the liquidation of budgetary expenses at the close of Fiscal Year 1999, broken down by chapters.
Following herewith are some general comments, by chapter:

Chapter 1 - Salaries: The salaries and remuneration for 11 members of the ICCAT Secretariat staff were charged to
this chapter. The total expenditures include the updating of the remuneration schemes to those currently in effect for staff
classified in the United Nations categories, including step (tenure) raises.

Chapter 2 - Travel: The expenses charged to this Budget chapter correspond to home leave for three Secretariat staff
members in the Professional Category, who are entitled to this benefit, in accordance with the provisions of Article 27 of

* The Financial Report presented at the 1999 Commission Meeting has been revised and updated to the end of Fiscal Year 1999.

10
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the current Staff Regulations and Rules. Other charges include trip and per diem expenses for Secretariat participation in
inter-sessional meetings.

Chapter 3 - Commission Meetings: Some expenditures for the First Meeting of the Working Group on Allocation
Criteria, held in Madrid, were charged to this budgetary chapter. The Spanish Ministry of Agriculture, Fishing and Food
assumed the major part of the expenses for the aforementioned meeting. This chapter also includes the expenses of the
Commission Meeting in Rio de Janeiro. The Authorities of Brazil assumed the extra-ordinary expenditures incurred due
to holding the annual ICCAT meeting outside the Headquarters city.

Chapter 4 - Publications: The costs for the Commission publications listed in the 1999 Administrative Report
(COM/99/6) were charged to this budget chapter.

Chapter 5 - Office Equipment: Expenses charged as of the close of the Fiscal Year included the leasing costs of a
sorter and the purchase of some office furniture for the Secretariat.

Chapter 6 - Operating Expenses: This chapter reflects expenses incurred in the operation of the Secretariat up to the
close of Fiscal Year 1999. The increase in these expenses is due to the considerable increase in postal rates and to the
increases for phone and fax.

Chapter 7 - Miscellaneous: This chapter includes various expenses of a minor nature, such as use of a taxi for official
business, minor repairs at the Secretariat, etc.

Chapter 8 - Coordination of Statistics and Research:

a) Salaries: Salaries and remuneration for four Secretariat staff members are charged to this sub-chapter. The
observations made under Chapter 1 as regards the salary schemes currently in force for 1999 for U.N. classified staff also
apply to this sub-Chapter. Also included are the salary and Spanish Social Security expenses of one staff member who chose
to continue in this special regime.

b) Travel to improve statistics and research: Trip expenses and per diem for the Secretariat’s participation in inter-
sessional meetings were charged to this sub-chapter.

c) Statistics/Biology: Expenses charged to this sub-Chapter include email, the purchase of software for the Secretariat
(Microsoft NT workstation, Visual Fortran, Eudora Pro Email, etc.) and expenses for Secretariat participation in the
Skipjack Stock Assessment Session, held in Madeira.

d) Computer-related items: The Secretariat purchased the following computer equipment up to the close of Fiscal Year
1999: two desktop computers, three CD Rom recorders, a portable computer, a laser printer and a color monitor.

e) Scientific meetings (including the SCRS): The expenses for the SCRS plenary sessions, as well as the Species Group
Meetings, remained within the amount budgeted.

f) Bluefin Year Program (BYP): The Contracting Parties financed a budget of 2,090,000 Pesetas as an ICCAT budgetary
contribution towards this Program. A breakdown of deposits and expenses is shown in the table concerning this Program.

g) Bigeye Year Program (BETYP): The Contracting Parties financed abudget 1,515,000 Pesetas asan ICCAT budgetary
contribution towards this Program. A breakdown of deposits and expenses is given in COM-SCRS/99/18, prepared by the
BETYP Coordinator.

h) Billfish Research Program: The Contracting Parties financed a budget of 1,515,000 Pesetasasan ICCAT contribution
towards this Program. A breakdown of deposits and expenditures is shown in the table concerning this Program.

i) Miscellaneous: The purchase of some office material was charged to this sub-Chapter.

Chapter 9 - Contingencies: The installation expenses for the Population Dynamics Expert and the liquidation costs
for a staff member who resigned from the Secretariat staff, were charged to this Chapter.

Table 3 shows budgetary and extra-budgetary income received by the Commission in Fiscal Year 1999. Budgetary

income amounted to 147,575,865 Pesetas, from Contracting Party contributions received in 1999 towards the 1999 Budget,
contributions paid towards previous budgets (Angola: 2,860,305 Pesetas; Ghana: 11,924,308 Pesetas; and Uruguay:
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1,882,426 Pesetas), as well as from other income (extra-budgetary) received in 1999. The extra-budgetary income received
in 1999 included: new member contributions from Tunisia (adherence in 1997), France-St. Pierre & Miquelon (adherence
in 1998), Panama (adherence in 1998), observer fees, bank interest, reimbursement for publications, return of Value Added
Tax, and the positive difference in currency exchange.

Table 4 shows the composition and balance of the Working Capital Fund at the close of Fiscal Year 1999. The Fund
shows a positive balance of 37,347,542 Pesetas, which represents 18.79% of the 1999 Budget.

Table 5 shows cash flow during Fiscal Year 1999, as regards income received and expenses incurred.

Table 6 shows the status of Cash and Bank to the close of Fiscal Year 1999, with a balance of 45,772,554 Pesetas,
which correspond to the total available in the Working Capital Fund and the funds available in other Programs and advances
on future contributions.

3. ICCAT TUNA SYMPOSIUM

The ICCAT Tuna Symposium (Azores, 1996), which was financed by the Commission of the European Communities
(FAIR PROGRAM) and the Autonomous Government of Azores, ended its activities during this Fiscal Year, after having
completed its objectives. The activity of this trust fund during Fiscal Year 1999, for which the accounting was under the
responsibility of Dr. P. M. Miyake as Symposium Secretary, was as follows:

Pesetas Pesetas

Balance at start of FY 1999 6,214,402
Deposits:

Contribution from European Community 598,990

Return of Value Added Tax (VAT) 130,720

Bank interest 29,093 758,803
Expenses:

Salaries & honorariums 423,834

Editor’s fees 3,134,011

Printing 3,398,720

Bank charges 16,640 -6,973,205
Balance at close of FY 1999 0

4. BILLFISH RESEARCH PROGRAM

Following herewith is a summary in deposits and expenses for this Program:

Pesetas Pesetas

Balance at start of FY 1999 1,831,262
Deposits:

Financed by ICCAT 1,515,000

Voluntary contribution-Chinese Taipei 826,105

Voluntary contribution-Billfish Foundation 4,026,550 6,367,655
Expenses:

Program activities 4,628,294

Bank charges 11,682 -4,639,976
Balance at close of FY 1999 3,558,941

5. BLUEFIN YEAR PROGRAM (BYP)
The status of funds in the Bluefin Year Program (BYP) are as follows:
Pesetas Pesetas

Balance at start of FY 1999 3,582,649

12



Deposits:
Financed by ICCAT
Voluntary contribution-Chinese Taipei

Expenses:
Program activities
Bank charges

Balance at close of FY 1999

2,090,000
826,105

1,817,720
335

1999 FINANCIAL REPORT

2,916,105

-1,818,055

4,680,699
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STATEMENT 1, GENERAL BALANCE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1998) (Pesetas)

ASSETS LIABILITIES
Available: Pts. Pis.
Acquired holdings (net) 9,227,404
-- Banco Exterior de Espana:
Acct, 030-17672.60-A (Pts.) 2,002,522
Acct. 030-17329.75-F {Conv. Pts.) 20,563,219 ‘Guaranty deposit 61,564
Acct. 030-31279.43-E (USS) $90,684.46 13,149,247
-- Barclays ,
Acct. 21001466 (P1s.) 5,339,210 Available in the Working Capital Fund 51,344,483
Acct. 41002088 (USS) $23,803.33 3,451,555
— Luso Espanol
Acct. 91-50255223 (Conv. Pits.) 893,117 Available in Symposium Trust Fund 6,214,402
Time deposit (Pts.) 20,000,000
Cash on hand (Pts.) 50,916 Available in funds for other programs
— Billfish Research Program 1,831,262
Total Available (Pts.) 65,450,186 - Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 3,582,649
(Exchange rate: 1US$ = 145 Pts.) — Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 6,209,434 11,623,345
Available in Symposinm Trust Fund:
Acct. 030-0126445 (Pts.) 6,214,402 Advances on future contribotions 2,482,358
Receivables:
Accumulated pending contributions 176,581,853
Overdue contributions 176,581,853
Tixed Assets:
Acqguired before 1998 22,268,241
Acquired during 1958 2,969,900
Retired during 1998 0
Total Fixed Assets, in use 25,238,141
Accumulated depreciation (16,010,737)
Fixed Assets (net) 9,227,404
Guaranty deposit 61,564
TOTAL ASSETS 257,535,409 TOTAL LIABILITIES 257,535,409




STATEMENT 2. GENERAL BALANCE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1999) (Pesetas)

ASSETS LIABILITIES
Available: Pis, Pis,
Acquired holdings (net) 9,707,906
-- Argentaria (BEX)
Acct. 030-17672.60-A (Pts.) 1,012,097
Acct. 030-17329.75-F (Conv. P1s.) 3,262,660 Guaranty deposit 61,564
Acct. 130-31279.9E (US§) $39,943.00 6,599,422
-- Barclays
Acct. 21001466 (P1s.) 7,053,506 Available in the Working Capital Fund 37,347,542
Acct. 41002088 (USS) $39,281.23 6,450,084
-- Banco Luso Espanol
Acct, 91-50255223 (Conv. Pts.) 1,279,785 Available in funds for other programs
Time deposit (Pts.) 20,000,000 :
-- Billfish Research Program 3,558,941 ‘
Cash on hand (Pis.) 75,000 -- Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 4,680,699 8,239,640
Total Available (Pts.) 45,772,554 ,
(Exchange rate: 1US$ = 165.221 Pts.) Advances on future contributions 185,372
Accnmulated pending contributions 213,965,099
Receivables:
Overdue contributions 213,965,099
Fixed Assets:
Acquired before 1999 25,238,141
Acquired during 1999 2,405,640
Retired during 1599 0
Total Fixed Assets, in use 27,643,781
Accumulated depreciation (17,935,875)
Fixed Assets {net) 9,707,906
Guaranty deposit 61,564
TOTAL ASSETS 269,507,123 TOTAL LIABILITIES 269,507,123




TABLE 1. STATUS OF CONTRACTING PARTY CONTRIBUTIONS (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1999)

Balance due 1999 Contributions paid Contributions paid Balance due
at siart of Contracting Party in 1999 or applied in 1999 towards attheclose of
Contracting Pariy Fiscal Year 1999 contributions to the 1998 Budget other budgets Fiscal Year 1999
A) Repular Commission Budget: '
Angola 2,860,305 3,225471 3225471 2,860,305 0
Brasil 0 9,290,024 ¢ ] 9,290,024
Canada 0 4,649,303 4,649,303 1] 0
Cap Vert 21,139,172 2,843,121 0 0 23,982,293
China 1/ 0 3,294,928 3,294,928 0 0
Cote d'Ivoire 0 2,395,907 0 0 2,395,907
Croatia 0 2,169,934 2,169,934 0 0
Ruropean Community 0 77,820,487 77,820,487 0 0
France (St.Pierre & Miquelon) L 2,085,714 2,085,714 0
Gabon 7,738,036 2,160,849 0 0 9,808,885
Ghana 81,946,050 13,809,054 0 11,924,308 83,830,796
Guinea Ecuatorial 8,611,575 1,063,865 ] 0 0,675,440
Guinea Conakry 6,058,910 1,124,048 0 0 7,182,958
Japan 0 15,176,021 15,176,021 0 0
Korea 0 5,538,862 5,538,862 0 0
Libya %/ 0 3,940,106 2,365,387 0 1,574,719
Maroc 0 4,436,148 4,169,983 0 266,165
Russia 0 3,020,266 3,020,266 a 0
Sao Tome & Principe 7,301,716 2,149,683 0 0 9,451,399
South Africa ] 3,944 837 3,944 837 0 0
Tunisia 3/ 0 2,158,149 2,158,149 0 0
United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) 0 4,280,630 3,818,864 ] 461,766
United States 0 16,584,850 16,584,850 0 0
Uruguay 3,693,575 2,215,166 0 1,882,426 4,026,315
Venezuela 1,133,674 9,322,577 0 0 10,456,251
Sub-total (A) 140483,013 198,700,000 150,023,056 16,667,032 172492918
B) New Contracting Puarties:
Tunisia {1997) 2,650,278 0 0 2,650,278 0
UK-Overseas Terr. (1998) 5,071 0 0 507 0
France-St.Pierre & Miquelon (1998) 1,695,872 0 0 1,695,872 0
Panama (1998} 4,723,270 7,965,433 0 4,142,917 8,545,786
Trinidad & Tobago (1999) 0 3,720,946 (] 0 3,720,946
Namibia {1999} 0 2,181,100 0 ) 0 . 2,181,100
Sub-total (B} ‘ 9,074,491 13,867 479 /) 8494,138 14,447 832
C) Withdrawals of Contracting Parties:
Benin (Eff: 31-Dec-94) 8,403,961 0 0 ] 8,403,961
Cuba {Eff: 31-Dec91} 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) 27,024,342 0 0 0 27,024,349
TOTAL {A+B+C): 176,581,853 212,567,479 150,023,056 25,161,177 213,965,099

Y
el
¥

Part of the advance from the People’s Republic of China of 116,971 Pts has been applied towards the parlial payment their 1999 contribution (i.c. 81,804 Pis.) and the remainder (.e. 35,167 Pts.) will be applied to their future contributions.
The advance from Libya (2,365,357 Pts) has been applied in its enlirety towands partisl payment of their 1999 contribution.
The advance from Tunisia (150,205 Pts), received in 1999, will be applicd towards the payment of their [uture contributions.



TABLE 2. LIQUIDATION OF BUDGETARY & EXTRA-BUDGETARY EXPENDITURES (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1999)

Expenditures
1999 to the close of
Cha pters Budget Fiscal Year 1999

1. Budget & budgetary expenditures:
Chapter 1.  Salaries 95,829,000 94,806,040
Chapter2.  'Travel 7,229,000 7,256,773
Chapier3. Commission Meetings (annual & inter-sessional) 10,521,000 10,498,442 14
Chapter 4. - Publications 4,703,000 4,013,462
Chapier5.  Office Equipment 1,045,000 903,876
Chapter 6.  Operating Expenses : 13,568,000 15,428,270 »
Chapter 7.  Miscellaneous o 850,000 657,905

Sub-total Chapters 1-7 . 133,745,000 133,564,768
Chapter 8. Statistics and Research: - :

8A Salaries 35,092,000 34,883,713

8B Travel to improve statistics 5,248,000 5,252,886

8C Statistics/Biology 5,000,000 5,052,648

8D Computer-related items 1,500,000 1,667,037

8E Scientific meetings (including SCRS) 9,200,000 9,146,634

8F Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 2,090,000 2,090,000 3/

8G Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 1,515,000 1,515,000 3/

8H Billfish Research Program 1,515,000 1,515,000 3/

81 Miscellaneous ' 750,000 180,412

Sub-total Chapier 8 61,910,000 61,303,330
Chapter 9. Contingencies 3,045,000 3,011,128
TOTAL BUDGETARY EXPENDITURES (Chagpters 1 to 9) 198,700,000 197,879,226

1/ Thie Authorities of Brazil assumed the extra expenscs for the Commission Meeting in Rio de Janciro.
2/ The voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei ta ICCAT (US$5,000) was applied 1o reduce expenses of this Budgel chapler,
3/ ICCAT sllocations to these Programs.



TABLE 3. BUDGETARY & EXTRA-BUDGETARY INCOME RECEIVED (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1999)

1.1 Contributions received in 1999 towards the 1999 Budget:

South Africa (19 Feb 1999) 3,944,837

Tunisia (23 Feb 1999) 2,158,149

Morocco ' (25 Feb 1999) 4,169,983

United States (04 Mar 1999) 16,584,850

Japan (15 Mar 1998) 15,176,021

Canada (29 Mar 1999) ' 4,649,303

France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) {14 Apr 1999) 2,085,714

European Community {22 Apr 1999) 77,820,487

Croatia (03 May 1999) ' 2,169,934

United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) (05 May,10 Jun, 13 Jul 1999) 3,818,864

Korea {25 May 1999) 5,538,862

Angola (14 Sep 1999) 3,225471

China {05 Nov 1999) 3,213,124

Russia (15 Dec 1999) 3,020,266 147,575,865
1.2 Contribuntions received in 1999 towards previous bndgets: )

Uruguay (15 Mar, 26 Oct 1999) 1,882,426

Angola (14 Sep 1999) - 2,860,305

Ghana (21 Oct 1959) 11,924,308 16,667,039
L3 Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Parties received in 1999:

Tunisia (23 Feb 1999) 2,650,278

France (St. Pierre & Miguelon) (14 Apr 1999) 1,695,872

United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) (05 May 1999) - 507

Panama (14 Dec 1999) 4,142,917 8,494,138
L4 Other extra-budgetary income:

Observer fees at ICCAT Meeting 4,936,461

Bank interest 1,377,938

Relund from VAT 733,760

Reimbursement for publications 24,710

Positive difference in cerrency exchange 1,625,183 8,698,052

TOTAL INCOME RECEIVED IN 1999 181,435,094




TABLE 4. COMPOSITION & BALANCE IN THE WOREING CAPITAL FUND (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1999)

Availabie in the Working Capital Fund (nt start of Fiscal Year 199%) 51,344 483

a) Liquidation of budgetary income and expenses of Fiscal Year 1999

De posits:

— Contributions paid in 1999 and/or advanced for application to the 1999 Budget 150,023,056

Deductions:

-- Budgetary expenses (Chapters 1 to 9) of Fiscal Year 1999 (197,879,226) {47,856,170)

b) Other income and expenses no incladed in the Budget of Fiscal Year 1999

De posits:

-~ Contributions paid in 1999 towards previous budgets 16,667,039

-- Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Parlies 8,494,138

-- Other extra-budgetary income 8,698,052

Deductions:

— Extra-budgetary expenses . 0 33,859,229

BALANCE AVAILABLE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1999) 37,347,542




TABLE 5. CASH FLOW (Pesetas) (during Fiscal Year 1999)

INCOME & ORIGIN

EXPENSES & APPLICATION

Balance in Cash and Bank (at the start of Fiscal Year 1999)
Income:

Contributions paid in 1999 and/or advanced for
application to the 1999 Budget 150,023,056

Contributions pending from previous budgets
and paid in 1999 16,667,039

Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting

Parties and received in 1999 8,494,138
Other extra-budgetary income received in 1999 8,698,052
Advances on future contributions received in 1999 150,205

Balaunce (at close of Fiscal Year 1999) for the Programs:

65,450,186

184,032,490

8,239,640

- Billfish Researchk Program 3,558,941
~- Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 4,680,699
TOTAL INCOME & ORIGIN

257,722,316

Available in Program funds at the close of Fiscal
Year 1998 and applied to Fiscal Year 1999

Advances on contributions at the close of Fiscal
Year 1998 and applied to Fiscal Year 1999

Budpetry expenses (Chapters 1to 9) of I'Y 1999

Available at the close of Fiscal Year 1999

— In the Working Capital Fund

-- Advances received pending application to
future contributions at the close of FY 1999
(China)

Auvailable for Programs:

- Billfish Research Program
-- Bluefin Year Program (BYP)

TOTAL EXPENSES & APPLICATION

11,621,345
2,447,191
107,879,226
37,347,542
185,372
3,558,941
4,680,699 45,772,554
257,722,316




TABLE 6. STATUS OF CASH & BANK (Pesetas) (at the close of Fiscal Year 1999)

SUMMARY BREAKDOWN
Balance in Cash and Bank 45,772,554  Available in the Working Capital Fund - 37,347,542
Total advances rececived 185,372
Available in Funds for Prografns:
- Billfish Research Program 3,558,941
-- Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 4,680,699 8,239,640

© ' TOTAL CASH IN CASH & BANK

45,772,554

TOTAL AVAILABLE & ADVANCES

45,772,554
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REPORT ON STATISTICS
AND COORDINATION OF RESEARCH IN 1999
(COM-SCRS/99/9)

1. INTRODUCTION

Four major ICCAT inter-sessional scientific meetings were held during the year, not including the Swordfish Stock
Assessment which will be held immediately prior to the SCRS annual meeting. This year also saw the initiation of the
Bigeye Tuna Year Program (BETYP) following the commitment of major contributions by the EU and Japan to this
Program. The BETYP Program Plan made provision for the hiring of a Coordinator at the Secretariat on initiation of the
Program. Accordingly, Mr. Guillermo Fisch was contracted as BETYP Coordinator. Following the proposal by the SCRS,
adopted by the Commission, the Secretariat also hired a Population Dynamics Expert. Dr. Victor Restrepo was selected for
this post and joined the ICCAT staff on September 1, 1999. There is still a shortage of staff at the Secretariat. The hiring
of a biostatistician was requested by the SCRS but this proposal was not accepted by the Commission in 1998. The hiring
of a biostatistician is essential in order to provide quality service to the Commission in the future.

2. DATA COLLECTION AND PROCESSING BY THE SECRETARIAT
2.a) Data submission to the Secretariat

A Table showing the progress made by the Secretariat in the collection of 1998 Task I, Task Il and biological data
submitted by the national offices, was presented at the meeting. As in previous years, few data were submitted by the
deadlines, and a considerable amount of data were received only a few days before, or even during, the SCRS Species
Groups.

In 1999, stock assessments were scheduled for north and south swordfish, skipjack (east and west), and for bigeye tuna.
Following discussions with the relevant SCRS officers, the Secretariat established new and final deadlines for the
submission of data on swordfish, skipjack and bigeye after which date no submissions would be incorporated into the
ICCAT data base before the assessments. The deadline set was the last day by which the Secretariat needed the data if it
realistically hoped to finish the preparatory work for the SCRS Species Groups. Notwithstanding, some data for the major
fisheries were not submitted until well after the deadline, and some not until during the meetings. Such late submission
causes serious delays in the provision of data to the Working Groups, as well as unnecessarily increasing the workload for
the Secretariat.

2.b) Date processing by the Secretariat

Task | data are updated several times during the year and each updated version is put on the web site.

CATDIS (catch distribution) of major species and gear by 5°x5° and quarter, has been updated to eliminate some errors
previously found, and to include data for 1997. The updated version of CATDIS was placed on the web-site in July, 1999.

The following catch-at-size data base was created or updated by the Secretariat.

1) Swordfish catch at size by sex up to 1998 was prepared for the Swordfish Stock Assessment Group. The methods
used are presented in SCRS/99/6. The major difficulty was to separate the previous catch at size by major ICCAT sampling
areas into finer areas in the North Atlantic, for which sex ratios had been developed. The Secretariat, with assistance from
the national scientists of the United States, Japan, Spain and Chinese Taipei, created the CAS data by sex and converted

them into catch at age. For the South Atlantic, the original sampling areas were maintained, and the data updated.

2) Skipjack catch at size up to 1998 was created for the Skipjack Stock Assessment, held in Madeira, June 28 June
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to July 2,1999. Only EC-Spain, EC-France and EC-Portugal (partial) provided catch-at-size files. CAS for all other fisheries,
including major baitboat fisheries, was created by the Secretariat. The methods used are presented in SCRS/99/7. As this
is the first time that CAS has been created for this species, the work involved considerable reviewing of the historical
statistics.

3) Bigeye catch at size data. The Secretariat experienced considerable difficulties in carrying out this task as staff were
heavily involved in preparation for the Swordfish Stock Assessment, which was held for an extended period (12 days), just
prior to the Bigeye Stock Assessment. Bigeye data were not submitted early enough to prepare in advance. The methods
used are presented in SCRS/99/8.

2.c) Codification of historical data

The SCRS established the policy in the past whereby any significant changes to historical data must be justified and
accompanied by documented evidence. The Secretariat, therefore, cannot take the final decision on whether or not such
changes can be accepted. However, the Secretariat created catch at size on the assumption that most of these changes would
be accepted by the SCRS, as there would be insufficient time for the SCRS groups to complete their work if these data were
not entered until formally approved. In most cases, the assessments were done before the SCRS had an opportunity to
review the revised data.

Significant changes to data which had been proposed at the time of writing this report are as follows:

1) EC-Spain provided revised Task | data for purse seine catches of tropical tuna species and EC-France and EC-Spain
submitted revisions to the catch-at-size files of tropical tuna catches for 1991 to 1997, and also for NEI data.

2) Turkey has submitted revised Task | data for bluefin tuna for the years 1985-1997. In this respect, and according
to the decision taken by the SCRS in 1998, the ICCAT Assistant Executive Secretary, Dr. P. M. Miyake, visited
Turkey, at the invitation of the Turkish Government in order to review the proposed changes to Turkish bluefin tuna
catch statistics. Government scientists of Turkey and Dr. Miyake jointly undertook a comprehensive review of the
data and presented their findings in SCRS/99/23. These findings were presented jointly by the Government of
Turkey and the ICCAT Secretariat for the consideration of the SCRS.

3) Data for Panama for the years 1972 to 1998 (data for 1998 are still partial) were officially submitted by the
Government of Panama and the Secretariat. The Government of Panama invited the Assistant Executive Secretary,
Dr. Miyake, to visit Panama in order to examine the historical development of the tuna fleet flying the Panamanian
flag, the catch statistics of this fleet, the current management scheme, and the future statistical collection system.
Responding to the request by the Commission, joint effort was made to clarify the NEI catches related to Panama
and the new data series is reported in COM-SCRS/99/13.

4) The United States proposed some changes to Task | skipjack catches (see SCRS/99/58). The very minor changes
to recreational catches were accepted by the Skipjack Working Group, but changes to commercial fisheries were
not included in the assessment, pending further review.

2.d) Estimation of mis-reporting or non-reporting

Further improvements have been observed in this area, mainly due to the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document
Program and efforts made by the national scientists. In addition, the Secretariat, with the collaboration with national
scientists, has eliminated many NEI category catches (See, Section 2.2). Document COM-SCRS/99/12 provides the
estimates of unreported catches.
2.e) Shark statistics

All the data on shark catches taken by tuna fishing vessels have now been entered into a temporary base (Access). It
was agreed at the meeting of the Working Group on Sharks that the current spreadsheet/ ACCESS format be maintained

pending discussion on general ICCAT data management policy by the SCRS.

At present, most of the data received at the Secretariat are Task | type data. Very little biological data have been
collected.
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3. SPECIAL ACTIONS TAKEN IN 1999 (not covered in Section 2)

3.a) Secretariat actions taken in response to SCRS recommendations

Many of the actions taken in response to SCRS recommendations are discussed throughout this Report (e.g. recruitment
of population dynamics scientists, initiation of the Bigeye Year Program, preparation for the Special Session of the Sub-
Committee on Statistics, improvement of the data base, etc.). Special mention is made of the following most important
achievements:

Bibliographic data base - The part of the ASFA data base for the years 1977-1996 relating to ICCAT publications
was provided by the FAO in 1998. The efforts of the FAO Fisheries Department in extracting this and making it
available to the Secretariat are very much appreciated. The file has been reformatted and updated by the Secretariat
for ease of use. The data base (up to and including the publications in 1999) is now available on diskette. The keys
for reference are ‘author’, ‘year’, ‘SCRS numbers’, and ‘species (as far as possible)’.

Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) - The Bigeye Year Program was tentatively approved by the Commission, but
commitments for funding of the Program were not received until early 1999. Once the commitments from the EC
and Japan were received, a meeting of the Coordinators was held and the Program started. Mr. Guillermo Fisch was
contracted as Program Coordinator and took up his position in June, 1999. (For more details, see COM-
SCRS/99/18.)

Bluefin Year Program (BYP) - A meeting was held among the scientists concerned with the collection of bluefin
samples and Dr. Carles Pla (University of Gerona), offered to provide a sample storing center for the east Atlantic
area. An agreement was reached that ICCAT should buy a deep freezer, but since then no progress has been made.
On the other hand, the Secretariat has been assisting with the reporting of tag recoveries and arrangements for
further sampling.

Preparation for special meeting of the Sub-Committee on Statistics - A special background document was
prepared by the Secretariat for this Group (SCRS/99/24). In order to facilitate this work, a special survey was taken
by the Secretariat of national and regional agencies' data base systems. The results are also summarized in document
SCRS/99/24.

3.b) Improvement of computer facilities and software

The Secretariat purchased some of the items recommended in 1998 and previous years, as follows:

2 Desk top computers

3 CD ROM recorders

1 portable computer with additional memory and battery
1 Laser printer

1 color monitor

1 copy of Microsoft NT Workstation

1 copy of Digital Visual Fortran v/6

These purchases do not include equipment for the BETYP Coordinator.

4. MEETINGS

4.a) ICCAT Inter-sessional meetings relative to SCRS activities in 1999:
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Data Preparatory Meeting for South Atlantic Swordfish (Tamandaré, Brazil - April 8 to 13, 1999)

This meeting was held at the invitation of the Brazilian Government. The Secretariat was represented by Dr. P.M.
Miyake. The data base was provided and the Secretariat assisted in the scientific work during the session. The report
has been edited and translated by the Secretariat and presented as document SCRS/99/19. The work which the Group
requested the Secretariat to carry out has been completed and is presented in SCRS/99/6.

Skipjack Stock Assessment Session ( Madeira, Portugal - June 28 to July 2, 1999)



STATS. & COORD. RESEARCH

This meeting was held in Madeira at the invitation of the Autonomous Government of Madeira. Dr. P.M. Miyake, Mr.
P. Kebe and Ms. J. Cheatle attended from the Secretariat. The Secretariat revised and prepared the entire data base to
assist the scientific work during the session. The report was edited and translated by the Secretariat and presented as
document SCRS/99/21.

® Sub-Committee on By-Catch (Messina, Italy - May 11 to 14, 1999)

The meeting was held at Messina at the invitation of Aquastudio. Dr. P. Miyake attended the meeting from the
Secretariat. The data base was prepared by the Secretariat and the meeting report was edited, translated and made
available as SCRS/99/20.

® Working Group on Precautionary Approach (Dublin, Ireland - May 17 to 21, 1999)

The Working Group on Precautionary Approach was attended by Dr. P. M. Miyake. In preparation for this
Working Group meeting, a questionnaire on the various parameters of each species was prepared by the
Rapporteurs, and presented to the meeting. The report was translated by the Secretariat and resented as COM-
SCRS/99/11.

® Coordination Meeting of the ICCAT Bigeye Tuna Year Program (BETYP) (Madrid, Spain - January 28 and
29, 1999)

A small group met at the Secretariat in January, 1999 (see Sec. 3a). The Group revised the budget and operations
of the Program, based on the contributions committed during the 1998 Commission Meeting, and drafted the
announcement of the post of BETYP Coordinator. The report of this Group was presented as SCRS/99/22.

4.b) Other scientific meetings at which ICCAT was represented

® |CCAT was represented by Dr. P. M. Miyake at three GFCM meetings in 1999, the 1st and 2nd Scientific
Advisory Committee (SAC) and the GFCM Commission meeting held in Alicante, Spain, July 12to 15, 1999.
His report on these meetings was presented as document COM-SCRS/99/14. Dr. Miyake also attended a
meeting of FAO and non-FAO regional fisheries bodies, in Rome (February 11 and 12, 1999) and his report
is available as COM-SCRS/99/16.

e Dr.J. Powers (SCRS Chairman) represented ICCAT at the 11" Meeting of the International Council for the
Exploration of the Sea (ICES) meeting on the "Relationship Between Scientific Assessment and Fisheries
Management"(Nantes, France - January 26 and 27, 1999). His report was presented as SCRS/99/26.

® Dr. P. M. Miyake represented ICCAT at the Coordinating Working Party on Fishing Statistics (CWP), held
in Luxembourg, June 5 to 9, 1999. His report on the meeting was presented as COM-SCRS/99/15. At the
same time, a meeting was held among tuna regional agencies, which is reported in COM- SCRS/99/17.

® Mr. J. Ariz of the Spanish Oceanographic Institute represented ICCAT at the IATTC Working Group on Fish
Aggregating Devices (Guayaquil, Equador - June 7, 1999). His report was presented as document
SCRS/99/28.

® Mr. Y. Uozumi (Japan) attended at the Meeting of the Scientific Committee of North Atlantic Fisheries
Organization (NAFO) and the NAFO Working Group on Precautionary Approaches (San Sebastian, Spain -

April 27 to May 1, 1999). Mr. Uozumi presented his report on these meetings in SCRS/99/27. ICCAT had
not been invited to these meetings.

5. PUBLICATIONS

Details of the ICCAT scientific publications issued in 1999 can be found in the Administrative Report
(COM/99/6).

As reported in 1998, Dr. J. Beckett was contracted as Editor of the 1996 ICCAT Tuna Symposium Report. The
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two volumes containing the Symposium report and contribution papers have been published in the enhanced edition

of the Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol. L, which has been dedicated to Dr. P.M. Miyake, the Assistant
Executive Secretary.
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PLENARY SESS!DNS

RECORDS OF MEETINGS

16" REGULAR MEETING OF THE COMMISSION
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil - November 15 to 22, 1999

FIRST PLENARY SESSTON

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1Intheabsence of the Commission Chairman, the meeting was opened by the Second Vice Chairman, Dr. Eric Kwei
(Ghana). Dr. Kwei recalled the signing of the Conrvention for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas in Rio de Janeiro in
1966, and which took effect in 1969, since which ICCAT had grown significantly both in terms of number of Contracting
Parties and in ferms of investment in fishery resources, Dr. Kwei took the opportunity to pay a special tribute to Mr, Brian
Hallman for his dedication to ICCAT,

1.2 Mr. Martio Fortes de Almeida, Acting Minister for Agriculiure, was pleased to welcome the defegates to Brazil
for the first time since the signing of the ICCAT Convention, particularly as tuna fisheries are becoming increasingty
importan( to Brazil in termns of production, trads and employment opportunities. He considered ICCAT tobe fundamental
to the conservation of tuna international tuna resources and hoped that the meeting would be constructive and beneficial
o all.

1.3 The Honourable Anthony Garotinho, Governor of the State of Rie de Janeira, also welcomed the participants to
Brazil, and to Rio de Janeiro in particular. Mr. Garotinho informed the meeting that he had iniroduced incentives to
promote the fishing and shipbuilding industrics in the State, which would make the work of ICCAT increasingly important
to Brazil.

2, Adoptien of Agenda and arrangements

2.1 The Apenda was adopled withont modification, and is attached as ANN_EX 1, The List of Commisstor Documents
is attached as ANNEX 3.

3. Imtroduction of Contracting Party delegations

3.1 The Executive Secretary welcomed Namibia as a Contracting Party. The Head Dielegatss of each Contracting Party
introduced their delegations. Angola, Brazil, Canada, Cape Verde, China, Croatia, Cote d’lvoire, Enrop=an Community,
Franee (8t. Pierre & Miguelon), Gabon, Ghana, Japan, Korea, Libya, Morocco, Mamibia, Panama, Russian Fedgaration,
Sac Tome & Principe, South Africa, Tunisia, United Kinpdom (Overseas Territories), United States, Uroguay and
Venezuela were present. The List of Participants is attached zs ANNEX 2.

3.2 Opening statements were mads by Brazil, the Buropean Community, France (5t, Pierre & Miguelon), Tapan,
Namihia, Panama, United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) and the United States, These staternents are included in
ANNEX 4-1,

4. Iroduction and admission of observers

4.1 Mexico and Chinese Taipei, as Cooperating Parties/Entities/Fishing Entities, were admitted as observers.
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4.2 The observers from the Denmark (Faroe Islands), Iesland, Philippines, Turkey, Caribbean Community and
Common Market (CARICOM]), the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), Greenpeace, the Natural
Resource Defense Council (NRDC), Ocean Wildlife Campaign, Seaweb, and the Wildlife Conservation Society, were
introduced and admitted, While observers were not permitted 1o make opening statements orally, Denmark (Faroe Islands),
Jeeland and the NRDC submitted opening siatements in writing, which are included in ANNEX 4-2,

5. Report of the Meeting of the Sianding Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)

5.1 The Chairman of the 8CRS, Dr. J. Powers, presenied tie Report of the 1999 SCRS Meeting. He deferred discussion
on the stock assessments to the Panels and presented only the general findings of the SCRS, particutarly those having
fimancial implications,

5.2 The Sub-Committes on Statistics held an inter-sessional meeting in 1999 to review the current ICCAT data
management system, which was found to be inadequate in the light of the incrcasing demands for data to be made
available rapidly, while the volume and complexity of the data are also increasing, thus hindering the work which the
Commission requests the SCRS o carry out. The SCRS recommended 1hat the Commission hire a biostatistician, as had
been recoramended in previous years, and that the data base be changed to a relational data base.

5.3 The Sub-Comumittee on the Environment recommended holding 2 Workshop in 2001 to examine technicues for
evaluating the relationship between recruitment variability and environmental interaction and their impact on asssssments
and management,

5.4 The Sub-Commistee on By-Catch also held an inter-sessional meeting in 1999 to update information on catch,
biplogical parameters and abundance indices.

5.5 Dr Powers also reported on the progress of the ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (BYP), the Billfish Research
Program, and the Bigeye Year Program (BETYF). He emphasized the importance of these research programs, which
should be contined,

3.6 He also reported that a Fopulations Dynamics Expert had been recruited by the Secrelariat, and that the SCRS now
recommended the establishment of an Methodology Working Group and Advisory Committes which would involve peer
review of ICCAT scientific reports to ensure more standardized assessment methods and reporting, and increase
transparency,

3.7 He finther noted the SCRS decision that compliance by individual countries shonid be evaluated an the basis of
the Reporting Tables adopted by the Comumission in 1998 rather than by the SCRS, in order o mainiain the high
credibility and scientific value of the ICCAT scientific data base. The SCRS would cortirue to evaluate the effects of
regulatory measures on stogks in general terms,

5.8 The SCRS Chainman atso bricfly reported on the progress made by and the future plans of the Working Group on
the Precantionary Approach,

5.9 Dr, Powers pointed cut that stock assessments on bluefin tuna siocks wonld be more effective in 2001 rather than
2000 as originally requested by the Commission, a5 a considerable amount of preparatory work was required for both east
and west stocks before meaningfnl assessments could be imade.

5.10 The Commission thanked Dr, Powers for his excellent leadership and congratulated him on being elected for a
second term. The Cnm.missinn_ also expressed its appraciation for the work of SCRS scientists,

5.11 The Repart of the 3CRS was adopted by the Commission together with the all recommendations condained
therein. The 1999 SCRE Report is published in the Report for Biennial Poyiod, 1998-99, Part IT (1999) - 7ai. 2.
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SECOND PLENARY SESSION

6. Review of the Precantionary Approach

6.1 The Commission thanked the SCRS for its work on this topi¢, and noted that the Precautionary Approach to
fisheries managemeant recopnizes the need for appropriate limits and biological reference points, which would reduce
uncertainty and guide management decisions. It was feli that following the FAO Expert consultations on the Precautionary
Approach, and with further advice from the SCRS Working Group on the Precautionary Approach, it would be appropriate
to bring scicntists and fishery managers together to develop a practical approach to this issue. It was stressed that while
the work of the Working Group on the Precautionary Approach was based on the concept of sustainable development, this
necded to be reflected in management measures which were both enforceable and cifective. The statement made by the
Delegate of Canada on this item is included in ANNEX 4-1,

6.2 It was further noted thac while all efforts should be made to gather information on the biglagy of tuna rescurces,
the precautionary approach net only inelnded biological factors, but alsp invelved envirenmental and soctal issues.

6.3 With reference to the simulation models developed by the SCRS, it was felt that the SCRS shounld continue the
work on bluefin tuna and extend the model to the ather major species under the ICCAT mandate, and give a full report
on progress at the next Commission meeting. It was agreed that the next meeting of the Working Group on the
Precavtionary Approach would be held before the next Commission meeting, and the date and venue will be confirmed,

7. Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adepted in Madrid 1992)
and repercagsiony

7.1 The Executive Secretary reporied, with regret, that there had been no developments since the 11* Special Mecting
of the Comumission (Santiagoe de Compostela, Spain - November, 1998) and that the Protocol had still noi entered into
force, The Chairman once apain urged those Contzacting Parties which had not yet ratified the Protocol to do so.

8. Report of the First Meeting of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria

8.1 The Commission reviewed document COM/99/19, the Report of the First Mccting of the Workang Group on
Allpcavion Criteriz, and noted that the creation of this Working Group had been a major bregkthrongh in discussing some
of the more delicate aspects of fisheries management. The Report was adopted by the Commnission and is attached as
ANNEX 6.

8.2 It was unanimously agreed that the worle of this Group should continue. The EC-Spain offered to host the next
Meeting of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria, and il was agreed that this would be held from April 6 to 8, 2000.
The Faroe Islands particularly expressed their wish to be invited to 1his meeling in an obscrver capacity, and made a
statcment which is included in ANNEX 4-2,

9. ICCAT responsibilities in relation to international fishery agreements

9.1 The United States introduced a draft Resolution on the Need for New Approaches to Deter Activities thal Diminish
the Effectivencss of ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures. The objective of this proposal was to strive toward
better compliance and improved copperation, and 1o continue the good werk which the Comimission had already staried.
The United States lamented the fact that only four ICCAT Contracting Pariies had yet ratified the United Nations
Agreement on the Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks and the FAQ Agresment to
Promote Compliance with International Conservation and Management Measures by Fishing Vessels on the High Seas,

9,2 While many detegations supporied the Resolution, in principle, some reservations were expressed on the wording,
of part of the 1ex1, which was unacceptable dug to possible interpretations which would impinge upon the sovereign rights
of States, Fallowing some discussion, it was agreed that the text should be redrafted and submitted to the Final Plenary
Session.
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FINAL PLENARY SESSTON

9. ICCAT responsibilities in relation to internationsl fishery agreements - Continued

9.3 Following discussion on the proposed Resolution Concerning the Need for New Appraaches to Deter dotivities
That Diminish the Effectiveness of ICCAT Conservation and Management Measures, the Resolution, as modified, was
adopted by the Commission (attached as ANNEX $-12),

9.4 The Umted States introduced a “Draft Resolution by ICCAT on Atlantic Sharks”, Certain delegations expressed
concern about the text as presented in light of the FAC International Plan of Action for the Counservation and Management
of Sharks, but there was insufficient time to consider the 7.8, proposal fully, Consequently, it was agreed that this
Resolution could be re-submitted for consideration at the 2000 Commission meeting. The text of this draft Resolution,
alihough not adopted, is included, for reference purposes, in ANNEX 4-3,

9.5 Japan proposed a draft Resclution concerning the management of 1arge-scale tuna fishery, Afier some considerable
discussion, it was agreed that the Resolution as proposed could nof be adopted without fme for fuller reflection and debate.
The text was therefore modified and adopted as the Resolution by ICCAT Endorsing the FAQ International Plan of Action
Jor the Management of Fishing Capacity, and is attached as ANNEX 5-13,

10. Relations with other fora

10.1 The Executive Secretary referred the delegates to the pertinent section of the 1999 Administrative Report, which
lisls the various meetings at which ICCAT was tepresenied. The Commission was satisfied that there was a good
relationship with both FAQ and with other regional fishery agencies.

10.2 The Commission was informed thai since the 11% Special Meeting of the Commission (1998), two further
meetings of the Sonth East Atlantic Fishery Organization (SEAFO) hard been held, and ancther was plaaned for 2000,
Cooperaticn with ICCAT was anticipated, as SEAFO has no mandate on the ICCAT species in its area of compatence.

16.3 Japan drew the attention of the Commigsion 1o the recent court order made by the International Court of the Law
of the Sea in relation ta Japanese southern bluefin tuna research activities. It was felt that aithough this was a provisianal
measure, it had cerlain implications for the significance and autherity of reglonal fishery management organizalions,
including ICCAT, as the case had been broughi to the International Court of the Law of the Sea, despite the fact thai this
issue conld have been settled within the Commission for the Conscrvation of Sonthern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT). It was
noted that this precedent could have potential impact on ICCAT measures.

11. Report of the meeting of the Fermanent Warking Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and
Congervation Measures (PWG) and consideration of any proposed recommendatioas therein

11.1 The Chairman of the PWG, Mr, I. Pulvenis {Venezuela) presented the Repoit of this Working Group, 1ogether
with one Recommendation and two Rasolutions which the PWG wished to forvward to the Commission for its consideration
and final approval, as follows:

-« Recommendatian by ICCAT Regarding Belize and Honduras Pursuant to the 1995 Swordfish Action Plan
Resolution (attached as ANNEX 5-4)

—  Resolution by ICCAT on Improving Recreational Fishery Statistics (atlached as ANNEX 5-9)
and

—  Resolution by ICCAT Calling for Further Action against Rllegal, Unveguiated and Unrepurted Fishing Activities
by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area and Other dreas (attached as ANNEX 5-11)
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11.2 The PWG Chairman also reported that model letiers had been drafted by the PWG to various Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities, specifically to Chinese Taipei and Mexico regarding Cooperating Status; to Barbados,
requesting information on swordfish catches; to Sierra Leone seeking information on the fishing activities of one vessel;
to the Philippines, identifying that couniry under the terins of the Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Resolution as a Non-
Contracting Party with vessels fishing for Aflantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the
ICCAT bluefin tuna conservation program; to Singapore, identifying that country under the terms of the Swordfish Actiott
Plan Resolution as a Non-Contracting Party with vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in p manmner which diminishes the
effectiveness of the [ICCAT swordfish conservation program; to Belize and Honduras notifying them that ICCAT, pursuant
to the lerms of the Swordfish Action Plan Resolufion, recommended that its members impose prohibitions on the iniport
of Atlantic swordfish and its products harvested by vessels of these two countries; and letters of warning to Kenya and
Vanuatu regarding Atlantic swordfishfishing, In addition, the PW(G drafted letiers to Belize, Cambuodia, Honduras, Kenya,
the Philippines, Sierra Leone, Singapore, and St. Vincent and the Grenadines identifying these countries pursuant to the
terms of ICCAT's Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unragulared Catches of Tunas by Large-scale Longline
Vessels in the Convention Area as Nan-Contracting Parties whose large-scale longling vessels have been fishing tunas
and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and nianagement measures.
The letters drafted by the PWG are appended to the 1999 Report of the Permanent Worldng Graup (see ANNEX 7).

11.3 The Report of the PWG, together with the proposed Recommendations, Resolutions and lelters, was adopted by
the Conumission, and is aftached as ANNEX 7.

12, Repaort of the meeting of the Compliance Committee

12,1 The Chairman of the Compliance Committes, Mr. C. Dominguez (EC-Spain), presented the Report of the
Compliance Committee, and drew the Commission's attention to the two Recommendations praposed by the Committee:

—  Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Importation af Bluefln Tuna and its Producis from Fanoma
(attached as ANNEX 5-8)

—  Recommendaiion by JCCAT Regarding Equatorial Guinea Pursuant fo the 1996 Recommendation Regarding
Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries (attachced as ANNEX 5-10); and

12.2 The Commission's attenfion was also drawn to three model letters drafted by the Committee. These letters
identified the Republic of Guinea (Conakry), Trinidad and Tobago, and Equatorial Guinea pursuant to the terms of
ICCAT s Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-scals Longline Vessels iii
the Convention Ara as Contracting Parties whose large-scale Jongline vesscls have been fishing tuna and tuna-like species
in & manner which diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures, In addition, the letter
to Equatorial Guinca iransmitted the Recommendation Regarding Eguatorial Guinea Pursuant fo the 1996
Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Blugfin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries, adopted by the
Commission in 1999. The letters drafted by the Compliance Committee are appended to the 199% Report of the
Compliance Committee (see ANNEX §}.

12.3 The Commission reviewed and adopted the Report of the Compliance Committee, together with the management
recommendations and draft letters contained therein. The Report is attached as ANNEX 8,
13, Reporis of the Mectings of Panels 140 4

13.1 The Reports of Panels 1-4 were presented to the Comumission by the respective Fanel Chairpersons. The
Commission reviewed the Reports and regulatory mcasures forwarded by the Panels, and adopted the proposed
Recommendations and Resolutions, as follows:

Panel 1:

—~  Recommendation by JCCAT on the Establishment of a Closed Aren/Season jor the Use of Fish-Aggregation
Devices (F4 Ds} {attached as ANNEX 5-1)
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Panel 2:

—  Recommendation by JCCAT Concerning Possible Management Measures for Northern Albacore (attached as
ANNEX 5-6}

Panel 3:

- Recommendaiion by ICCAT to Extend the Southern Alhacore Management Arrangement and to Imprave
Muonitoring (attached as ANNEX 5-7)

Panel 4;

- Recommendatian by ICCAT to Establish a Rebuilding Program jfor North Atlantic-Swordfish (attached as
ANNEX §-2)

- Resoiution by ICCAT on the Clarlfication of the Stock Strucéure and Ba:mdanes between the Swordfish Stocks
in the Atlantic (altached as ANNEX 5-3)

~  Resolution by ICCAT jor the Development of Possible Time/Aren Closures for North and South Atlantic
Swordfisk and Gear Modifications to Reduce Undersized Swordfish Catch and Fishing Mortaiity (atiached as
ANNEX 5-5)

13.2 The Reports of Panels 1, 2 and 3 were adoptzd at the time of the meeting, whereas it was agreed to adopt the
Report of Panel 4 by correspandence”. The Reports of Panels 1-4 arc attached as ANNEX 9.

14. Report of the Meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD)

14,1 The STACFAD Chairman informed the Commission that, dus to time constraints, the Committes had decided
to adopt the 1999 STACFAD Report by correspondence.” Notwithstanding this decision, the Committee forwarded the
2000-200 1. Biennial Budget and Contracting Party coatributions to the Comumission for final approval, The revised total
budpet for 2000 amounting to 245,752,000 Pesetas was formally adopted by the Commission, together with the
corresponding Contracting Party contributions. It was noted that the 2001 Budget and Contributions were adopted
provisionally, The 1999 STACFAD Report is attached as ANNEX 10, and includes the 2000-2001 Biennial Budget and
Contributions as well as the caich and canning data used for the calculations (see Tables 1 to 4 of the STACFAD Report)

15. Date and place of the next meeting of the Commission

15,1 The Government of Moracea extended an invitation to host the 12" Special Meeting of the Commission, and to
pay all the additional expenses, not included in the ICCAT budget, which this wonld incur. The Commission thanked
Moroceo for this invitation, and it was agreed that the 2000 meeting of the Commission will be beld in Morocco, from
November 13 to 20.

16 Election of Commission Chairman

16.1 The Commission expressed its appreciation for the exesllent work and dedication of the outgoing Chairman, Mr,
Rafael Conde de Saro (EC-Spain). The Delegate of Brazil proposed Mr, Ichiro Nomura (Tapan), as Chairman. This motion
was seconded by the Furopean Comumunity, and Mr, Nomura was unanimonsly elected as the new Chairman of the
Commission. Mr Nomura thanked the Commission for the trust placed in him, and stated that he would do hig best to
strengthen the spirit of integrity and cooperation which existed in ICCAT.

» The Report of Panel was adopted later.
= The STACFAD Report was adopted Jater.
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17. Election of Vice-Chairmen of the Commission

17,1 The Commission thanked Mr. Araripe Macedo (Brazil) and Dir. Kwei ¢{Ghana), the outgoing Vice-Chairmen. The
Commission nnanimously elecied Mr, J, Baranafio {EC-Spain) as First Vice Chairman, and Mr, A. Stour (Moroce) as
Second Vice-Chatrman,

18.0ther matters

18.1 The Euwropean Conununity raised the issue of the organization and ﬁmcﬁoning of the Camumnission, and made
several suggestions as to how the Commission conld become more efficient and coordinated,

18.2 11 was proposed that a Working Grouwp, which would include lagal experts, be established to review all the
regulatory measures proposed for adopilion by the Commission, both from a legal perspeclive and with regard to
consistency with previous Recommendatians and Resolutions, It was proposed that all draft Recommendations and
Resolutions dealing with important issues not anticipated in the agenda be submiitted to the Conunission at least 30 days
in advance of the meeling, and that these would be examined by the Working Group and circulated to all Contracting
Parties. This would alsa assist those delegations comprising a small namber of delegates, allowing them to consult with
ihe relevant experts of their country beforehand, and tims facilitate discossions at the mestings.

18.3 It was noted that several sugpestions relative to organization that were made by the EC which have already been
put into effect, such as the numbering of the recommendations, development of a coded version of past recommendations,
etc. As concerns other sugpestions, the Chairman asked the Executive Sccretary to take these into account, inasmuch as
possible, Tor the next annual meeting in 2000,

18.4 The EC submitted a draft resolution aimed at the development of an integrated and updated monitaring and

inspection scheme for ICCAT. Duc to the lack of time for discussion, this proposal was not adopted. The EC “Draft
Resolution for the Development of a Moniloring Scheme and its Implementation” is incleded in ANNEX 4-3

19, Adoptinn of the Report

19.1 It was agreed that the Plenary Sessions of the 16% Regular Meeting would be adopted by correspondence.”

28 Adjonrnment

20.1 The Chairman extended his thanks, on behalf of the Comemisston, to the Gevernment of Brazil, and the Stats of
Rio de Janeiro for their hospitality. The excellent organization of the hosts was appreciated, and special thanks were
extended to Mr. Flavio Lemne for his valuable contribution to the success of the meeting,

20.2 Siatemenis presented in writing (o the Final Plenary Session by Faroe Islands and Mexice are included in
ANNEX 4-2.

20.3 The Commission also expresscd its appreciation to Mr, Rafael Conde de Saro, the Chairman of the Commission
for his excellent chairmanship during iis term of office, and thanked the ICCAT Executive Secretary, the Chairs of the
Panels and Committeas, the interpreters, the local staff and the ICCAT Secretariat staff for their work,

20.4 The 16" Regular Meeting of the Commission was adjourned on Monday, November 22, 1999,

» ‘The Proceedings of the Opening, Secend, and Final Plenary Sessions were adopted later.

33



~1 g o B W B —

10

1

12
13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20

34

ICCAT REPORT, 1298-89 {Il)

ANNEX 1

1000 COMMISSION AGENDA

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of Agenda and arrangements

Introduction of Contracting Party Delegations

Introduction and admission of Observers

Report of the Meeting of the Standing Commitfes on Research and Statistics (SCRS)

Roview of the Precantionary Approach '

Status of the rahification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid: 1992) and
repercussions

Report of the First Meeting of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria

ICCAT responsibilities in relation o internationsl fishery agreements

Relations with eiher fora

Report of the Meeting of the Permanent Working for the Tmprovement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation
Measures (PWG) and consideration of any proposed recommandations therein '

Report of the Meeting of the Compliance Committee and considgeation of any proposed reconunendations therein
Reports of the Meetings of Panels 1 to 4 and consideration of possible regulatory measures proposed

Report of the Mesting of the Standing Comumittes on Finance and Adminisiration (STACFAD)

~  Adoption of the budget and contributions for the 200¢-2001 b1emua1 period '

Date and place of the next meeting of the Commission

Election of Commission Chairman

Election of Vice-Chairmen of the Commission

Other matters

Adoption of Report

Adjourmment
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ANNEX 2

LIST OF COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

Coniracting Parties

ANGOLA

NDOMBELE, Diclobaka (Huad Delegate)
Diirecteur deg Conventions Internationales
Ministére des Féches et de I"Environnement
Av, 4 de Fevereiro 25

C.P.B3 - Luanda

Tel: +244 239 3616

Fax: 4244 233 0041

BRAZI,

DA ROCHA VIANNA, Hadil {(Head Delegate)
Ministeric das Relagoes Exteriores, DMAE-MRE
Anexo 1 - Sala 736

Brsilia DF. - Cep 70170-500

Tel: +556&l 4116730

Far;  +55 61411 6906

E-mail: hadil{@mre.gov.br

ATVES, Luiz Antonic

Rus Mexico, 125, 9° Andar-centzo
CEP 20020-100

Tel:  +55 62B 4957

Fax: <55 628 4957

E-mail lusalves@ripmadl.com br

AMORIM, Alberto

Institute de Pesca

Av. Bartolomeu de Gusman 192
110309045 Sanios - SP

Tel.  +35 13 26] 5995

Fax: +5513 2611300
E-mail: erisamerim@uol.com.br

BALTHAZAR DO COUTO, Ignacio

Sindicata deo Armedores de Pesca do Estade
do Rio de Janeiro

Rua Engenbeire Fabio Goulart, 605

Ttha da Conceigao

Niteroi-RI, CEP 24050-090

Tel: 15521 719 0455

Foxr +3521 7190202

E-mail: saperj@nitnet.com.hr

BENVENUTO, Flavio L.

4° Sectio da Barre S/N Distrito Industrial
Caoixa Postal N 44

Rio Grande RS 96.204.090

CONEPE

Tel: +53532311300

Fax: +5553 232 5963

E-meil; isantos@milkrus.comubr

BOTAFOGO GONCALVES, Octavio
Secrataria da Comissfo Interministerial para
o0s Recursos do Mar (SECIRM)
Marinha do Brasil
Esplunada dos Ministerios, Bleco N, Anexa B, 3° Andar
70.055 Bragilin D.F.
Tel:  +5561429 1328
Fex: +3561429 1338
E-mail: 101@secirm.mar.mil.br

CABRAL, Pedro

Delepacia Federsl dn Agrieultura

Avenida Rodrigues Alves, 129, 1° Andar
Rio de Jageiro CEP 20081-230

Tel: +35212336122

PFax: +55212338182

E-mail; gab-rj@defesangropecuaria com. by

CALZAVARA ARAUJO, Gahriel
Ministerio de Apricujturz e do Abastecimento
Esplanadsa dos Ministerios, Blote I3, Sala 950
Brasilia D.F,, CEF 70 043-500

Tel:  +33al 225 5001

Fax:  +55 61 224 5049

E-mail: calzavara@tba.com.br

DAMM, Meus Silva B.

Delegacia Federal da Agrieultura do Rio de Janeiro
Diepartnmento de Inspegio de Pescado - DIPOA/MA
Avenida Rodrignes Alves, 129 - 20.081.250

Rio de Jemeiro

Tel: 45321 608 1866

Fax;  +55421 263 8333

DOKT, Nobnmitsu

CONEPE )
Praga Almirante Gao Coutinho, 28, Cony 26
Ponts da Praie, Santos 3.P

Tel:  +5513 261 4667

Fox:  +5513 261 4667

E-mait: koden{@iraotal.com.br

DiJ MONT, Alex

Ministeric de Agricultura- Sala 848

Esplannda dos Ministerios, Bloco D, Ed Sede
Brasilia D.F.

Tel: +5561 321 1810

Fax: +5561224 5049

E-mail; draestrategico@defisangropecunris, pov.br

FACO, Jodo Lauro Dorneles

Dept. of Computer Science
Unjversidnde Federal do Rio de Janeire
C.P. 68530-21945.970

Rio de Janciro RJ

Tel:  +3521 493 8334

Fax: 435212901095

E-meil: jidfaco@acd.vifj.br

35



ICCAT REPORT, 1998-23 (1)

FAULHARER, Celic

SPES/DIPOAMA

Ministerio da Agricultura

Esplanada dos Ministerias - Anexo - Sala 441
Brasilie D.F CEP 70.043.500

Tel:  +5561 2182775

Fax:  +55¢61 218 2672

E-mail; sepes{@deleseapropecuaria,pov.br

FERREIRA JUNIOR, Toao F,

Ministerio de Agricultura e do Abestecimento
Esplanadn dos Ministerios, Bloco I, 9* Andar
Brasilin D.F., CEP 70 043-900

Tel:  +3361218 2257

Fax: +55612252156

GOBITSCH NETO, Gerlde

Goberno do Estado do Pard

Representagno em Brasilia D F.

SC3Quadra 02, Ed. Palasio do Comercio, Sals 509
Brasilia DF.

Tel: +35461 2252018

Fa:  +55612252012

HAGA, Bryndul]

Rua Presidents Walson 162, 12° Andar
Rio da Janetro, R.J.

Tel:  +3521 532 5473

Foxx +35213320312

E-mail: bhapa{@peshop.combr

BARGRHEAVES, Faulo

Univetsidads do Rio ds Janetro
Cx.Postal 68508

Rio de Janeiro RI, CEP 21945970

Tel:  +5321 560 7143

Fax: +55212906626 .

E-mail; hacgreaves@peno,coppe.us by

HAZIN, Fabio V.

Ministeric da Apricultura

Dpto. de Fesca e Aquicultura

Rua das Pemambucanas, 377, Aplo.1102
Recife-Pe, CEP 52011010

Tel: <3581 441 7276

Fax. +35 81 441 7276

E-mail: fabichvh@elogica.com.br

HAZIN, Rodrige T.

CONEPE

Rua Chile, 216

Ribeira, Natal BN 59.012.240

Tel: +5584 2114635

Fox:  +55 B4 201 2278

E-mail! norpesca@@rabugisal.com.br

VAT Roberto K.

Rua Othvio Corraig, 115, 1° Andar
Estuirio - Santos 8F 11-025.230
Tel: 4551323735844

Fax:  +5513 231 3357
E-mail; imaifiractal.com.br

KOTAS, Jorge Eduardo

CEPSUL - IBAMA

Av. Min. Vietor Konder S/N

CEP 83301-280, Rajai SC

Tel:  +5547 348 6058

Fax:  -+55 47 348 60538

E-mail: jkotas@cepsul ibama pov.br
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KOWALSKI, José

CONEFPE

Rug Cesar Angusio Dinlcoquio, 2020
Salseiros - Ttajai SC 88,311.510
Tel:  +53547 3451064

Fax: 55 47 346 1963

E-mail: Ashing@matrix com.br

LEITE PENTEADO, Luig

Vice-presidente

Federagan Nacional dos Trabalhadores em
Transporte Maritimos, Fluvials e Pescadores
Rua do Cammo 27 - Salas 602 8 610

CEP 20014-900-Centro-Rio de Janeiro RJ
Tel: +55212211772

Fax:  -+5321 242 R783

LEME, Flavio

Delepacia Federa] 8a Apriculiura
Avenida Rodrigues Alves, 122, 9 Andar
Rio de Jansiro CEP 20081-250

Tel: +55212339122

Fax: +552112538182

E-mail: flaviolemefivol com.br

LIN, Celso Fernandez:

CEPSUL - IBAMA

Av. Min. Victor Konder S/N
CEP 88301-280

Itajai 8C

Tel:  -+5547 348 6058

Fax:  +5547 348 6058
E-mail: linf@cepsul .ibama,gov,br

MARRUL-FILHQ, Sisnko

Ministerio do Meio ambienle

Esplanada dos Ministeries, Bloce B, 7° Andar, Sala 726
Brasilie I F,

Tel:  +3561 3171492

E-mail: simae filho@mma, gov.br

MATTQS, Sergio M. G.

SUDFNE, CFEMEE/Recursos Naturais Renovaveis
Engenha do Meio

Reeife PE

Tel:  +355 814162527

Fax: -+55 812712310

E-muil: smattos@sudene. gov.br

MENESES DE LIMA, JH.
CEPENE/BAMA

Run Saonrel Hardman s/nt
53.578-000 Tmmeandaré - PE
Tel:  +5581 6761109

Fax: +5581 6751310
E-mail; meneses@ibama.gov.br

MERCIER, Marc

Lonfedernciin Macional dos Pescadares
Rua Jodo Estevio, 636

Paranagua-Fr.

Tel:  +5541423 2554

Fax: +35 41 422 0554

MOREIRA DA SILVA, Antonzo

Diretor Presidente

Sindicatn dos Pescadoras dns Estados do
Rio de Janciro & Espirito Sanio

Pga, XV de Novembro, 2 - Bata 410

Ric de Jansire R

Tel:  +5521242 0792



MUNOQZ ECHEVERRIA, Heriberta
Rua Mensenhor Walfredo Leal 104
Centro-Cabedele FR, CEP 58310-000
Tel:  +55 83228 2600

Fax:  +5583 228 4183

E-mail: tmamar@elogica.com.br

MURATA, Satoshi

CONEPE

Runa Estocolmo, 132

Rio de Janeiro 21931 480

Tel:  +5521 396 6504

Fax: +5521 396 6594
E-mail: murata@netyet. com.br

NASCIMENTO, Leo

Instituio Braaileiro de Meio Ambiente - IBAMA
Rua 15 de Novembre, 42

Centro- Rio de Taneim

Tel:  +5521 2215033

Fax: +5321221 5245

OLIVEIRA, Geovinio M.

Ministerio de Agricultira e Abastecimente
Esplanadn dos Ministerios, Bloce D, Sala 955
Brasilia I.F. CEF 70043-500

Tel:  +3556]2182112

Fax:  +53 61224 3049

E-mail: dpa-pesco(@defesnagropecuaria.gov.br

PENNA JUNIOR, Jorge A.
AMBIENTAL

Rua Barao do Amnazonas, 481/402
Centro-Miteroi-RT

Tel:  +5521 613 2508

Fax: +5521 620 3501

E-mail: grena@uol.com.br

PERCIAVALLE, Giacomo V.
Ay, Dr, Nereu Ramos 343
Ttajai 3C

Tel: +55473461159
Fax, +55473461159
E-meil; vip@melim ¢om.br

FUGAS, José Maria

Confederacio Macionzl dos Pescadores
Ruz Joio Esteveo, 636

Paranapua-Pr.

Tel: +35 41 422 2554

Fax: +5541422 72554

RAMAILLHQ, Sergio

CONEPE

Rua Visconde do Urugpai, 535, 9° Andar-centro
Niteroi RY 24.030.077

Tael:  +8521 7176892

Fax:  +3321 717 6892

E-mail: conepe(@itba.com.br

SERRA, Manuel J,

Sindicato dos Pescadores dos Estadas da
Rio de Taneiro e Espirito Santo

Praga 15 de Novembro, 02, Sala 4]0-Centro
Ria da Inneiro CEP 20010

Tel: 455212420792

Fax: 55212420792

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

SILVA, Ammando T}

CONELE

4° Sectio de Barra /N Distrito Industrial
Caixa Postal 44

Ria Grande RS 96.204.090

Tel:  +55 53331 1500

Fax:  +5553232 5963

E-mail: santos@oulkeus.com.br

SILVA, Francisco

Delegacia Federnl da Agricultura do Cenrn
Rus Artur Fermvirs, 253, Apte.0] Montese
Fortuleza CE, 60,410,210

Tel:  +55 85494 5777

Fax:  +35 85494 7879

E-mail: fehiconsilva@hotmail com

STRADA, Lugienne

Instituto SEGUMAR

Rua Alberto de Campos 10
Bin?

Tel; +33 21 287 6579

Fex: +35212876579
E-mail: strada@nisys.com,br

STUDART, Paulo

Av, Aboligiio 5151

Tucuripe

Fortaleza-Cenara

Tel:  +55 85263 2044

Fax;, +55 85263 1848

Femail; empesca.em@cempesca.com.br

TAVARES DE ALMEIDA, Whalbert
Marinha do Brasil

Esplanda dos Minisleries, 5° Andar, Bloco N
Brasilin D.F.

Tel:  +55 61423 1055

Fax; +3561423 1051

E-muil: 11-2(@eme mon,mil. br

TELLES CUNHA, George W.
AMBIFNTAL

Rua Barao do Amazonas, 481/402
Centro-Niteroi-RY

Tel:  +5521613 2508

Fax: 455216203501

E-mail: tcadvogedos{@uol.com.br

T, Jose UL

Ministerio da Agriculturn e do Abastecimients
Esplanads dos Ministerios - Bloco D - Sala 922
Brasilia 70.160.900

Tel: +55461 218 2444

Fax: +5561 2259918

E-mail; timbira@agricutture gov.br

ZATATA, Jeshs

Rua Presidente Jono Pessoa 23
58310-000 Cabedelo

Jono Pessoa (PR}

Tel:  +55832284010

Fax:  +5553 2282318
E-mail: capesca@elogica.com.br
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CANADA

CHAMUT, Pat (Head Delepate)}
Asgistent Deputy Minister
Fisheries Management
Depariment of Fisheries & Oceans
200 Kent St

Ottawa, Ontario X1A 0BG

Tel:  +1613 990 9864

Fme:  +1 613 990 9357

ALDCUS, Don

41 Armitage Road, Newport
Hants Co.,

Nova Scotis BON 2A0

Tel:  +1902 757 3915
Faw: +902 7357 3979
E-mail: daldonsi@ifox.nsto.ca

ALLEN, Chriz 7,

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

Ottawa, Ontario X1A OE6

Tel: 41613 990 0105

Fox:  +1 613 990 7051

E-mail: allenc@dfo-mpo.pe.ca

ANGEL, John

P.0. Box 1C1

Head of St.Margaret’s Bay
Nova Scotin 20T 1RO

Tel:  +1 002 826 7765
Faxx  +1 902 826 7065
E-mail: jangel@navnet.net

CHIDLEY, Gerard

D.0. Box 22

Renaws, Newfoundland AOA INO
Tel:  +1'709 363 2900

Fax; 41709 363 2014

CHRISTMAS, Bernd

111 Memberion St.

Sydney, Nova Scolin B18 2M9
Tal:  +1 902 564 6466

Fax. -+ 902 339 6645
E-magil: redraven@auracon.com

DUSSSAULT, Edith

Department of Fisheries & Oceins
200 Kent 8t.

Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

Tel:  +1613993 5316

Fax:  +1 613 993 5995

E-mail: dussaulte@dfo-mpo.ge.ca

JOINES, James
Directeur Régional, Gestion des Péches
Paches du Golfe, Région des Maritimes
C.P. 5010, 343, rue Archibnld
Mancton, New Brunswick E1C 986
Tel:  +1 3068517752

Fax:  +1505685]12615

E-mail: jonesj(@mer, dfo-mpo.ge.ca
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PORTER, Julie

Department of Fisherzes & QOceans
Biclagical Station, 531 Brandy Cove Road
St Andrews, N.B., E3B 2LY

Tel. +1 506 529 5902

Fex: <1 506 529 5862

E-mail: porterjm(fimar,dfo-mpo.ge.ca

RICHARDSON, Dale

R.R. ¥ 1, Sable River Shelbume Ce.
Nova Scotia

Tel:  +1 907636 2411

Fax: -1 507 656 2595

ROACH, Greg

IN.S. Department of Figheries & Aguaculture
P.O. Dox 2223

Halifre NS. B3J 2C4

Tel:  +1902 424 0348

Fox: -1 902424 4671

E-mail: roachg(@pgov.ns.ca

SAUNDEES, Allison

Dpt. of Foreign Affairs and Internationel Trade
Etonomic Law Division (JLO)

Lester B. Pearson Building

125 Bussex Drive

Ottawa, Ontaric K1A 0G2

Tel:  +1 613 996 2643

Fax:  +1613 992 6483

Bomuil; allison.saunders@dfait-maeci.ge.co

SURETTE,Tim

215 Main 5t

Yarmouthl, Mova Scelia

Tel:  +1 902 742 0871

Fax:  +1 902 742 9863
E-mail; surettet@dfo-mpe.pe.ca

CAPE VERDE

EVORA ROCHA, Carlos A, (Hend Delegate)
Director Geral das Pescas

Ministério do Turismo, Transpories e Mur
Palizio do Governo, Virzes

Praia CP 206

Tel;  +238 010 505

Fax; +23B616691

E-moil: dgpescas@mail.

SANTA RITA VIEIRA, Maria Helena
Dircetion, Générale des Paches

B.E. 200, Palais du Gouvernement
Praia

Tel: +238 610 505

Fax: +238 616 691

CHINA

CUL, Guohui

Division of Distant Waler Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture
No.11 Nongzhunguan Nanli -

Beijjing 100026

Tel:  +86 10 641 92923

Fax: 486 10 641925961

E-mail: bofdwi@agri.gov.zn



LIU, Xirching

Pepuly Director, Bureau of Fisheries
Ministry of Apricuiture

No.1! Nongzhanguan Nanli

Beijing 100026

Tel:  +B6 10641 92974

Fax:  +B6 10 641 92961

E-mail: inter-coop@agri.gov.cn

WANG, Xiadou

Minisiry of Foreign Affairs
Na.2 Cheoyangmen Nandajie
Beiing 100701

Tel:  +86 10 659 63264
Fa:  +86 10 85963209
E-mail: tfzl@fmpre.gov.cn

COTE D'TVOIRE

KOFF], Luc (Head Delepats)

Inspecieur Géneral-Agriculture el des Ressources Animales
B.P. V84, Abidien

Tel: +22521R 875

Fax: 4225219462

DIOBQ, Anvra Jeanson
Diirection Aquacuiture ef Péche
BPF. V19

Abidjan

Tel:  +225253 433

Fax; +225 243 826

FANNY, Amadon

Ministére de 2a Produclion Animale
BP. V8’2

Abidjan

Tel: 4225213 524

Fax: 42253351362

M'GORAN, Va

CRO

B.P. V18

Abidjan

Tel:  +225-355 014

Fox: 225351 155
E-mail: ngoran@cro.ird.ci .

CROATIA

URBAN, Zelimir {Head Delepate)
Shis QI 09, Conjunte 11, Cosa 03
Brasilia D.F. 71625-110 (Brazl)
Tel: +5561 2480610

Fax: +356]1248 1708

EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

MASTRACCHIOQ, Fmilic {Head Delegate)
Directeur, DG PECHE/B

Commission Européenne

200 Rue de la Lot

1049 Bruxelles (Belgium)

Tel:  +32 2295 5368

Fax: 32 2 296 5951

E-mail: emilic.mastracchin.@cec.ew.int

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

ALVES, Marta Teresa

Direccan Geral das Feacas e Aquicnlturn
Edificio Vagea da Grma

Alcanisre-Mar, Lishoa (Portugal)

Tel:  +351391 3553

AMBROSIO, Giuseppe

Direttors Gonerale

Ministerio Politiche Agrizole g Foregiali
Via XX Settembre 20

Roma (Ttaly)

Tel: +39 6 4R2 7034

Fax: +396481 9714

E-mail: gambrosio@politicheapricole. it

ANGULQO BERRAZQUIN, Jasé Angel

Asccincidn Nacional de Armedoeras de Buques
Atuperns Congeladores

Femdndez de la Hoz 57, 5" - Apt. 10

28003 Madrid (Spain})

Tel: +34 91 442 &899

Fax: +34 91 442 0574

ARIZ TELLERIA, Javier

Instituto Espeilol de Oceanografia
Centro Oceanoprifico de Canarias
Apartado 1373

Banta Cruz de Tenerife (Spoin)
Tel:  +34 922 549400

Fax:  +34 9232 349 554

E-mal; tonidos@ieo reanaria.es

ARO, Markku

Permanent Representation of Finland to the EU
Rue de Treves 100

1040 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel:  +32 2287 8464

Fax: 4322287 8307

E-mail: markku.aro@fonmin.fi

ARRIBAS Y RUIZ-ESCRIBANO, Jusp Jpnacio
Secretaria General de Pesca Marilimn

Ortega y Gasset 57

2R006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 434 91 402 5050

Fax; 434914020212

AULITTO, Giugeppe

Ministerio Politiche Agricole & Forestali
Via XX Setiembre 20

Roma (ltalia)

Tel: +39 06 580 84203

Fax: +3906 5908 4318

E-mnil: pestacy{@politicheagricale.it

BARANANO, IR

Director General de Recursos Pesqueros
Secretar{a General de Pesca Maritima
Ortega y Gasset 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel:  +34 91402 8375

Fax: +34 91 300 1239

BAPTISTA JORGE, Humberto Manugl
OPCENTRO

Estrads Marpinal-Sul

2520 Peniche (Portugal)

Tel:  +35126278 2039

Fax:  -+351 26 278 4508

E-mail: aprentrof@amap.maip.telepac.pt
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BARCIELA VILLAR, Agustin
Puerta Pesquern e de Vendedores
GFC 16

36202 Vipo {Pontevedra, Espafia)
Tel:  +34 986 434 805

Fax:  +34 986 435 218

HEAMISH, Cecil

Direetor

Depariment of the Marine & Natural Resonrces
Leeson Lane

Dublin 2 (Ireland)

Tel: +353 1619 9374

Fax: #3331 661 3817

Emeil: tecil_beamish@merine.irl_gov.ié

BERGSTROM, Magnus

Netional Swedish Fishery Adminisiration
1.0, Box 423

SE-40126 Gotehorg (Sweden)

Tel:  +46 31 743 G300

Fax:  +46 31 743 0444

E-meil: maguus. bergstrom@iskeriverket.se

BESLIER, Serge
Commission européenne

DG PECHE/R-1

200 Rue de 1a Loi

B-1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)
Tel: 43222950115

BILBAQ, Aurelic

Federacion de Cofradias de Vizcaya
Bailén 7, bajo

Bilbaa { Vizeayn, Espaia)

Tel:  +34 94 4154011

Fox:  +34 94 588 5738

CADENAS DE LLANC CORTES, Maria del Carmen
Suhdiracridn General Organismos Multilaterales de Pesea
Secretarla General de Pesca Maritima

Ortega y Gasset 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel:  +3d4 91 402 5000

Fax:  +34 91402 0212

E-mail: orgmul-sgpmy@virtual.sw.es

CAMPOS QUINTEIRD, Albine

Presidente de le Asotiecion Nacional de Anmadores
de Huques Palangreros de Altura (ANAPA)
Bolivia 20, 2°.C

36204 Vigo (Pontevedrn, Espaiia)

Tel:  +34 986 420 511

Tax:  +34 986 414 820

E-mail: tusepesca(@ont servicom.es

COCCIA, Massimo

Presidente, Federazione National Cooperative della Pesca
Vie de’ Gigli 3'Oro 21

00186 Roma (lialia)

Tel:  +39 06 689 3450

Fax:  +39 06 6B2 3766

CONDE DE SARO, Rafacl. {Commission Chairmean)
Embazjada de Esparia

2375 Pennsylvenia Ave.

Washington DC 20035 (Unifed States)

Tel:  +1202 728 2340

Fax; +1202 8315670
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CONTE, Plinio

Ministerio Politiche Apricole

Direzione Generale Pesca e Acquacoltura
Viale dell'Arte 16

00144 Roma (Ttalia)

Tal: +39 06 550 84746

Fax: 43906 59039176

E-mail; mon{inpesca@politicheagricole.it

DE DIEGO Y VEGA, Amalia

Commission enropsenne

DG PECHE/B-4

200 Rue dz 1a Loi

1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel: 43221296 8614

Fax: +3222955700

E-mail: amalia.de-diego-y-vega@ces.cwint

DELLA SETA, Giovanni

Ministerio Poliliche Agricole

Direzione Generale Pesca e Acquagoliura
Viate dell'Arte 16

00144 Roma (Ttalia)

Tel: 3906 590 24746

Fax: 3% 06 550 89176

E-muil: pesca2@politicheagricole. it

I¥ON, M.

Diélégné Genéral

Syndicat National des Armateurs

des Thoniers Congéiateurs

BF 127 - 22181 Concarnenu (France)
Tel:  +3329 897 1957

Fax: 43320 850 8032

DOMINGUEZ DIAZ, Corlos
Embassy of Spain

1-3-29 Roppongt, Minato-Ku
Tokya 106-0032 (Japan)

Tel:  +81 3 358 38333

Fax:  +81 3 358 28627
E-mail: curlosmp(@tke sitne.jp

ESTACIO, Susanz

Secretaria Regional de Agriculturn e Pescas
Governc Regional dos Agores

Rua Consul Dabney

5900 Horta, Faial - Acores (Portugal)

Tek +351 92 208 918

Fex:  +35192391 127

E-mail; susano@drp.rau.pt

FUENTES GARCIA, Ricardo
Carrgtera de La Palma

Paraje Los Marines

30593 La Palma (Miurcin, Espaiia)
Tel:  +34 968 354 141

Faw:  -+34 068 165 324

E-mail: rientes@ricardofientes.com

GAONA ORTIZ, Francisco Emilio
Apente de Adusnos

Alamo 15

30205 Cartagena (Murcia, Espafia)
Tel: 434 268 554 753

rax: 434 968 554 754

E-mail: gaonaf@arrakis.es



GAUTHIEZ, Frangois

Conseiller Scientifique

Direction des Péches Meritimes et de 1" Aquaculture
Ministtre de I’Agriculture et de Ta Péche

3 Place de Fontenoy

75007 Paris (France)

Tel:  +33 149558203

Fax:  +33 149558200

E-mnil: francois.gauthiez@agriculture. pouv. fr

GIANNINI, Luigi

FEDERFPESCA

Via Emilio de Cavalieri 7

00172 Roma (Tialia)

Tal: +39 06 B54 112

Fax:  +39 06 §53 5299

E-mnil: luigi-gianniniffederpescn.it

GROISSARD, Hernard Joseph
43 rue du Puits-Neuf

83350 He d' Yen (France)

Tel: 43302 515 B3417
Fax: 4330251587749

GUERNALEL, Cyril

Comité National des Péches Maritimes £t des Elevages
Marins {CNPMEM)

51 e Selvodor Allende

02027 Nantatre Cédex (Frunce)

Tal: +33 01 477 50101

Fme:  +3301 450 00602

E-mnil: cpuernalecf@comite-peches, ir

HERMIDA TRASTOY, Andrés

Director Xeral

Hstructuras Pesqueiras e Marcedos Xunta de Galicia
Conselleria de Pesea, Marisqueo e Acuicultura

Rua do Sar 75

15702 Santiagp de Compostels (Corufls, Espafia)
Tel: <34 981 546 347

Fax:  +34 581 546 288

E-mail; endres hermida.trastoy@Epurta. es

HERNANDEZ SALGADO, Maria Filar
Subdirecuion General de Organismos
Multilaterales de Pesca

Secratarls General de Pesca Maritima
Ortega y Gasset 57

28005 Madrid {Spain}

Tel:  +34 91 402 5000

Fax:  +34 91 309 3967

E-mail: phernund@manya.es

YBANEZ RUBIO, Ignacio

Subdirector General de Organismos Multiliterales de Pesca

Secretaria General de Peaca Marftimn
Ortaga y Gasset 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel:  +34 81 402 3000

Fox:  +34 Bl 309 3967

E-mail: iybanez@mapys.cs

INSUNZA DAHTLANDER, Jacinto

Federacién Necional de Cofradins de Pescadores
Barquille 7, 1° dehin.

23004 Mrdrid (5pain)

Tel:  +34 91 531 9304

Fax: +3491 5316320

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

IRIGOYEN BERISTAIN, I.M.
Presidente

Cofradia de Pescadores Eikeno de Gelaria
Kaia, 2

28808 Geiarin (Guiptzeoa, Bepaiin}

Tel: +34 543 140 200

Fax:  +34 943 140 766

LARZABAL, Serpe

Syndizat des Marins Pécheurs
Queai Pascal Etjssalt

64300 - Ciboure Cédex (France)
Tel:  +3305 594 71034

Fax:  +3305 594 70539

LIGEARD, Christian

Sous-Directenr des Péches Maritimes

Mimstére de I’ Agriculture ef de 1a Péche

Dircetion des Peches Maritimes et de I’ Aquaculture
3 Plaze de Fontenoy

73003 Paris (Frence)

Tel:  +331-49 558221

Fax:  331-49 538200

E-mail: christian.lipenrd{@egriculture.gouv.fr

MARTIN FRAGUEIRG, Juan Carlos
Puerto Pesquera s/n - Apt.3

Edificio Anexo Lonji

36900 Merin (Ponlevedrn, Espaiia)
Tel:  +34 986 BEZ 159

Fax: 34 %36 883 178

E-mail: armadores.marin@cesatel es

MEJUTO, Jnime

Instituto Espariol de Oceanografin
Apartado 130

15080 A Coruiia (Spain)

Tel:  +34 981 205362

Fax:  +34 981 229077

MENDIBURL, Gérard
Armement Aigle des Mers
B.P. 337

64503 Cibounre Cédex (France)
Tel:  +33 05 582 60552
Fex: 33 05 592 60552

MORAIS, Paulo

Delepagan em 8. Miguel da DRP
Gaverne Regional dos Acores

Rua Cervalho Araujo 33

9300 Ponta Delpada - Agores (Portugal)
Tel:  +331 296286317

Fax:  +351 296 281 035

E-mail; palom@virtualazores.com

MORON AYALA, Tulic

Organizacién de Productores Asociados di Grandes
Atuneros Congeladores (OPAGAC)

Ayaln 5¢, 2°A

28001 Madrid (Spain)

Tel:  +34 91 575 8959

Fmx:  +34 91576 1222

E-mail: opagac(@arrakis.es
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NEVES DOS SANTOS, Miguel
[PIMAR-CRIPSUL

Ay, 3 de Outubro S/N

8700-303 Othao (Portugal}

Tel:  +351 289 700 304

Fax: 4331 2B% 700 535
E-mail: mnsantos@ipimar.ulg,pt

NOV(Q, M.

Zona Portuerie de Peniche
Empresa CAP.A.

2520 Peniche (Portugal)
Tel:  +351 26 778 4052

OLAIZOLA ELIZAZU, Esteban
Cofradln de Peseadores de Fuenterrabia
Muzlie s/n

20280 Fuenterrabia {Guipiizcoa, Espadia)
Tel:  +34 543 641 134

Fax: +34943 643936

ORTEGA MARTINEZ, Concepcion
Gerente-Adjunta

Orpanizacion de Palangreros Guardeses (DRPAGU)
Avdn. Manuel Alvarez 16, bajo

36780 La Guerdia (Pontevedra, Espailn)

Tel.  +34985611 809

Fax:  +34 986 611 667

E-mail: orpagu@interhook net

PARRES, Alain

Président du Cormnité Nations] des Péches Maritimes
¢t des Elevapges Marins {

clo TUAPF, 59 mie des Mathurins

75008 Paris (France)

Tel: +33 1492 89109

Fax: +33147429112

E-raail: office@3142563260

PENAS LADQ, Emesto

Commission européenne, D@ PECHE /B-4
200 Rue de luLoj

1049 Bruxelles (Belgique)

Tel:  +322296 3744

Fax: +32 2295 5700

E-mnil; erneato.penas-ladoffcec, eu,int

PEREIRA, Jouo

Universidade dos Agores

Depertamente de Oreanngrafin ¢ Pasces
§900 Horta, Faial - Agores {Portugal)
Tel: 4351 92252 945

Fax;  +351 92292639

E-meil; pervim@dop.uag.pt

PICCINETTI, Corrado

Latorstorio Biclogiz Marina ¢ Pescs

Universita Bologna in Fano, Viale Adriatico 1/N
61032 Fano (P8) (Tialis)

Tel: +39 721 302 &89

Fax:  «+3% 721 801 634

E-mail: Ibmpfanc@mobilia.it

PINHO, Mario

Secrstaria Repionel de Apricultura e Pescas
Governo Regianal dos Agores

Rua Consul Dabney

9900 Horts, Faial - Agores (Portugat)

Tel:  -+35192208 918

Fax:  -+35192 391 127

E-mail: mainka@doep nac.pt
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RAMBAUD, Christian

Conumission eurcpeenne

200 Ruede la Loi

1049 Bruxellas (Belgiqus)

Tel:  +32 22096 0545

Fax: 432 2 296 5951

E-mnil: christinn.ramband@cec.eu.int

RODRIGUEZ RODRIGUEZ, B.
Cofradin de Pescadores "Sants Tecln"”
Baixo Muro 32

36780 La Guardin (Pontevedra, Bspaiig)
Tel: +34 986 613 307

Pux: +34 984 613 654

SANTIAGO BURRUTXAGA, Josu

Director de Pesca

Gabierne Vasco-Departamento de Agrien]tura y Pesca
e/Donostia-San Sebastidn 1

01010 Vitoria-Gasleiz (Spoin)

Tel:  +34 945019630

Fux:  +34 945019 08D

E-mail: j-burmutcagai@ej-gv.es

SANCHEZ-ESCRIBANO BAILON, Estefania
Federacitn Nacienal de Coftadias de Pesendores
Barquille 7, 19 dcha. '

28004 Mudrid (Spain)

Tel;  +34 B1 531 9804

Fax:  +34 91 531 6320

SHVO, ukka

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
Departznent of Fisheres and Game
P.O, 232

00171 Helginki (Finland)

Tek:  +358 91 608 3902

Fux:  +358 91604 285

E-mail: jukks.sthvo@mmm.f

SILVA, Helder

Secretaria Regional de Agricultura e Pescas
Governo Regional dos Acores

Rua Consul Dabney

9500 Horta, Faiul - Agores (Portugal)

Tel:  +351 92208 918

Fme  +35102391 127

SOULERES, Yanessa

CL3 Argos

$-10 rue Hermes

Puare Teshnologigque du Canal
31126 REemonville (France}

SPEZZANI, Aronne

Commission européenne

DG PECHE/C4

1042 Bruxelles (Belgium)

Tel:  +32 2 235120692

Fex:  +3222951433

E-mail: aronnc.spezzani@ess.cilint

TAVARES, Antonio Luis
Avda. Brasilia 657
Complexe Docapesca
1400-038 Lishoa (Portugal)
Tel:  +351213020724
Fax; 4351213020793




TAYLOR, G.
Minisiry of Agriculture, Pisheries & Foed
Nobel House - Roomt 423 B

17 Smitly Sguare

London SWIP 3iR, (UK)

Tel: 44 171 238 552G

Fox: +44 171 238 5721

E-mail: p.teylor@fish.maff.gov.uk

TEIXEIRA DE ORNELAS, Jos¢ A,
Director Eegional dzs Pescas
Direcgan Regianal das Peseas
Estrada da Pantinha

9000 Funchal - Medeira (Portupal)
Tel: 4351291203 200

Fax: 4351261229691

E-mail: jornelas@lmail madinfo.pt

TEJEDOR URANGA, Jnime
Orgnizacitn de Productores de Pesca
de Bajura de Guipdzces (OPEGLT)
Miraeoncha 9, Bajo

20007 San Sebastidn (Guiplizcoa, Spain)
Tel:  +34 943 140 200

Fa:  +34 943 140677

UHER, Rainer

Councll of the European Union

Rue deJaLoi, 175

B-1048 Brussels {Belgium)

Tel: 432 2 2B5 6587

Fax: -+32 2 2856910

E-mgil: rainer.uher(Zeensilinm, en.int

ULLOA ALONSO, Edelmire
Secrelario Técnico

Asoriaciin Wacianel de Armadozes de Buqoes

Palonpreres de Altura (ANAPA)

Puerto Pesquero, Edificio Vendedores, Of1-6

Apartado 1078

36202 Vigo (Pontevedra, Spain)
Tel:  +34 986433 844

Fax:  +34 9364239 213

E-mail: edehmire(@arvi.infonegocio.com
ZABALETA BILBAQ, Triuki
Federacidn de Cofradias de Vizcaya
Bailen 7, haja

Bilbao (Vizcays, Spain)

Tel:  +34 594G 186 173

Faw:  +34 946 835 788

ZULITETA , J.

ATUNSA

Lamera, 1

48370 Bermeo {Vizoays, Spsin)
Tel:  -+34 946 186 200

Fax: -+34 54 6186 128

FRANCE (St.Picrre & Miguelon}

GRIGNON, G, (Head Delegate)
Assambiée Nationale

126 rue de TUniversité

75007 Paris Cedex (France)
Tel: +3314D538218

Fax: 433140538281

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

SEGURA, Serge

Ministére des Affaires Etrangéres
Direction des Affaires Juridigues
37 Quai d’Orsay

73700 Paris (France)

Tel:  +331431 75326

Fax: 33143174155

E-mail: serge.sepura@diplomatie. fr

SILVESTRE, Danjel

Sécrétariat Général de la Mer

16 Boulevard Raspail

Poriz 75007 (France)

Tel:  +33 142840876

Fax:  +33 142840790

E-mail: daniel.silvestref@sgmer.premier-ministre. gouv.fr

GABON

PAMBO, Lonis Gabnie] (Head Delegate)

Direetaur Général des Paches et da 1'Aquacninre
Ministare des Enux et Farets, de la Péche, chargé du
Reboisement, B.P. 9498

Libreville

Tel: 4241748 992

Fex:  +241 764 602

E-mail: dgpa@internetgabon.com

MBA-ASSEKO, Georges

Ministére des Eamx et Forets, de la Péche, chargs du
Reboisement

B.P. 4408

Libreville

Tel:  +241 748 992/762 500

Fax:  +241 764 602

E-mail: dgpa(@internetgabon,com

MBOKOQU, Romain

Diirecteur des Péchea Industrielles

Ministére des Eaux et Forets, de la Péche, charge du
Reboisement

B 5488

Libreville

Tel: 4241 762 630

Fex: 241764 602

GHANA

KWE] Eric {Head Dele=gate)
Fieneer Food Cannery

F,0, Box 40

Tema

Tel: 4233221302 981

Fasx: +23322 202 982

E-mail: e.rughshi@heinz.comm.gh

JAPAN

NOMURA, Iehiro (Hegd Delegate)
Disector

Far Seas Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency of Japan

1.2-1 Kasumigasaki, Chiyoda-ku
Takyo 100

Tel: 4813 3591 6582

Fax: 48133591 5824
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CAMPEN, Sally

Consuliant

1350 Beverly Rond, PMB 278, Suite 115
Mclean, Va 22101-3917 (USA)

Tel:  -+1703%80 9111

Fax:  +1703°783 0262

E-mail: sjcampea(@anl.com

GOMEZ DIAZ, Gabriel

TFederaticn of Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative
Associations

2-3-22 Kudarkita, Chiyeda-ku

Tokye 102

Tel: +81 332646166

Fax:  +813 323474355

HANAFUSA, Katsuma

Chief Teputy Director

Far Sees Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency of Japan

1.2.1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-icu
Tokyo 100 :

Tel:  +81 33591 6582

Fux:  +B1 3 3591 5824

HATEKEYAMA, Yoshikatsu

Federntinn of Tnpan Tuna Fisheries Cooperntive
Associations

2-3-22 Kudankite, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 102

Tel:  +813 32646167

Fax: +81 332347455

HAYAKAWA, Tetsuzo

Federation of Jopan Tuna Fisheries Coaperative
Associations

2-3-22 Kudankits, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 102-0073

Tel:  +81 3 326 46167

Fax: +81 3 323 47455

HANMEDA, Hiroshi
Federation of Jepan Tuna Fisheries Cooperstive
. Associations

2-3-22 Kudankits, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 102

Tel: 481 332646167

Tax:  +813 32347455

IKEDA, Masaji

Tresident

Hokkaido Tuna Fisheries Cooperative Associations
§-chome Nishi, 4-jo Kita, Sappara-shi

Hokkaids 060-0004

Tel: <4811 261 5621

Fax: 48112714790

ISHIKAWA, Yutaka

Director of Agriculural and Marine Products Office
Ministry of Internaticnal Trade and Industry

1-3-1 Kasumigeseki, Chiyods-ku

‘Tokyo

Tel: 481335010532

Fax: 481 3 3501 6006

E-mail: ishikawa-yutakaf@miti gov.jp
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IWATA, Tsuyoshi

International Affairs Division

Fisheries Agency of Japan

1-2-1 Kaspmigaseki, Chiyoda-ju
Tokye 100

Tel:  +81 33591 1085

Fax:  +81 3 3502 0571

E-mail: tsuyoshi fweta@nro.maff. go jp

EAMIKAWANA, Kazuhide

International Depariment

Federation of Jepan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative Associationg
2-3-22 Xudankita, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyn 102-0073

Tel: +81 3 326 446167

Fez;  +813 323 47455

E-mai); cnmielA@aol com

KEIKQ, Ishiharn

Ministry of Foreimn Affairg
Fishery Division

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

Tel:  +813 35803311

Fex: 481333033136

MASAHIRO, Mine

Deputy Director

Far Seas Fisheries Division

Fisheries Agency of Japan

1-2-1 Knsumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 100

Tal +81 3 35022443

Fax:  +813 359153324

E-mail: masahiro_minol@om.mafl go,jp

MIYABE, Naczumi

Nationn] Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries
5-7-1 Chome Orido

Shimizu 424-8633

Tal: +81 54 336 6045

Fax;  +B81 54 335 9642

E-mail: miyabt@enyoe.affic.go.jp

OZAKI, Biko

Deputy Manager - International Dept.

Federation of Jepan Ture Fisheries Cogperative Asscciations
2-3.72 ¥udankita, Chiyada-ku

Tokya 162-0073

Tel: +81 3 326 46167

Fax, +81 3323 47455

E-mail: oz=ki@intidiv japantuna.or.jp

TAKAGI, Yoshihiro

Managing Directar for Internatienal Relations
Oversees Fishery Cooperation Foundation
5-13, Akaszkn-1, Minato-Ku

Tokyo

Tel:  +813 358 55381

Fax:  +81 3 358 24539

E-mail: takagi@ofeforjp

TAKAMURA, Nobuko

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative Associotions
2.3-22 Xudankite, Chiyoda-int

Tokya 102-0073

Tel:  +B1 3 328 00365

Fexr  +B1 3 333 00537

E-mail: nokomarnag@acl.com



TANAKA, Kengo

Deputy Director

International Affuirs Division
Fisherics Ageney of Japan

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

Tel:  +81 333311086

Fax: 481335020571

E-meil: kenpo-tanaka@nm, maff po.jp

WADA, Masato

Far Seas Fisheries Division

Fisheries Apency of Japun

1-2.] Kasumigaseki, Chivoda-kn
Tolyo 100

Tel:  +B13 35022443

Fax: -+B1 3359 15824

E-mail: mesato-wada(@nm. maff.go.jp

WATANABE, Tsutomu
Managing Dircstor

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative

Associations
2-3-22 Kudanlta, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 102-0073
Tal: +81 3 326 46167
Faxx  +B81 3 323 47455
E-mail: watenabe@jspontuna,ar.jp

KOREA

HWAMNG, E.S. (Hend Delegnie)
Embassy of the Republic of Korca
Gouzalez Amigd, 15

28033 Madrid (Spain)

Tel:  +34 913532000

Fax:  +34 91 353 2001

KIM, Kuan Yorg

Ministry of Maritime Affoirs and Fisheries
826-14, Jinsol B/D

Yeogsam-dong, Kangnam-Ku

Sepul

Tal: =822 3d6 62034

Faxe  +82 2 554 2023

E-mail: icdmomafigchollinn.net

¥IM, Soon Tae
Embassy of the Republic of Korea

Av, das Nagoes, Lote 14
Brasilia T).F. (Brazil)

Tel:  +53 61 321 2500
Fax: +53561321 2508
E-mnil: stidmBi@maflat.go.kr

LIBYA

ARAUKHDER, Ahmed (Head Delegate)
Marine Biolopy Center

P.O. Box 30830 Tajura

Tripoli

Tel:  -+21821 3690003

Femx:  +218 21 369 0002

E-mail: abukdir@xahon,com

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

ABUEKTIRAES, Masaud Ali ¥
Lispafishing Co. D
P.Q. Box 3479

Tripoli

Tel 4218213337229

FARAG, Elmuhpi

Sedi St.

Tripoh

Tel, 421821333 7220

AWEDAT, Tbrahime

Secretariat of Marine Ressolirces
Sirf

Tel: +218 54 62142

Fax: 4218 54 61641 .

ELHALOBA, Mansour
Comumnitte for Fareign Affairs
(rganization Department
Tripoli

Tel: +218 21 333 5371
Fax; 421821333 5371

MOROCCO

MESK]I, Driss (Head Delegote)

Divecieur de la Coopémtion et deg Affaires Juridiques
Ministére des Péches Maritimes

B.P. 476, Apgdal, Rahat

Tel: 2127688196

Fax: 212 7688 194

E-mpil: meski{@mp3m gov.ma

EL KTIRL, Taouftk

Direction des Peches Maritimes el de I Aquaculture
Ministére des Péches Maritimes

Nouveau Quartier Administratif

Apdal, Rabal

Tel: 42127688118

Fax: +2127688 134

E-mnil: elktiri@mp3im. pov.mna

SROTIR, Abdellah

Institut Natjonel de Recherche Halisulique
Centre Régions] de Recherche en Méditerrande
B.P. 493 - Nador

Tek 4212 6600 869

Fax: 4212 6 603 828

E-mail: srour{@nadomet net.ma

NAMIBIA

ISHITILE, Axel Zeppi (Hend Delegate)
Private bag 13355

Windhoek

Tel: 264 61 205 3007

Fax: 4264 61 224 556

E-mail: ishitile@mfinr,gov.na

CLARK, Les

Ministry of Fisheries

Private Bag 24185

Windhoek

Tel: 4264 &1 205 3080
Fax:  +264 61 233 286
BE-mail; lelarck@mfmr gov.nn
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BARNES, L. Barney
Namibig Tuna Assoriation
P.O. Box 473

Walvis Bay

Tel: 264 64 206 3A35
Fax:  +264 64 207 460

HAMUKUAYA, Hushali

Ministry of Fisheries

Private Bag 133135, Windhoek

Tel:  +264 61 205 3911

Fax: 4254 61 220 558

E-mail: hhamukusys@mfnr.gov.ne

WHUM, Vilhjalmar

Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Ressources
Private Bag 13355 - Windhosk

Tel:  +264 61 205 3043

Fax;  +264 61 205 3076

E-mail: vwiium@mimr.gov.ae

PANAMA

FRANCO, Amulfo L.(Head Delegate)
Antoridad Maritima de Panamd
Axntigun Bscuela de Diablo, Panama
Tel:  +507 232 8570

Fax:  +3507 232 6477

E-mail: digerems(@sinfo.net

SANCHEZ DE PIRRO, Virgitia
Asztoridad Marftima de Panams
Antigua Escuela Diablo High
Panema

Tel: +507 232 7510

Fax: 4507232 6477

E-mail: pirro@smultircd com

RUSSIA

KUKHORENKO, Konstantin (Flesd Dulepate)

Director - AtlantNIRO

5, D. Donskaoy
Kaliningrad 236000

Tel:  +7001221 3645
Fax:  +7011221 9997
E-mail: atlant@baltnat.ru

LEONTIEV, Serguei

VNIRO

17, UL Kmneselskaya

Moscow B-107140

Tel:  +7 095264 9465

Fax:  +7095264 9187
H-mnil: acrovnin@msc iki.rssim

SAD TOME & PRINCIPE

EVA AURELIOQ, I. {Head Delagata)
Direccno das Pescas

C.P. 59 - Spo Tome

Tel: 239 122 2001

Fax: +239 {22 1095

46

SOUTH AFRICA

VAN ZYL, Johan A. (Head Delegata)
Diractor, Sea Fisharies

Private Bag X2

Rogge Bay 8012, Cape Tawn B012
Tel:  +2721402 3020

Fax: 42721402 3217

E-mail: tceres@sfri. wenpe.gov.za

KAYE, Andrew

South African Tuna Association
P.O, Box 650! - Roggebaai 8012
Tel;  +#2721421 2492

Fax:  +27214332716
E-mail: andrew{@kaytrad.co sa

PENNEY, Andrew

Pisces Rgscarch & Management Consultanls
22 Forest Glade, Takai Road

Tokai 7495

Tel: 42721754238

Fax: 42721754238

E-mail: piscesce@liafiicn.com

RAFAEL, Angusto

E.A. Tuna Association
P.0. Box 7394, Roggehasi
Cape Town B012

Tel:  +2721475117
Fox  +2721479995

TUNISIA

EL ABED, Amor (Head Delegate)
Institut National des Sciences et
Technologies de 1a Mer (INSTM)
28, rue 2 mars 1934

2025 Salammbd

Tel:  +216 1730 548

Fax  +216 17320622

E-meil: amor.clabed@instrmrtm

UNITED KINGDOM (Overseas Territories)

JACKSON, Andrew {(Head Delepate)
Aviation and Maritime Department
Foreign and Commenwealth Office
King Charles 8t.

Londan SW1A 2AH

Tel:  +44 171 270 2628

Fax:  +44 171 270 3189

E-mail: and feo@gtmet gov.uk

BARNES, 1.A,

Direclor

Department of Agriculture & Fisheries
P.0. Bax HM B34

Hamilton HM CX - Benmuda

Tel:  +1441 336 4201

Fax: +1441 236 7532

E-mail: agfish@ib].bm



HODGS0N, Arthur
Ministry of Environment
Humillon

Bermuda

Tel: +1441 253 5151

UNITED STATES

SCHMITTEN, Rolland (Head Delegate)

Deputy Assistant Secretnry for International Affairs
National Oceanic and Atmaospheric Administration
HCHRB, Room 3806

14™ Constitution Avene

Washingten 1.C. 200030

Tel:  +1202 482 6976

Fax:  +1202 482 6000

E-mail: rolland schmitten@hdq.rroan gov

BALTON, David

Office of Marine Conservation
US Department of State
Washington T.C. 20016

Tel:  +1202 647 2335

Fax:  +1202 736 7350
E-mail: beltonda@state,pov

BEIDEMANM, Nelson

Blue Woter Fishermen's Association
910 Bayview Avenus

F.O. Box 579

Barnegat Light, New Jersey 02006
Tel:  +1609 361 9229

Fax:  +1 609 494 7210

E-mail: bwfa@usa.net

BLANKENBEKER, Kimberly

Foreign Affairs Specialist

Office of Sustainable Fisheres, 8F4
International I'isheries Division

National Marine Fisheries Service

1315 East-West Highway
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STATEMENTS TO PLENARIES

STATEMENTS & DRAFT PROPOSALS MADE AT THE PLENARY SESSIONS

ANNEX 4-1

Statements By Contracting Parties:

STATEMENT BY BRAZIL

At the outset, allow me to introduce myself. My name is Hadil da Rocha Vianna and | am from the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs. | sit between the other two Brazilian delegates, Mr. Gabriel Calzavara de Aradjo, Head of the Fisheries and
Agquiculture Division of the Ministry of Agriculture and Mr Fabio Hissa Hazin, Chief Scientist of Brazil in ICCAT. The
Brazilian Delegation counts also upon the valuable contribution of representatives of the Ministry of Environment, of the
Inter-ministerial Commission for Marine Resources, as well as of the Brazilian Navy. Representatives of state governments
and of the fisheries private sector participate as observers. As you may notice, Mr. Chairman, the significant participation
of representatives of the Government as well as of the fishing sectors reflects the importance Brazil attaches to ICCAT work
and deliberations.

The Brazilian Delegation takes this opportunity to express its satisfaction in hosting this 16" Regular Meeting of the
Commission, the last one to take place in this millennium. To hold this meeting in the city of Rio de Janeiro, where ICCAT
was born 33 years ago, is emblematic of the moment of transition and modernization that the Commission is going through.
We believe that this moment is decisive for ICCAT taking into account the challenges it will have to face and overcome
in the next century.

The living marine resources are shared by all peoples of the world, from both developed and developing countries, from
coastal countries as well as from countries that fish in distant waters. We are convinced that the difficult yet inevitable path
toward sustainable fishing can only be followed if all countries move in the same direction.

With a coastline of more than 8000 km, extending from the south to the north Atlantic Ocean, and more than three
million square km of Exclusive Economic Zone, Brazil is a coastal country by definition, and as such depends heavily n
marine living resources for the welfare of its population. Having this in mind, we would also like to take this opportunity
to reiterate our deepest belief that all fishing activities, in particular those related to the exploitation of the tuna resources
of the Atlantic Ocean, must be carried out in a responsible manner and on the basis of sustainability. For this purpose, the
Brazilian Government has always made efforts to fully comply with ICCAT resolutions and recommendations. The
Brazilian contribution to ICCAT conservation measures contemplates a considerable research and data compilation effort.
At this point, I must underline that these efforts have been carried out in the most commendable way by the Brazilian
Institute for Environment and Renewable Natural Resources (IBAMA) of the Ministry of Environment, as well as by the
Fisheries and Aquiculture Division of the Ministry of Agriculture.

Still in the context of ICCAT measures, | must recall that Brazil does not support those measures that are not applied
on equal and balanced basis to all members of the Commission. Therefore, we cannot favor, for example, the application
of trade sanctions which have a much more severe impact on developing countries than on developed ones.

Brazil is firmly convinced of its right to develop high seas fishery. The critical conditions of some of the stocks,
particularly in the case of highly migratory species, is due to the excessive catches by the long distance fleet of developed
countries. Therefore, and as far as stocks recovery efforts are concerned, we believe that these countries should account for
the larger portion of the burden. Moreover, we are totally convinced that the reduction of the fishing efforts on some of the
species should not be achieved in detriment of the right of developing countries to develop their high seas fisheries - a right
that is soundly based and assured in several international legal instruments. Brazil considers of the utmost importance that
ICCAT work fully incorporates the provisions of the relevant international instruments related to the conservation and
management of marine living resources.

We believe that the allocation of catching quotas based mainly, if not solely, on historical catches directly harms this
right. Many members of ICCAT including Brazil have been seriously concerned with this issue. As you well know, and
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Ad Hoc Working Group has been established to discuss the matter and to propose new criteria. A complete consensus has
not yet been reached but, in our view, great progress has been made nonetheless.

Finally; I would like to inform the Commission that in its recent meeting in Hobart, Australia, the Commission for the
Conservation of Antarctic Living Marine Resources (CCMLAR) designated the Brazilian Delegation to represent it in this
XVI ICCAT Regular Meeting.

Mr. Chairman, as we welcome all Delegations to Rio, Brazil reiterates is conviction that the goodwill to cooperate that
has always inspired the works of this Commission will lead us once more to the most fruitful outcomes.

STATEMENT BY CANADA

Canada would like to thank the SCRS’s Ad Hoc Working Group on the Precautionary Approach for all the constructive
work that has been done since its creation in 1997.

This work is a positive step that will provide the foundation for programs in ICCAT on the Precautionary Approach.
Canada strongly supports the Precautionary Approach and we intend to continue to assign a high priority to its
implementation in ICCAT.

The Precautionary Approach is a relatively new concept in fisheries management. Several international organizations
are also studying the approach to demystify it and develop practical strategies for its application.

The implementation of the Precautionary Approach to fisheries management recognizes the need for appropriate limits
and biological reference points.

At the present time our ability to establish these limits is constrained by the lack of good scientific data. ICCAT stocks
are currently not information-rich. In fact, over half of the stocks are information-poor. As responsible fisheries managers,
we need to improve the basic inputs and provide better and basic information on these stocks. With better data we can
reduce uncertainty in stock assessment and more precisely quantify biological reference points to guide our management
decisions.

I would also emphasize that the Precautionary Approach is not limited to the development of reference points. They need
to be complemented by appropriate measures to ensure compliance with our conservation measures. Establishing limits on
paper that are ignored in practice will do nothing to rebuild stocks and provide sustainable fisheries.

Canada again thanks the SCRS for their work and also for reminding the Commission that the choices of risks and
targets for the implementation of the Precautionary Approach lies with fisheries managers. We are also responsible for the
establishment of management and compliance measures that will ensure the safeguard of the resource.

In other Commissions, good progress in implementing the Precautionary Approach has been made by bringing resource
managers and fisheries scientists together. Such sessions have helped to generate a pragmatic understanding of management
approaches to give practical effect to the Precautionary Approach. Once we have benefitted from the results of the FAO
Expert consultations on the Precautionary Approach, have further advice from the SCRS working group, it would be
appropriate for this Commission to consider sponsoring a joint meeting of scientists and fisheries managers.

STATEMENT BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

The delegation of the European Community would like to present its compliments to the chairman, the organizers and
all participants of this Sixteenth Regular Meeting of the Commission. We would like to thank the Brazilian government for
giving us the opportunity to hold this meeting in this magnificent city of Rio de Janeiro.

We are conscious of the growing importance of the management of tuna fisheries in general, and very particularly within
ICCAT. As we approach a new millennium, the challenges we face are ever increasing, and so is the need for participation
and co-operation amongst all of us.
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In this year’s meeting, there are in our view several especially prominent issues: the management of swordfish and
bigeye, and compliance issues.

We are also conscious of the importance of the on-going work of the working group on Allocation Criteria. The
experience of the first meeting in Madrid has been very encouraging. All participants showed a clear willingness to find
a common ground of understanding, and what we achieved in Madrid is a very good start on this difficult matter.

For a successful conclusion of this working group, we must strike a reasonable balance between the rights of traditional
fleets and the legitimate aspirations of States wishing to develop their fishing industries. Achieving this balance will not
be easy. It will take time and good will from everyone. It will have to be based on the evolution of the important established
basis of ICCAT, not on their disruption. We want a good agreement. We should not rush our work simply to get a quick
agreement. At the same time, we must not unduly prolong the process. In this respect too, a reasonable balance must be
found. These discussions should proceed without delay, but outside the framework of this annual meeting, in order to
provide sufficient time to the working group to develop a consensus on the fundamental issues.

The management of swordfish is another fundamental issue at this meeting. As was the case with Bluefin Tuna in 1998,
the Community considers that the management measures adopted by ICCAT should guarantee a reasonable balance between
the conservation of resources and the legitimate interests of fishermen. On this basis, the TAC on swordfish should take
into account:

»  The degree of uncertainty of the scientific evaluation,

»  The acceptability to fishermen of the limitation measures, which is fundamental to achieve effective control, and

e The socio-economic importance of fishing activities to certain communities that are highly dependent on their
fisheries.

Let us avoid extreme positions. ICCAT can only work properly on the basis of co-operation and well balanced, equitable
solutions. We should we get away from dogmatic positions and try to strike a balance between conservation and the
economic viability of our fishing industries. The Community hopes that a spirit of co-operation and consensus will prevail,
allowing us to arrive to equitable and realistic solutions.

On the question of the allocation of these TACs we believe that the status quo should prevail until the working group
on allocation criteria concludes its work.

Concerning tropical tuna, the Community wishes to reiterate its position that an adequate management measure should
be workable and non discriminatory. Measures that cannot practically be applied, or which are applicable only to certain
fleets, cannot constitute effective and balanced solutions. The problems are real; we are particularly concerned about the
dramatic increase in fishing effort by long-liners in recent years. Given the characteristics of fisheries for tropical tunas,
the best type of solution should be the establishment of capacity ceilings to limit total effort; combined with time/area
closures as the best instrument to reduce catches of juveniles. In fact, measures on capacity have already been taken by
ICCAT, and the time/area closure for the FAD fishery in the Gulf of Guinea has already demonstrated its effectiveness.

The question of compliance is of growing importance in ICCAT, and elsewhere. Compliance represents, no doubt, one
of the most difficult and vital challenges that ICCAT must face in the next millennium. We understand that in this
fundamental issue there is much to improve, especially in certain areas and by many, if not all Parties. And the problem of
flags of convenience, still largely unresolved, represents the most serious threat to the effectiveness of our organization.
Action on this problem is a priority for the Community.

The Community is fully committed to make progress in ICCAT’s compliance measures so as to substantially improve
the general adherence with ICCAT recommendations in all areas. To this end, and in line with the need to update ICCAT
measures following the most recent developments in international law, we wish to promote the adoption of an updated,
specific and comprehensive control and inspection scheme for ICCAT, adapted to the characteristics of tuna fisheries and
to the specific problems of certain areas.

The Community also wishes to take advantage of this opportunity to welcome all new Contracting Parties of ICCAT.
We look forward to a fruitful co-operation with all these new contracting parties and specially with Panama, whose efforts
to co-operate with ICCAT must be appreciated and welcomed. We would also like to encourage other countries, with an
obvious interest in ICCAT tuna fisheries, to join the new contracting parties in our organization so that we all co-operate
to achieve the common goals of ensuring sustainable exploitation of tuna resources.
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Finally, the Community understands that international law is changing, and ICCAT cannot turn a blind eye to these
changes. However, we should also duly appreciate the importance of ICCAT’s traditional asset of measures and practices.
Any necessary updating of ICCAT measures, like some of the ongoing ones (working group on allocation criteria, control
scheme, precautionary approach) should be based on an evolutionary, non-disruptive approach. ICCAT has achieved
considerable progress in ensuring sustainable management of tuna fisheries. These achievements cannot be thrown
overboard. They should be the basis which the ICCAT of the 21* century should build upon.

STATEMENT BY FRANCE (St. Pierre & Miquelon)

We should like, first of all, to thank the Brazilian authorities for having organized this 16" Regular Meeting of ICCAT
in Rio de Janeiro.

This is the second time which France has participated on behalf of Saint-Pierre and Miquelon. We had two reasons for
joining ICCAT:

The firstis alegitimate concern to benefit from the possibilities offered to coastal communities which depend essentially
on fishing, within the competent international structure.

The second is a desire to participate in the development of international cooperation against illegal fisheries, both on
the High Seas and in Exclusive Economic Zones.

In relation to this second point, we remind you that France is present, on behalf of its overseas territories not covered
by Community fisheries policy, in many parts of the world. We consider that a coherent approach should be taken by the
various fisheries organizations in the framework of international law, respecting the regional characteristics of each species
and the geographic areas concerned.

The first path to cooperation is, it seems to us, the communication of accurate catch data, even if only very small catches
are made, as is the case with Saint Pierre and Miquelon.

The second way is the establishment of ICCAT’s own monitoring scheme, adapted to the characteristics of the fisheries
in the areas concerned, as provided for in the New York Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks.

We are ready to participate actively in the work which could be carried out in this context

STATEMENT BY JAPAN

In response to concerns of the international community with the sustainability of commercial fishery resources world
wide, the committee on Fisheries of the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAQ) adopted in February this year, an
International Plan of Action for the Management of Fishing Capacity in order to rectify excess fishing capacity on a global
basis. World tuna fisheries, including those subject to ICCAT regulations, fit perfectly in the situation which the FAO Plan
of Action tried to address.

The Plan of Action, in particular, requires urgent measures to be taken by international fisheries, and refers specifically
to a 20 to 30 percent reduction for large-scale tuna longline fleet. Japan has, in accordance with the letter and spirit of the
Plan of Action, implemented a 20 percent or 132 vessel reduction and scrapping of its tuna longline fleet. We sincerely and
strongly request that other nations and entities with large-scale tuna longline fleet do likewise.

It is quite ironic and deplorable that the reduction of tuna longline fleet made by Japan and to be made by others is being
more than offset by the ever-increasing activities of flags-of-convenience (FOC) and other unreported/unregulated vessels.
As you remember, Japan submitted at the last year’s Commission meeting, the list of 190 FOC vessels which we had
derived from import data. We will distribute a revised list of such vessels at an appropriate time during this Commission
meeting. The new number is as high as 300. My Government and Japanese fishermen cannot endure such a situation where
most of tuna caught by these vessels come to the Japanese Sashimi market and owners of these vessels profit at the expense
of our fishermen losing their jobs. More fundamentally, FOC activities undermine or even torpedo the conservation and
the management measures which this Commission adopted through hard negotiations among its members.
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No one sensible can disagree that such irresponsible fishery operations must be ended. This is a time when ICCAT, if
it wishes to be a responsible regional fishery organization, must initiate concrete actions with teeth to this end.

Fortunately, this Commission has been very cognizant of the seriousness of this problem. It adopted last year a
Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the
Convention Area. We must follow up what this Resolution required us to do by identifying and giving clear warning to
countries which have allowed FOC owners to fly their flags intentionally or inadvertently. Those countries so identified
would be required to report to us what actions they would have taken, or otherwise they would face such sanctions as the
Commission deems appropriate.

The Commission must also make a very strong policy statement, in the form of it’s new resolution, to tackle the problem
from a broader perspective. Up to the present time, we have tried to deal with the issue by way of requiring more enforced
flag-state responsibility. The Commission must make this point in a more action-oriented fashion, i.e. requesting each
country not to allow problematic vessels into their vessel registration.

But, as we see many vessel owners have shopped around for various flags, the approach based solely on the flag-state
responsibility proved too insufficient. Importers and consumers should be alerted appropriately so that they can avoid
associating themselves with tunas and tuna products caught and produced by FOC or unreported/unregulated activities.
Simply put, let us declare that there will be no vessel registration or market for these vessels.

Countries and entities where owners or real controllers of FOC vessels reside should also bear a certain burden to rectify
the situation.

Japan looks forward very much to working together with other members at this Commission meeting so that this
Commission can produce a really effective mechanism to eliminate these misconducts.

STATEMENT BY NAMIBIA
Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and Gentlemen:

Good morning, | am very pleased to advise you that Namibia has now deposited its instrument of ratification to the
ICCAT Convention with the Secretary General of FAO, and is now a member of the Commission. This makes Namibia,
as one of the world’s newest nations, also the newest ICCAT member.

Mr. Chairman, we are conscious of the great responsibilities that follow from becoming a member of ICCAT, and we
are ready to meet those responsibilities.

The fisheries sector is very important to Namibia. It is already the second biggest sector in the Namibian economy,
contributing 10% of our GDP, and over 20% of our exports, and we expect it to grow substantially in importance in the
future. We know that there are important resources of tuna and other highly migratory species within our Exclusive
Economic Zone. We already have a significant tuna industry based on catches of albacore tuna, and we are planning for
substantial development of our fisheries for tuna and other highly migratory species.

Mr. Chairman, Namibia is now joining ICCAT because we have ratified the United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement,
and we see that Agreement as providing a new basis for the management and conservation of highly migratory species
which properly recognize the interests of coastal states, especially of developing coastal states.

Our participation in ICCAT will be based on the principles set out in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea relating to the sovereign rights and duties of coastal states, and the duties of all states to cooperate in the management
of highly migratory species, and the high seas generally, as further detailed in the new UN Fish Stocks Agreement.

Mr. Chairman, | am also pleased to advise that Namibia will participate in the work of Panels 1, 3 and 4.

May | close by extending our thanks to the Government of Brazil for hosting this meeting in this beautiful city. During

our short period of involvement with ICCAT, we have come to appreciate the great contribution of Brazil to the workings
of ICCAT, and we thank the Government of Brazil for this continuing contribution.
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STATEMENT BY PANAMA

This is the first time that Panama has attended an ICCAT meeting as a Contracting Party and we are pleased to be hear.
At this time, we would like to comment on the efforts Panama has made to comply with the Commission’s
recommendations.

In 1997, afishing license system was created which is the authorization that the Panamanian government grants for high
seas fishing. This marked the start of the “clean up” of the Panamanian vessel registry to eliminate and withdraw licenses
from those vessels that do not observe the conservation and management measures of multilateral fishing organizations.
It also requires that those vessels provide catch statistics.

A satellite monitoring system (VMS) has been established which it required by all the fishing vessels with an
international fishing license.

Panama has accepted the ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme.

Panama has established an inspection system of Panamanian flag vessels in order to comply with the HACCP rules, and
which is obligatory for all vessels.

With the assistance of Dr. Peter Miyake, a document was prepared on Panama’s responses to the Commission
recommendations, which outlines the history of the Panamanian fleet, its recent changes, and its catch statistics.

Panama responded to the note from the Head Delegate of Japan concerning nine different vessels that were assumed
to be Panamanian vessels and the presentation of legal which indicate that these vessels are no currently in Panama’s vessel
registry.

Additionally, the plans of the Maritime Authority of Panama contemplate a tax levied per ton of fish caught, and the
observer program.

All these activities represent additional costs to the vessels that are registered to Panama for which the panorama of a
tax paradise is now excluded for Panamanian flag vessels. The flag of Panama is not a cheap one, it has high costs which
signify benefits to Panama in one way or another.

Finally, we cite the words expressed in the letter that the United States sent to ICCAT regarding this meeting: ICCAT
is facing a new and challenging situation with respect to the decision that it had to adopt with Panama. The Panamanian
delegation with respect to this matter clearly sees an opportunity that the message be clear to the rest of the nations that have
not done anything to rectify their fishing practices and for this reason it invites the Commission plenary to recognize the
efforts that Panama has put forth to comply with the ICCAT recommendations.

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED KINGDOM (Overseas Territories)

The United Kingdom, in respect of its overseas territories participating in ICCAT, is grateful to the Government of
Brazil for hosting this meeting in the fine location of Rio de Janeiro.

The number of United Kingdom overseas territories participating in ICCAT has increased since the 15" meeting. There
are now five: Bermuda, Anguilla, Turks and Caicos Islands, St Helena and its dependencies of Tristan da Cunha and
Ascension Island, and the Falkland Islands. Unfortunately, due to the cost and difficulty of travel from some of the
territories, only the Government of Bermuda has been able to send representatives this year. The other territories send their
regrets that they cannot be here. They wish other ICCAT members well with the meeting and will look at the results closely.

As other delegates will be aware, the United Kingdom's membership of ICCAT in respect of the overseas territories is
quite separate from the representation of the United Kingdom mainland through its membership of the European
Community.

The five overseas territories, for reasons of geography and economic development, bring varied interests in the stocks

managed by ICCAT. This year, for example, we will join Panel 3 for the first time, to take account of St Helena's interest
in southern tuna. As a result, we will henceforth be a member of all four Panels. This wide membership reflects the diversity
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of our interest in ICCAT. In comparison to many other members, our actual catches are very small. They are however very
important to the territories involved.

We look forward to participating in discussions this week. | would like to comment briefly now on just three of the
points on the draft agenda.

On Agenda item 7, the implementation of the Madrid Protocol: the United Kingdom in respect of its overseas territories
looks forward to the entry into force of the Protocol and the revised assessment of budgetary contributions based inter alia
on the economic status of each ICCAT member. We look forward to paying our due contributions on the basis of the
economic status five overseas territories represented, which is not related to the economic status of the UK mainland.

On item 8, the report of the Working Group on allocation criteria. The United Kingdom in respect of its overseas
territories fully supports the work of this group, the conclusion of which should be a priority. We look forward to a further
meeting of the group as soon as possible. The five territories have among them interests in both the existing ICCAT
allocations and in appropriate provision to enable future entrants to ICCAT fisheries to develop such fisheries in a manner
fully compatible with ICCAT recommendations.

Onitem 9, ICCAT responsibilities in relation to international fishery agreements, the United Kingdom in respect of its
overseas territories believes that is important for ICCAT to act in a constructive way in relation to these agreements. Some
good work has already been done. It is important that ICCAT, which has a lot to offer from its long years and established
measures, demonstrates its flexibility to respond to the changing world situation and to take into account generally
recommended international minimum standards.

Finally, I would like to say that although small, the United Kingdom's overseas territories take international obligations
seriously. | am pleased to inform this meeting that political approval has now been given for the United Kingdom acting
in respect of its overseas territories to ratify the U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks. Our instrument of ratification will be deposited later this month, We look forward to the early entry into force and
the positive impact on world fisheries which implementation of this Agreement will have.

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am Robert L. Mallet, Deputy Secretary of Commerce, and | am pleased and honored to be addressing you on behalf
of the United States of America, at this, the start of the Sixteenth Regular Meeting of the International Commission for the
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas.

As all of you know, the fisheries under ICCAT’s purview are important global resources and it is in our collective
interest to keep these fisheries healthy and sustainable. Yet, sadly, this organization has presided over the decline of many
of the resources it was created to conserve and manage. This has happened despite the goal of the Convention to maintain
stocks at levels that will produce the maximum sustainable catch. As ICCAT members, we must renew our commitment
to the Convention’s goal. Among the significant challenges facing ICCAT, this is the one that needs to be addressed first
and foremost.

I am encouraged by the steps taken last year by the Commission to begin the rebuilding process for one heavily exploited
ICCAT stock — western Atlantic bluefin tuna. This year, the situation of North Atlantic swordfish is offering us a unique
opportunity to rebuild a stock in a relatively short period of time. We think that a 10-year rebuilding period will produce
the best result for the species. If we take this opportunity, we can preside over the recovery of a fishery as opposed to its
decline. We should seize this opportunity to develop and implement a credible rebuilding program, and in doing so we will
witness a rapid recovery of North Atlantic swordfish.

In addition to the will to take bold conservation actions, rebuilding fish stocks requires a strong commitment to
compliance with ICCAT management measures. The progress made by ICCAT in recent years to ensure compliance is
significant, but problems remain. For ICCAT to be effective, making meaningful agreements and holding to them is
essential. We know, for example, that there are large overages in harvests of undersized fish, failure to report fishery
statistics in atimely fashion, and illegal, unregulated and unreported fishing. We must be creative in finding ways to address
these threats. Unfortunately, our hand is weakened by continued and significant non-compliance by some ICCAT members
as well as the hesitance of members to lead the way in conservation.
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We recognize that in developing conservation measures we must consider the socio-economic situation of harvesting
nations. Nevertheless, our goal should be sustainable fisheries that comprise both healthy stocks and viable fishing fleets.
If we make the commitment to rebuild our stocks, we will enjoy both.

Thank you for your attention, and | wish you all a successful meeting.

ANNEX 4-2

Statements By Observers:

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM DENMARK (Faroe Islands)

I want to thank ICCAT for inviting the Faroe Islands to attend your Commission meetings. My government regards this
step by ICCAT as recognition of the Faroe Islands as a pertinent co-operating partner to ICCAT.

The Faroe Islands are a small nation in the North Atlantic totally dependent on fisheries. The fishing industry is
fundamental for the economy of the Faroe Islands. Therefore, in order to uphold its economy, the Faroe Islands have to
exploit all accessible fish resources in its fishery zone.

The Atlantic bluefin tuna is one of the fish resources that are accessible in the Fishery Zone of the Faroe Islands. With
reference to pertinent provisions in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), the Faroe Islands
reserve its rights to utilize this resource in its own fishery zone.

In accordance with this assertion, the authorities of the Faroe Islands have accommodated requests from Japanese vessel
owners, in co-operation with Faroese partnerships, to undertake an exploratory fishery for Atlantic bluefin tuna in Faroese
waters since 1997. The exploratory fishery was expanded in 1998 by also granting Faroese vessel licenses.

The fishery has been under supervision of the Fisheries Laboratory of the Faroe Islands, where admission of observers
on-board has been a prerequisite for obtaining a license. In addition, a strict reporting procedure to the Faroese Coast Guard
has been requested. Another important requirement for obtaining licenses has been full compliance with pertinent adopted
recommendations by ICCAT with regard to the Atlantic bluefin tuna, in particular, the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document.

The Japanese vessels have been requested to provide the Faroese authorities with documentation for possessing licenses
from Japanese authorities to fish for Atlantic bluefin tuna.

In 1997, the catches of Atlantic bluefin tuna in the Faroese zone were 228 MT, in 1998 they amounted to 237 MT and
the preliminary catch figures for this year are 162 MT.

The exploratory fishery has persuasively outlined a significant distribution of the Atlantic bluefin tuna in the Faroese
waters. Based on these findings and in harmony with legal instruments such as the UNCLOS and the UN Agreement on
Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, the Faroe Islands have to be respected as a coastal state with
regard to the Atlantic bluefin tuna.

This status should entitle the Faroe Islands to an appropriate share of the adopted quota for this species.

The Faroe Islands has considered the possibility of becoming a Contracting Party to ICCAT. As the present allocation
key for the Atlantic bluefin tuna does not take into account the status of the Faroe Islands as a coastal state and as a new-
comer to this fishery, such a movement cannot be realized under the current circumstances. With regard to newcomers, |
would like to draw your attention to Article 11 of the U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks.

However, the Faroe Islands welcome that ICCAT has initiated a first step in a process away from this position by setting
up the Working Group on Allocation Criteria.
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The Faroe Islands follow this process very carefully and would like to thank you for the opportunity to attend the
meeting of this Working Group in Madrid in May/June, 1999.

At the meeting, we supported a draft proposal for elements of allocation criteria submitted by Brazil. In this regard, |
would like to refer to Article 1-e, f, j and Article 4. These proposed provisions take into account the interests of coastal
states whose economies are overwhelmingly dependent on exploitation of living marine resources.

The Faroe Islands are fully aware of the concern ICCAT is faced with in regard to the fishing activities of non-
contracting parties to ICCAT.

We share your concern.

In this context, | would like to emphasize that the authorities of the Faroe Islands, in order to co-operate with ICCAT,
have refused admittance to vessels from non-contracting Parties of ICCAT to transship their catches in Faroese ports.

I would also like to inform you that the Faroe Islands, in accordance with recommendations made by NAFO and by
NEAFC, in which the Faroe Islands are an active partner, have prohibited and refused admittance to vessels from non-
contracting parties of these organizations to transship their catches in Faroese ports.

Although the Faroe Islands under the current conditions cannot apply to become a Contracting Party to ICCAT, the
Faroe Islands will continue to request foreign vessels fishing for tuna in Faroese waters to comply with ICCAT
recommendations as well as its own vessels.

Taking into account the presence of Atlantic bluefin tuna in Faroese waters and the conception of the Faroe Islands as
a coastal state in this respect, the Faroe Islands are willing to continue the discussion with ICCAT with a view to have its
rights accommodated.

SECOND STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM DENMARK (Faroe Islands)

The Faroe Islands have been pleased to participate in this 16" Regular meeting of ICCAT. The main interests for the
Faroe Islands for attending your meetings are related to the eastern bluefin tuna.

As stated in our opening statement the distribution pattern of the eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna qualify the Faroe Islands
as a coastal State in respect to this stock. An experimental longline fishery in the Faroese Fishery Zone by Japanese and
Faroese vessels has demonstrated that this stock is fishable in a viable and sustainable way in our zone.

It is the view of my Government that the status as a coastal State should entitle the Faroe Islands an appropriate share
of the TAC adopted for this stock.

The Faroe Islands are concerned over the over-fishing of this stock, which has taken place for many years and are ready
to support management measures, which can stop this unfortunate development.

The Faroe Islands, however, are not responsible for the mistakes of the past and cannot accept being excluded from the
allocation because of these mistakes.

The Faroe Islands is considering the possibility of becoming an ICCAT Contracting Party.

The Recommendation by ICCAT on the limitation of catches of bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean
(Ref: 98-5), however, gives rise for concern in this regard, as it may be interpreted as having the effect of prohibiting fishery
for those Contracting Parties which have not been fishing for this stock in 1993 or 1994, irrespective of the actual
distribution of the stock in question and the status of Contracting Parties as coastal States.

Therefore, as the recommendation ignore the rights of the coastal States, the Faroe Islands cannot associate itself with
this Recommendation on limitation of the catches of bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic.

Although, in our view, this inappropriate decision by ICCAT, | will emphasize the gratitude of the Faroe Islands to
ICCAT by establishing the Working Group on Allocation Criteria. The Faroe Islands carefully follows the work of this
group. We look forward to this process paving the way for the rights of coastal States as well as those states with economies
overwhelmingly dependent on fishing being fully respected with regard to future allocation of TACs adopted within ICCAT.
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Having said this the Faroe Islands want to stress their willingness otherwise to cooperate with ICCAT and comply with
its management measures.

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM ICELAND

Iceland has participated in the meetings of ICCAT as an observer since the year 1995 and will continue this
participation.

Iceland is a coastal state regarding eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna. It has been emphasized in this forum before that this
gives Iceland clear interests and rights as well as giving those who currently harvest tuna in the Atlantic duties towards
Iceland under international law.

Iceland strongly supports the principle of the need for co-operation between coastal states and distant water fishing states
in managing fishing from straddling and highly migratory fish stocks such as tuna. However, since the special position of
coastal states which is recognized in international law is not respected in ICCAT, it is impossible for Iceland to join the
Commission under the current circumstances.

We are hopeful that the work of the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria will change those circumstances and
make it possible for Iceland to become a member of ICCAT. Iceland will continue its participation as observers in the
Working Group with great interest.

Iceland is committed to acting responsibly in tuna fisheries as it is in all other fisheries. To this end Iceland will continue
to refuse vessels which have been fishing for tuna access to Icelandic ports unless they are flying the flag of a coastal state
or fishing from ICCAT quotas.

Iceland will also continue carrying out scientific research on bluefin tuna and informing ICCAT of our findings.

Finally, Iceland would like to stress the need for responsible management measures for Atlantic tunas. Those measures
should take account of the need to conserve the tuna stocks so they can be harvested at MSY-level and give coastal states
room to develop their tuna fisheries.

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO

In the name of Mexico, | would like to thank you for the opportunity to participate, as we have in other years, in the
Regular Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, and to thank the Government of
Brazil for its hospitality and kindness to our delegation.

During this meeting, my delegation has expressed its concerns on a number of items to which it assigns particular
importance for their implications in the conservation and sustainable use of living marine resources and in the development
of fishing in Mexico.

At the 15" Regular Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, Mexico explained
that there is a Mexican tuna longline fishery in the Gulf of Mexico that is directed at yellowfin tuna, but which catches
bluefin tuna incidentally. In view of this, Mexico requested a bluefin tuna quota of 120 MT for the Mexican fleet, which
we reiterate at this the 16" Regular Meeting.

On the other hand, considering the distribution of swordfish in the North Atlantic throughout the Mexican Exclusive
Economic Zone and the potential that these resources represent, Mexico is carrying out the necessary work to develop a
swordfish fishery. Furthermore, swordfish is a species that is caught incidentally in the yellowfin fishery. In this sense,
Mexico has requested a quota of 200 MT of swordfish to be able to catch this species, both as a directed fishery and as by-
catch, within Mexico’s Exclusive Economic Zone.

As regards other issues, Mexico has reiterated its concern for the generalized use of fish aggregating devices (FADSs)
and for the transfer of fishing effort with this fishing method towards other seas. Besides, Mexico proposed that the
Commission conduct studies aimed at defining, in the short-term, additional measures to reduce mortality on juveniles (such
as the prohibition of the use of FADs), carry out scientific research to quantify the incidental catches of other species that
are not targeted by this fishery, and which lead to the adoption of measures to avoid such catches.
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Mr. Chairman, Mexico has cooperated for more than 20 years with the International Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas, implementing management and conservation measures that are compatible with those adopted by the
Commission. Mexico has reiterated and has clearly demonstrated its concern in continuing this cooperation, not only by
transmitting statistical information, but also through bilateral cooperation with other countries to carry out scientific research
projects which broaden the knowledge on the fish populations under ICCAT mandate.

Finally, Mexico wishes to express the importance it gives to the work of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria and
its participation in the Group, as well as the urgency of arriving at a consensus, which includes all the pertinent elements
expressed in the proposal presented by Brazil, and which Mexico supports as a Cooperating Party. If no solution is reached
that takes into account the interests and concerns of everyone, then the efforts made in favor of the conservation and
sustainable use of the living marine resources in the Atlantic are at risk, and thus the future of this Commission.

Mexico reiterates its willingness to continue cooperating in the work of the Commission aimed at assuring the
sustainable development of fishing.

Thank you.

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVERS FROM THE NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL,
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION SOCIETY, AND SEAWEB

Swordfish in the North Atlantic are seriously over-fished and are seriously over-fished and have declined precipitously
over the last three decades. This year’s ICCAT meeting marks a crucial opportunity to reverse the long history of over-
fishing and depletion of north Atlantic swordfish and begin rebuilding. Conservation organizations call on ICCAT to adopt
a rebuilding program for north Atlantic swordfish beginning in 2000 that will rebuild the population in ten years or less to
a level necessary to produce maximum sustainable yield with a high probability of success, based on:

-- an 8,000-9,000 MT quota for the next ten years in order to ensure that the total mortality, including discards and
overages, does not exceed 10,000 MT as recommended by the ICCAT Standing Committee on Research and
Statistics (SCRS);

-- provision for updated stock assessments every two years to ensure the recovery is on track, and establishment of
precautionary reference points, as specified in the United Nations Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly
Migratory Fish Stocks, that will trigger pre-agreed management corrections to ensure recovery targets are met
within the prescribed recovery period; and

-- Supplemental international management measures, including time-area closures, to provide additional protection
for spawning and juvenile swordfish, encouraging individual nations to take action domestically to protect
swordfish nursery areas.

In October, 1999, the ICCAT scientific committee concluded that quota reduction adopted to date have slowed and
perhaps even stopped the hemorrhaging; now the question is how to get the patient back on his feet. The ICCAT scientific
committee estimated that the total mortality, including discards and any overages, needs to be reduced from roughly 12,000
MT to 10,000 MT in order to have only about a 50% change -the same as a flip of a coin- of restoring swordfish within 10
ten years. In order to prevent the total mortality level from exceeding 10,000 MT, the quota will have to be reduced below
that figure to account for discards and overages.

A quota level of 8,000-9,000 MT will help ensure that the total catch will not exceed 10,000 MT.

According to the SCRS, the total catch, including discards and overages, ha exceeded the quota by about 10% per year.
According to the SCRS, the recovery of north Atlantic swordfish is extremely sensitive to even small overages, and a 10%
increase beyond 10,000 MT is likely to spell the difference between recovery and no recovery. Now is not the time to take
chances - quotas during the rebuilding period should be sufficiently precautionary to ensure a high probability of success.
A quota level of 8,000 to 9,000 MT is the only way to be confident that the actual catch will not exceed 10,000 MT, and
will provide a margin of safety that will help ensure the recovery is actually achieved.

Updated stock assessment and precautionary reference points will help keep the recovery on track.

Swordfish are at a critical juncture, with the population vulnerable to further declines if catches exceed recommended
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amounts by even a small margin. Updated stock assessments every two years will be essential to monitoring the success
of the recovery plan. The recovery plan should build in precautionary reference points that trigger pre-agreed management
strategies if the recovery appears to be faltering, as provided for in the UN Agreement on Straddling Stocks and Highly
Migratory Fish Stock, which has been ratified by the United States and Canada, and signed by the European Union and
Japan. Measures to protect juvenile swordfish are essential.

An increasing proportion of the catch - as high as 58% and more in some nations - consists of juvenile swordfish that
have not had the opportunity to spawn and replenish the population. An essential element of recovery is protection of small
fish through time-area closures and other measures. Supplemental measures to protect swordfish nursery areas should be

included, without jeopardizing the ability of the United States and other nations to take action domestically to protect
swordfish nursery areas within their own waters.

ANNEX 4-3
Draft Proposals:

BY THE UNITED STATES: Resolution Concerning Atlantic Sharks (Not adopted)

Noting that more than 350 shark species inhabit both the pelagic and coastal areas and that information on stock sizes,
biological parameters, by-catch levels and effects of by-catch are insufficient;

Further noting that some shark species are incidentally caught in fisheries targeting tuna and tuna-like species in the
Convention Areg;

Recognizing the growing concern that some of these species are fully exploited or over-exploited,;

Further recognizing, in this regard, the potential negative impact that increased shark catches may have on populations
of particular shark species, given their unique biological and reproductive characteristics;

Reaffirming the obligation of all Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to provide
data on shark catch and harvest levels in fisheries for tuna and tuna-like species in the Convention Area;

Concerned that relatively few Contracting Parties, Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities
have provided such data thus far;

Welcoming the International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks, adopted in November
1999 by the Conference of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO);

Noting that the International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks expressly calls upon States
to cooperate internationally, including through regional fishery organizations and arrangements such as ICCAT;

Recognizing that at present sharks are generally not subject to specific conservation and management measures by
regional fishery organizations or arrangements;

Recalling the Resolution on Cooperation with FAO with Regard to Study on the Status of Sharks and By-catch of Shark
Species, adopted by ICCAT in 1995;

ICCAT RESOLVES THAT:
Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities should:

1 Fulfill their obligations to provide data on shark catch and harvest levels in fisheries for tuna and tuna-like species in
the Convention Area to the ICCAT SCRS Sub-Committee on By-Catches.

2 Participate actively in the efforts of FAO to collect biological data, such as stock abundance and by-catch levels, as

well as trade data, on shark species, as called for in the 1995 Resolution on Cooperation with FAO with Regard to Study
on the Status of Sharks and By-catch of Shark Species.
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3 Prepare and submit their respective National Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks to the
2001 session of the FAO Committee on Fisheries, as set forth in the International Plan of Action for the Conservation

and Management of Sharks.

4  Adopt domestic management measures that prohibit the practice of finning sharks and protect juvenile sharks in coastal
pupping and nursery areas.

5 Promote and encourage the live release of juvenile sharks incidentally caught in fisheries for tuna and tuna-like species
in the Convention Area.

6 Beprepared to consider, at the 2000 ICCAT meeting, further actions that ICCAT could take to address to conservation
and management of sharks.
BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY: Resolution Concerning the Development of an Integrated Monitoring

Scheme and its Implementation (Not adopted)

Considering that monitoring of the effective implementation of conservation and management efforts is a fundamental
element to the success of such measures;

Noting that there are already various elements relating to monitoring and implementation within ICCAT,;

Considering that it would be more efficient to assemble and complete these measures in order to establish a complete,
coherent scheme of our own;

Considering that such a scheme should take into account the nature of the fisheries and the characteristics of the
geographical areas in which these fisheries operations take place;

Recognizing that this is a complex task which should be undertaken without delay,
ICCAT RESOLVES:
1  To create a Working Group to establish a monitoring scheme, the terms of reference of which will be:
a) To review the existing measures and examine their relevance with regard to the evolution of ICCAT objectives

» To create a monitoring and implementation scheme, incorporating the existing relevant measures and
complementing them with any measures which appear necessary

2 Inthe exercise of its functions, the Working Group:
a) Will receive assistance from the ICCAT Secretariat
b) Will establish a work schedule in cooperation with the Secretariat
c)Will make every effort to hold at least one inter-sessional meeting before the next Commission meeting

and

3 Invite observersto ICCAT meetings, FAO and other regional fishery organizations to participate in the Working Group
meetings.
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ANNEX 5-1

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CLOSED AREA/SEASON
FOR THE USE OF FISH-AGGREGATION DEVICES {FADs)

RECALLING that in 1998 ICCAT adopled a Recammendation Concerning the Establishment of a Closed
Arew/Seasan far the Use of Fish Aggregation Devices (FADs) betweer 1 November 1999 and 31 January 2000;

RECALLING that the sirict application of the minimum weight of 3.2 kg for bigeye and yellowfin would entait the
loss of very important catches of adult skipjuck;

NOTING that the Standing Commmittee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) has considered that this type of measure
tan significantly contribute to the reduclion of the catches of juvenile bigeyc;

NOTING that SCRS has considered that the effect of this measure would be higher if alt the surface fleets fishing on
FADs participate in this closure;

CONSIDERING that, for the first time in 2000, SCRS will analyzc the impact of the measure on the stacks as well
as the area and the dates of this measure, and will recommend any change that may be deemcd necessary to improve its
effectiveness;

CONSIDERING that for this measure to be most effective it has to be applied by all surface fleets fishing an FADs,

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

1 Fisking by surface fleets flying the flag of Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities
over floating objects, shall be prohibited during the period and the area specified in paragraphs 2 and 3 below:

2 The area referred to in paragraph 1 is the following:
~- Southern limit; parallel 4° South latitude
~ Northern limit: parallel 5° Nortk latitude
-- Western limit; meridian 20° West longitude
-- Eastern limit; the African coast

3 The period covered by the prohibition of paragraph 1 will be from 1 November of one year to 31 January of the
following vear.

4 The prohibition referred to in paragraph 1 includes:
-- Prohibition to Iaunch al} floating ohjects;
= Prohibition lo fish gver artificial objects;
— Prohibition to fish over natural objects;
- Prohibition to fish with auxiliary vessels;
-- Prohibition to set at sea artificial floating objects with or without buoys:
-- Prohibition to charge buoys in the floating objects found at sea;
-- Prohibition to remove floating objects and to wait that associated fish to the objects will be associated 1a the beat;
-- Prohibition o tug floating objects outside the zone,

5 The Commission requests SCRS to analyze, for the first time in 2000, the impact of this measurs on the stocks and

to recommend any change that may be deemed necessary to improve its cffectiveness, in order to evaluale the possible
medifications to apply to the closure.
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Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall ensnre that all surface fleets
concerned by this measure have an observer on board, during the whale duraticn of the petiod, who shall observe the
respect of the prohibition referred to in paragraphs 1 to 4, The biological data collected on the fleet as a whole by these
abseivers should be provided to the SCRS for the purpose of carrying out analyses identifted in paragraph 5,

Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities will establish internal pracedures o
penalize surface fleets flying its Hag that do not comply with the closure. They will preseat an annual report ont their
implementation to the Secretarial, The Executive Secretary will make a report to the Commission.

The observers shouid possess the following skills in order to discharge their duties:

-- Sufficient experience o identify species and gear

— Navigational skills

=- A satisfactory kaiowledge of the ICCAT conservation measures

-- The ability to carry ont elementary scientific tasks €.z collecting samples, as requested and observe and record
accuralely, _

— A satisfactory knowledge of the language of the flag of the vessel obscrved,
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ANNEX 5-2

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
TO ESTABLISH A REBUILDING PROGRAM
FOR NORTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH

RECOGNIZING that the Commission’s Standing Committes on Rescarch and Statistics (SCRS) has indicated in the
1989 stock assessment that the Noeth Atlantic swordfish stock is over-exploited (B<Bmsy, F>Fmsy, i.e, current biomass
i5 65% of the biomass at MSY and current fishing mortality is 1.34 times that of the MSY level), and that the expected
1999 catch level of 11,800 MT, with a preater than 50% probability, will result in a decline in stack status;

NOTING that tbe current base case assessments indicate that the decling in the North Atlantic swordfish biomass
appears to have been slowed or arresied due to regent reductions in reported catch;

NOTING FURTHER that there are positive signs from the fishery in terms of catch rates with just two years of
management action under the strict quota scenarios infroduced in 1997,

NOTING that the observed high recruitment of age one fish in 1997 and 1998 should allow for increases in spawning
biomass in the fiture and a more optimistic outlook, if these year classes are not heavily harvested,

RECALLING the resolution of ICCAT 98-17 relative 1o the elabosation of recovery scenarios for north and south
Atlantic swordfish, adopted in 1998.

CONSIDERING the recovery scenario to reestablish the stoclks of north Atlantic swordfish developed by the Standing
Committee on Rescarch and Statistics (SCRS) in 199% pursupnt to paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Reselution on Recovery
Scenarios for North and South Atlantic Swordfish;

RECALLING that the objective of the Convention is to maintain stacks of fish at levels which permit the maximum
sestainable yield (MSY);

NOTING that dead discards of swordfish may occur due to compliance with minimum size and catch of predator-
damaged fish; '

RECALLING that a rebuilding plan must accoust for all spurces of fishing mortality, and that dead discards of North
Atlantic swordfish reported to ICCAT have averaged 500 MT over the past three years,

RECALEING that the 1995 recommendation astablishing percentage shpres of Tatal Allowable Cateh (TAC) for
nations fishing for north Ailantic swordfish did nal include ihe amount of each nation’s dead discards reported to SCRS
in the calculation of national quota shares, nor have such dead discards counted against national quotas since 1995;

STRESSTMG the immediate need to improve small fish conservation,

DESIRING o achieve, with greater than 50% probability, stock and catch levels consistent with the objectives of the

Convention within 10 years;

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

1 The Contractog Parties, Non-Cantracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose vessels have been aclively
fishing for swardfish in the North Atantic will implement 2 10-year rebuilding program with the goal to achieve
Bmsy, witht greater than 50% probability, beginning in 2080 and continuing throngh 2009.
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2 For this purpose, a total allowable catch {TAC), inclusive of dead discards, of 10,600 MT, 10,500 MT, and 10,400
MT for the years 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively, is established. Starting in 2003 and thereafier, the TAC may
be adjusted according to SCRS advice and in a manner consistent with paragraph 1.

3 The allocation of the anmmal TAC, inclusive of dead discards, will be as indicated below:

A Adead discard allowance will be deducted from the TAC in the first three years as follows:

YEAR DEATy MISCARD ALLOWANCE
2000 400 MT
2001 300 MT
2002 200 MT

The dead discard allowance will be phased out by 2004. The TAC, minns this allowance for dead discards, is the
amount of catch that can be retained;

b The United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) receives a quota (for catch that can be retained) of 24 MT;

¢ The remainder of the TAC, after subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quota for the United
Kingdom (QOverseas Terrilories), will be allocated according to the 1996 Recommendation on Establishment of
Perecentage Shares of Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and Overage and Underage Provisions for Nations Fishing
Jor North 4tlantic Swordfish adopted by the Comumission in 1995:

ALLOCATION OF CATCH THAT CAN BE RETAINED
AND TOTAL DEAD DPISCARD ALLOWANCE

Country Share 2000 2001 2002
European Communiiy 49.85% 5073 MT 5073 MT 5073 MT
United States 29% 2951 MT 2051 MT 2951 MT
Canada 10% 1018 MT 1018 MT 1018 MT
Japan 6.25% 636 MT 636 MT 635 MT
Others 4,9% 498 MT 498 MT 498 MT
UK (Overseas Territories) 24 MT 24 MT 24 MT
Total Catch to be Retained 10,200 MT 19,200 MT 10,200 MT
Dead Discard Allowance 460 MT 300 MT 200 MT
TOTAL 10,600 MT 10,500 MT 10,400 MT

» Includey all FC Member States, ineluding those thar were “Others” in the previous management recomnigndations.
Peroentape shares for EC and “Othery” Rove been adfusted accordingly.

d 'The QOther Parties (Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities) shall each reduce
their landings from their allowed levels under the 1997 Supplemental Recommendation to JCCAT Regarding
Catches of North Atlantic Swordfisk for 1998 and 1999, by an amount proportional to the reduction necessary 1o
achieve the reduction in total catches that can be retained under “Others.” The caps for these years were based
on & 45% reduction in 2ach conntry's 1996 landings as reported in the 1997 SCRS report, unless landings were
less than 100 MT, in which case the landings were capped at 1996 levels.

e The aliacations in this paragraph will be reviewed in the light of recommendations from the Warking Group on
Allecation Criteria,
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The distribution of the allowance of dead discards will be 80% for the United States and 20% for Canada. I a
Conrracting Party’s fishing activity results in an amount of dead discards in excess of the Contracting Pariy's
allowance, it must deduct the amount in excess of the allowance from its allocation of catch that can be retained in
the following year, I n Contracting Parly’s fighing activity results in fewer dead discards than its allowance, the
difference between the amouwnt of dead discards and the allowance shall be added to the totat catch that may be retained
by all Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities in subsequent years, as calculated
by the Commission,

Unused quota from the previous year may be added to the subsequent year’s quota that can be retained, consistent with
the Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Biugfin Tuna and Atlantic Swerdfish
Fisheries, adopted at the 1998 Commission meeting.

Provisions of the Recommendation by JCCAT Regarding Compliance in the Blugfin Tuna and Novth Atlantic Sword)ish
Flisheries adopted at the 1996 Comunission Meeting, and the Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding
Complianice in the Bluefin Tuna and Aflantic Swordfish Fisheries, adopted at the 1998 Commission meeting, shall
be applied to the implementation of the countsy quotas in paragraph 3 and for over-harvests that ocourred in 19938
and/or 1999, for each Contracting Party, Non-Contracting Party, Entity and Fishing Entity, Each year is considered
4 separate management period, as that term is used in the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Complionce in the
Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries, exceptfor Japan, for which the management period is five years
{e.g, 1997-2001}, Japan is provided a second five-year management period for 2002-2006, pending satisfactory review
of Japan’s landings at the 2000 Conumission meeting.

1f Tapan’s landings exceed its quota in any year, the overage shall be deducted in subsegquent years such that total
landings for Japan shall not exceed its total quota for the five-year periad commencing in 1997, When annual landings
by Japan are less than its queta, the underage may be added to the subsequent years' guota, such that total Jandings
for Japan de not exceed its total for the same five year period. Any underages or overages from the first five-ycar
management period will be applied to the second five-year management period. Japan's quota for 1997, 1998 and 1999
was 706,23 MT, 6375 MT, and 668,75 MT, respeclively, At the Comumission meeting in the year 2000, the
Commiission shall conduct a comprehensive review of Japan's landings.

All Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Partics, Entities, and Fishing Entities catching swordfish in the North
Atlaniic shall endsavor to provide annually the best available data to the SCRS, including catch, catch at size, location
and manth of capture on the smallest scale possibiz, as determined by the SCRS. The data submitted shall be for the
broadest ranpa of age classes possible, consistent with minimum size restrictions, and by sex when possible, The data
should also include discards and effort statistics, even when no analytical stockc assessment is scheduled. The SCRS
should review these data annuaily.

In the year 2002, and thereafter every three years, SCRS will conduct a stock assessment and provide advice relative
to paragraphs 2 and 3.

In order to pratect small swordfish, Contracting Partics, Non-Contracting Parties, Entitics, and Fishing Entities shalf
take the necessary measures to prohibit the taking and landing of swordfish in the entire Atlantic Gcean weighing less
than 23 kg live weight, or in the alternative, 125 cm lower jasw fork length (LIFL), kowever, the Contracting Parties,
Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entitics may grant tolerances to hoats which have incidentally captured
small fish, with the condition that this incidental catch shall not exceed 15 percent of the number of swordfish per
landing of the total swordfish catch of said boats.

Natwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 10, any Contracting Partics, Non-Contracting Parties, Entilies and
Fishing Entities may choose, as an alternative {0 the minimum size of 25 kg/125 cm LJFL, to take the necessary
measures to prohibit ihe taking by its vessels in the Atlantic Ocean, as well as the landing and sale in its jurisdiction,
of swordfish and swardfish parts, less than 119 cm LIFL, or in the alternative 15 kg, provided that, if this alternative
is chosen, no {olerance of swordfish smaller than 118 cm LIFL, or in the alternative 15 kg, shall be allowed. A Party
which chooses this alternative shall require appropriate record keeping of discards.

Motwithstanding the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, with respect to the anrual country
quotas established above, the Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose vessels
bave been actively fishing for North Atfantic swordfsh shall implement this recommendation as soon as possible in
accordance with the regulatory procedures of each Conizacting Party, non-Contracting Party, Entity and Fishing Entity.
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ANNEX 5-3

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
ON THE CLARIFICATION OF THE STOCK STRUCTURE AND
BOUNDARIES BETWEEN THE SWORDFISH STOCKS IN THE ATLANTIC

NOTING that SCRS has indicated that the stock separation between the swordfish stocks in the Atlantic is based an

different sources of information, inciuding recent penetic analysis:

NOTING that, in the context of the current scientific information, the stock structure and the boundaries between the

niorthern and the sonthern stocks are uncertaing

72

FURTHER NOTING that the SCRS in 1999 bas recommended scientific acticns to reduce (hese unceriainties;

RECOGNIZING the need for maximum correspondence between {be biological units and the management units,

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

The Contracting Parties, non Contracting Parties, entitizs or fishing entitics should support national and international
research programs in order to reduce the current uncertaiotics about the struciure, mixing and boundaries of the
swordfish stocks, These research programs should, as recommended by the SCRS in 1999, be based on genetic
analysis, tag-recapture study and other techniques scientifically appropriate for this goal,

The SCRS should co-ordinate the efforts developed by the different Contracting Parties, non Contracling Partics,
entities or fishing entities and evalnate the results of the programs. The results of these programs for the refinement
af the stock stmicture and bourdaries will be considered in the next swordfish assessment.
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ANNEX 54

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING BELIZE AND HONDURAS
PURSUANT TO THE 1995 SWORD¥ISH ACTION PLAN RESOLUTION

RECOGNIZING the anthority and responsibility of ICCAT to manage populations of swordfish in the Atlantic Ocean
and its adjacent seas, at the intfernational lavel;

NOTING the need for all non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities fishing for swordfish in the Atlantic
Ocean and its adjaceni seas to join ICCAT or cooperate with ICCAT's conscrvation and managemend measures;

RECALLING the Commission's past actions over many years to gncourage Belize and Hondnras to cooperate with
ICCAT conservation and management measures for Atlaniic swordfish;

CONSIDERING the import data submitted 1o the Commission by its Contracting Parties, in recent years, including
1948, which reveals significant cxports of Atlantic swordfish by Belize and Honduras;

EXPRESSING CONCERN with regard to the over-fished status of swordfisk in the Atlantic QOcean;

RECALLING the Comunission's Resofution for an Action Plap to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program for Atlantic Sword)fish, adopted in 1995, to ensure the affectiveness of the conservation for Atlantic swordfish,

- RECOGNIZING that effective management of swordfish stocks cannot be achieved by Contracting Parties of ICCAT
whase fishermen are forced to reduce their catches of Atlantic swordfish unless all non-Contracting Parties, Entities and
Fishing Entities cooperate with ICCAT in cannection with its conservatiop and management measures;

CALLING ATTENTION to the 1958 decision by the Commission identifying Belize and Henduras as countries whose
vessels have been fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT swordfish
conservation measures, and recognizing that the decision was based on trade and vessel sighting data,

" CAREFULLY REVIEWING information regarding the efforts by the Commission to get the collaboration of Belize
and Honduras over the past year, including recognition of the fact that there has been an unsatisfactory response from
Belize to ICCAT requests, no response from Honduras, and no substantive actios from either nation (o rectify the situation
and, '

NOTING that this Recommendation does not prejudice the rights and obligations of Contracting Partiss based onother
international agreements; Therefors,

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

a Contracting Parties take appropriate measures, consistent with provisions of the Reso/ution by JCCAT for an Action
Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness af the Conservation Pragram for Atlantic Swardfish, to the effect that the import
of Atlantic swordfish and its products in any form from Belize and Honduras be prohibited, effective from the time
this Recommendation enters into force.

b The Commission again request that Belize and Honduras cooperate with ICCAT by ensuring that these vessels fish
in a manner and extent consistent with ICCAT conservation and management measures and by providing caich
statistics to ICCAT in accordance with ICCAT procedures,

¢ The Commission cantinue 1o encourage participation by Belize and Honduras in all ICCAT meetings.

d  Contracting Parties lift the import prohibitions on cither of the two countries referred to in paragraph (a) above, upon

the decision af the Comumission and receipt of notification from the ICCAT Execntive Secretary that fishing practices
of that country have been brought into consistency with ICCAT measures,
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RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
FOR THE DEVELOFMENT OF POSSIBLE TIME/AREA CLOSURES
FOR NORTH AND SOUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH
AND GEAR MODIFICATIONS TO REDUCE UNDERSIZED SWORDFISH
CATCH AND FISHING MORTALITY

NOTING the need to take measures regardmg the gears used during periods when their impact is more proncunced
on undersized swordfish than on adults; .

CONSIDERING the continued need for Contracting Parties to reduce their catches of undersized swordfish in
accordance with prior Recommendations by the Commission:

ALSG CONSIDERING the need for action to ensure the effegtiveness of ICCAT objectives to conserve and manage
North and South Atlantic swordfish;

RECALLING the highly migratory characteristics of swordfish, including undersized swordfish, as well as the
difference in the abundance of these undersized swordfish at diffsrent times and in different areas of the Atlantic;

NOTING that the Commission’s Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) has ronsidered (ime/area
closures and gear modifications for other ICCAT species as an effective approach to reduce catches of undersized fish;

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

1 The SCRS shall analyze and identifv times and arcas for possible closure in the Atlantic that would contribute to the
protection of undersized North and South Atlantic swordfish.

2 In order for SCRS to analyze effectively possible timefarea closures in the Aflantic, Coniracting Parties, Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities shall provide data on catch at size, by sex, location, and month of

caphure pn the smallest scale possible as determined by SCRS,

3 The SCRS shall conduct the necessary studies to determine whether modifications in Jongline gear configurations
and use can reduce catches of undersized swerdfish.

4 The SCRS should provide a repert on this topic at the Commission Meeting in 2002.
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RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
CONCERNING POSSIBLE MANAGEMENT MEASURES
FOR NORTHERN ALBACORE

CONSIDERING that SCRS concluded in 1958 that the northern albacore stock appears to be at or above full
exploitation and reiterated in 1999 that fishing mertality should not be increased above the 1997 level;

RECALLING that SCRS has recommended over the last years that fishing mortality on this stock should not be
increased with regard to the current level,
assart

CONSIDERING that, in order to prevent a fiirther increase in fishing mortality, it is necessary to limit flie fishing
capacity at the level of recent years or to implement any other appropriate management measures,

NOTING that SCRS was unable to estimate the current level of effective effort in the fishery due to absence of data
from some surface fleets; .

NOTING that SCRS has expressed its concern with the consequences that any increment in the overall effective
effort in this fishery would have, given the prassnt status of the stock.

CONSIDERING that Task I and Task IT data are required for scientific assessment,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (JCCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT.

1 The Comunission reiterates its Recommendation of 1998 conceming the limitatien of fshing capacity of vessels,
exclusive of recrsational vessels, fishing for northern albacore from 1999 omwards, through a limilation of the nomber
of vessels to the average number in the peried 1983-1995,

2 The Commission requests the SCRS to carry ont an evaluation of the fishing capacity of the different {leets/gears that
participate in the fishery with a view to establishing effective fishing effort correspondence, {aking as the reference
periodthe years 1993-1995, Coniracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties/Entities/Fishing Entities which have dirscted
fisheries for northern albacore will provide SCRS with all the information required to esiablish fishing effort
correspondence. In the event of the continuation of the lack of data, the SCRS should estimate the missing data from
those available.

3 Inthe event that SCRS will not be able to ascertain the corréspondence of effective fishing effort among gears, or il
the SCRS feels that the existing management measures are insufficient to limit fishing mortality, it may suggesl any
other appropriate management measures, including different possible stock recovery scenarios, as necessary, taking
inta account the scientific assessment of the stock at that time.

4 Confracting Parties will pravide the best available Task L and Task II data that will enable the SCRS ta accamplish
these anatyses,



ICCAT REPORT, 1998-98 {il}
ANNEX 5-7

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
TO EXTEND THE. SOUTHERN ALBACORE MANAGEMENT
ARRANGEMENT AND TO IMPROVE MONITORING

RECALLING the 1998 Recommendation on Revision, Implementation and Sharing of the Southern Albacore Catch
Limit which called for countries, entities and fishing entitics actively fishing for southern albacore 10 adopt 8 management

arrangement for this species, and calling for other countries to limit their southem albacaore catch;

NOTING thal the actively fishing counlries, entities and fishing cntities have indicated that their projected catch in
1999 witl likely be within the 27,200 MT limit set for these four partics;

FURTHER NOTING that control of this fishery i5 ngcessary to aveid overexploitation of the stock,

RECOGNIZING that the esieblishment of a long-term sharing arrangement should be negotiated once there is further
progress in the efforts of the ICCAT Working Group on Allecation Criteria;

FURTHER RECOGNIZING that problems were experienced in reporiing in 1999 and desiring to improve such
reporling; .

DESIRING 1o improve timely monitaring of the fishery, particularly in those four “actively fishing” countries, entities
and fishing entities;
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT

1 ‘The United States endeavor to limit its total catch of southern albacore to no marc than 4% by weight of its total
longline swerdfish catch in the Atlantic Ocean south of 5 degrees North. - '

2 The 1998 recommendation be amended as noted in point 1, and extended w include the 2000 fishing year,

3 Countries, Entities and Fishing Entities improve their monitoring systems for southern albacore caiches so as ta ensure
that catches are reported to the designated Contracting Party within two (2) months of such catches having beer made.
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ANNEX 5.8

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
CONCERNING THE IMPORTATION OF
BLUEFIN TUNA AND ITS PRODUCTS FROM PANAMA

RECALLING the adoption of the Resolutton by ICCAT Concerning an Action Plan to Ensure Ejfectiveness of the
Consarvation Program jor Atlantic Riuefln Tuna in 1994;

RECALLING as well the 1995 decision by ICCAT identifying Panama as a country whose vesscls have been fishing
for Atlantic Muafin tuna in 2 manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the JCCAT bluefin tuna conservation
meAsuIes;

NOTING 1he adoption in 1996 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Ponama Pursuant to the 1994 Bluefin
Tuna Action Plan Resolufion, pursuani to which Contracting Parlies took appropriate measures to the effect that the import
of Atlantic bluefin tuna and its products in any form from Panama have beea prohibited, effective from 1 January 1998,

FURTHER RECALLING the 1998 decision by ICCAT identifying Panama as a couniry whose vessels have been
fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT swordfish conservation
ProgTam,

RECOGNIZING the steps that the Government of Panamsa has recently taken o reduce substantially the activities of
its fishing vassels that were identified as diminishing the efectiveness of ICCAT conservation measures relating to
Atlantic bluefin tuna and Atlantic swordfish;

ALSO RECOGNIZING, in this regard, the letter of 25 October 1999 from. the Maritime Authority of Panama, which
identifies the measures the Government of Panama has adopted to comply with its commitments under the Convention,
including, since November, 1997, not autharizing the registration of any blnefin tuna Ashing vessel in the ICCAT area;
reducing the Panamanian registry to 85 vessels with an anthorized Interoational Fishing License, compiling data on
fishing area, method, and species that can be caught for all vessels with an International Fishing License, refusal to
validate any Blnefin Tuna Statistical Documents since 1997, and undertaking efforts to apply the ICCAT Port Inspection
Scheme ta Panamaniar flag vessels that carry out fshing activities in the ICCAT Convention Area,

CONCERNED nevertheless that evidence still exists to indicate that some Panamanian vessels may be fishing in a
manner that diminishes the effectiveness of these measures,

WELCOMING the fact that, in Deceniber, 1998, Panama becane an ICCAT Contracling Party,

NOTING the commitmenl of the Government of Panama to cam;ily with alt ICCAT resolutions and recommengdations,
including those refating to the conservation and management of biuefin tung;

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

1 Coniracting Parties and Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall lift the import
prohibition on Atlantic bluefin tuna and jts products that was imposed pursuant to the Recommendation by ICCAT
Regarding Panama Pursuent (o the 1994 Bluefin Tuna Action Plan Resolution .

I3

Natwithstanding the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, the Contracting Partics and
Cooperaling Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities shall implement this recommendation as soon
as possible in accordance with the regulatory procedures of cach Contracting Party and Cooperating Nan-Contracting
Party, Entity and Fishing Entity.
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ANNEX 5.9

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT ON IMPROVING
RECREATIONAL FISHERY STATISTICS

RECOGNIZING that in accordance with the terms of the Convention, it is the responsibility of each Contracting Party
to provide annually on & timely basis, data relating to fishing activities in the Convention Area for species of interesi to
the Commission;

RECALLING that the Commission, through its Standing Commitice on Research and Statistics (SCRS), has
cstablished minimum data reporting requirements comprised of Task I 2nd Task IT, and length sampling annual statistics
for all tunas and tuna-like fishes as defined by the Convention, by flag vessels, by fishing area and time, and by gear (e.g.,
longlineg, purss seine, baitboat, trap, troll, other methods, and by recreational gears);

CONSIDERING that Iack of compliance with the minimum data teporting requirements established diminishes the
effectivencss of the Commission;

CONSIDERING that ICCAT managed species pravide important benefits to regreational fishery activities and that
these benefits may not be achieved through reanagement that relies primarily oo quotas, effort and access limitations, and
commercial fishing gear limitations;

RECOGNIZINVG that the scientific information that can be obtained from recreational fishing cap be substantiak; for
example fish can be tagged and released without adversely affecting the recreational experience,

NOTING that information and scientifically collected data concerning the extent of and participation in recreational
fishery activitics arc generaliy lacking;

RECOGNIZING that these activities generally occur almost exclusively within waters outside the high seas;
DESIRING that significant iruprovemenis be made in the routine, standardized submission of data concemiing the
use of ICCAT-managed spacies; '
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) REBOLVES THAT:
! Beginning in 2000, cach Contracting Party, Cooperating Non-Contracting Party, Entity, ot Fishing Enfity pravide
specific data to SCRS that alfow the Commission to defermine separately the magoitude of recreational fisheries of

. each species of Atlantic tung and tuna-like fish.

2  Beginning in 2000, each Contracting Parly, Cooperaling Non-Contracting Party, Entity, or Fishing Eatity should
include a discussion in their anneal national reports to ICCAT of (he techniques used to manage these fisheries,

3 The Conunission urge all Non-Coniracting Pasties, Entities and Fishing Entities not referred to above io act in
conformity with operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Resolution.

4 That SCRS carry out an examination of the extent of recreational fisheries and their effects on Atlantic tuna and tuna-
like resourees,
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ANNEX 5-10

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING EQUATORIAL GUINEA
PURSUANT TO THE 1996 RECOMMENDATION REGARDING COMPLIANCE
IN THE BLUEFIN I'UNA AND NORTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH FISHERIES

RECOGNIZING the authority and responsibility of ICCAT to manage populations of tuna and tuna-likc species in
the Atlantic Ocean, and its adjacent seas, at the international level;

EXPRESSING CONCERN with regard to the over-fished status of bluefin tuna in the Atlaniic Ocean;
NOTING the obligation of aJl Contracting Parties to comply with ICCAT conservation and management measuzes;

RECOGNIZING that effective management of bluefin hana stocks cannot be achieved unless ail Ccmtracnng Panties
comply with [CCAT conservation and managemeni measures;,

RECALLING the actions of the Commission over many years in calling upon Equatorial Guinea to comply with
WCCAT conservation and management measures far Ailantic bluefin funa;

RECALLING the Commission's Resolution for an Action Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tunia, adopted in 1994 to ensure effective conservation of Atlantic bluefin funa;

RECALLING FURTHER the 1996 Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atiantic
Swordfish Fisheries, which provides for the possibility of imposing import restrictions, consistent with each Contracting
Party's international ohligations;

CONSIDERING the import data and other compelling information submitted by ICCAT Contracting Parties for 1997,
1998, and 1999, which reveal significant exports of Atlantic bluefin tuna by Equaterial Guinca, despite the fact that, for
those years, Equatorial Guinga has had a catch limit of zerc for both cast and west Atlantic bluefin tuna stacks,

MINDFUL of the repeated efforts of the Commission lo express jis concerns to, and seek the cooperation of,
Equatorial Guinea over the past several years;

NOTING with concer the fact that Bquatorial Guinea has ot responded to the expressions of concern from Lhe
Commission and has reported no bluefin tuna catch data; and

FURTHER NOTIN(G that this Recommendation does not prejudice the rights and obligations of Contracting Parties
bascd on other international agreements, Therefore,

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

a  Contracting Parties take appropriate measures, consistent with provisions of the 1996 Recommendation Regarding
Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlaniic Swordfish Fisheries to the effect that the iroport of Atlantic
bluefin tuna and its products in any form from Equatorial Guinea be prohibited, effective from the time this
Recommendation enters inio force. .

b . The Commission again call upon Equatoerial Guinea, as a Contracting Party to ICCAT, to comply withall the ICCAT
conservation and mmanagement measures.

¢ Contracting Parties Jift the import prohibitions on Equatorial Guinea, upon the diecision of the Commission that

fishing practices of Equaterial Guinca have been bronght into compliance with ICCAT conservation and management
measures,
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ANNEX 5-11

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
CALLING FOR FURTHER ACTIONS AGAINST ILLEGAL, UNREGULATED,
AND UNREPORTED FISHING ACTIVITIES BY LARGE SCALE
LONGLINE VESSELS IN THE CONVENTION AREA AND OTHER AREAS

RECALLING that ICCAT adopted at its 1998 meeting a Resofution Concerning Unreporied and Unregulated Calches
of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Aren, and a Recommendation Concerning Registration and
Exchange of Information of Bigeyve Tuna Fishing Vessels,

BEING CONCERNED that illegal, unregulated, and unreported fishing activities by large scale tuna longline vesscls
activities in the Convention Area have continued and increased, and that such activities diminish the effectivencss of
ICCAT conservation and management measures,

RECOGNIZING that there is evidence Lo indicate that many owners of vessels engaged in such fishing activities have
reflagged their vessels to aveid compliance with ICCAT conservation and management measures and to ¢vade the
non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures that ICCAT has adopted,

BEING CONCERNED that many of (hese vessels are shifting their flag from Non-Contracting Parties to Contracting
Parties, : :

 BEING INFORMED that most of these vessels are owned and operated by Chinese Taipei's business entities while
almest all of their products are being exported (o Japan,

BEING AWARE that a majorily of these vessels used to be Japanese vessels and were exported, whereas most of the
. remaining vessels wers built in Chinese Taipei,

SUPPORTING the joint effort by Japan and Chinese Taipei to eliminate large-scale tuna Jongline vessels engaged in
illegal, unregulated, and unreported fishing, i.e, scrapping of Japanese origin vessels and reflagging of Chiness Taipei
buill vessels to Chiness Taipei under its own registration,

RECOGNIZING with grave concern that a mumber of lazge-scale tuna longline vessels which are currently under
construction in the Chinese Taipei's shipping yards with cquiprent/devices largely supplied from Japan, have high
potential of engaging in illegal, unregulated, and unreported unregulated fishing activities,

BEING AWARE that further action must b taken to deter unreported and unregulated fishing
activities in the Convention Area and other arcas,

THE INTERNATIOMAL COMMISSICN FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES THAT:

1 The Contracting Parties, Cooperating Mon-Contracting Parties, Enlities or Fishing Entities shall eusure that
large-scale tuna langline vessels under their registry do not canty out illegal, unregulated and wrreported fishing
activilies in the Convention Area and other areas (e.g. by means of denying such vassels a license to fish).

2 The Contracting Parties, Conperating Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities shall take every possible
action, consistent with the relevant laws,

i  tourgetheirimporters, transporters and other concerned business peaple 10 refrain from engaging in transaction

and transshipment of tunas and tuna-like species caught by vessels carrying out illegal, unregulated and
unreporied fishing activities in the Convention Area and other arcas.
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ii  toinform their general public of illegal, unregnlated and unreported fishing activitics by tuna longtine vessels
which diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and manapement measures and urge them nat to
purchase fish harvested by such vessels, and :

iii tourge their manufacturers and other concerned business peaple to prevent their vesscls and equipment/devices
from being used for the illegal, nnregulated and unreported longline fishing aperauons in the Convention Area
and other areas,

The Commission urges all Non-Contracting Parties, Eniities or Fishing Entities not referred to above fo act in
conformity with operative paragraphs | and 2 of this Resolution.

Notwithstanding paragraph 1, the Commission praises Chinese Taipei's effort to establish 2 proper scheme fo allow
the regisiration of Chingse Taipei built vessels which have engaged in illegal, unregulated and unreported fishing
activities and urges Chinese Taipei to continue and strengthen this effort. The Commission alse urges Japan, in
ceoperation with Chingse Taipel, to scrap Japan-built vessels engaged in illegal, unregulated and umcported fishing
actvities in the Convention Area and other areas..
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ANNEX 5-12

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
CONCERNING THE NEED FOR NEW APPROACHES
TO DETER ACT1VITIES THAT DIMINISH THE EFFECTIVENESS
OF ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

RECOGNIZING that ICCAT has adopted a wide variety of conservation and management measures designed lo attain
the goal of the Convention of maximizm sustainable catches of tuna and iuna-tike species in the ICCAT Convertion Area;

CONCERNED that, despite the adoption of these measures, more than half of the major stocks of species managed
by the Commission contimee to be at levels below that necessary io pravide maximum sustainable catch, while mest ather
stacks appear to be at or near Tuil exploitation Isvels;

REAFFIRMING the respansibility of flag States to ensure that vessels flying their flags do not engage in fishing

aclivities that diminish the effectiveness of international conservation and management measures, such as those adopled
by ICCAT;

NOTING that the 1995 Agreement for the Implementation: of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea of 10 December 1582 Relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly
Migratory Fish Stocks and the 1993 Agreement to Promote Compliance with International Conservation and Management
Measure by Fishing Vessels on the High Seas, which set forth in detail the responsibility of flag States in this regard, have
not yet entered into force;

AWARE that some flag States remain unable or uawilling to fulfill this rasponsibility,

ENDOQRSING, in this regard, paragraph 33 of the Inlernational Plan of Action for the Management of Fishing
Capacity, adopted in 1999 by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations {'FAQ™), which provides that
“States should recognize the need to deal with the problem of those Statcs which do not fulfill their respansibilities under
international law as flag States with respect to their fishing vessels, and in particular those which do not exercise
effactively their jurisdiction and control over their vessels which may operate in a manner that contravenes or undermines
relevant rules of international law and international conservation and management measures”,

CONVINCED that, to deal with this problem successfirlly, Contracting Parties, Non-Contracling Parties, Entities and
Fishing Entities need to consider new measures and approaches beyond those that have been adopted by ICCAT to date;

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

1 The Commission fully endorse (he initiative of the FAQ 10 develop an internationel plan of action o combat illegal,
unregulated and unreported fishing and encourages all Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and
Fishing Entities to participate actively in this undertaking.

2  All Coniracting Parties that have not yet done so should consider becoming party to the Agreement for the
Tmplementation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982
Relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, as well
as the Agreement to Promote Compliance with International Conservation and Management Measure by Fishing
Vessels on the High Seas as soon as possible.

3 The Commission encourages cach Contracting Party, Non-Contracting Party, Entity and Fishing Entity to participate

in efforis to ensure the sustainability of marine living resources in the Convention Area, as called for in the
International Plan of Action for the Managsment of Fishing Capacity.
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ANNEX 5-13

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
ENDORSING THE INTERNATIONAL PLAN OF ACTION
FOR THE MANAGEMENT OF FISHING CAPACITY (IPOA)

RECALLING that the FAQ Committee on Fisticries adopied the International Plan of Action for the Management of
Fishing Capacity {IPOA) in February 1999,

FURTHER RECALLING that the Rome Declaration on the Implementation of the Code of Conduct for Responsible
Fisheries (the Code) adopted by the FAO Ministerial Meeting on Fisheries in March 1999 undertfines the important role
of regional fishery management organizations in respect of the implementation of the Code,

NOTING that Tapan's initiative to implement the reduction in the number of large-scale tuea longline fishing vessels
by 20% (132 vessels) by scrapping of those vessels in accordance with the IPOA,

ALSO NOTING that Chinesa Taipei's previous efforts of reducing by 138 vessels, or 16%, its large-scale longline fleet
during 1991-1995, and its commitment to take further reduction of large-scals tuna longline fishing vessels in accordance
with the IPOA,

ALSQ NOTING that the European Community has introduced a Multi Annual Program for the management of its
fishing capacity, '

ALSO NOTING Koren's previons efforts of reducing ils large-scale tuna longline {leet by 73 vessels, since 1991,
RECALLING that the ICCAT is now undertaking & measure o limit the fishing capacity for bigeye tuna,
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION

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

1 Endorse the FAO International Plan of Actien for the Management of Fishing Capacity (IPOA) and attaches high
priority io its implementation,
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ANNEX &

REPORT OF THE 15" MEETING OF THE :
ICCAT WORKING GROUP ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA
Mudrid, Spain - May 31 fa June 2, 1999

1, Opening of the Meeting

1.1 The meeting of the ICCAT Working Group an Allocation Criteria was opened by the Comunission Chairman, Mr.
Rafael Conde de Saso. The Chairman welcomed the delegations and wished them an enjayable stay, and he also thanked
the Government of Spain for hosting this meeting,

1.2 The Chairmzan stressed the importance of this meeting bath to ICCAT and to ather regional fisheries managament
orpanizations. He staied that he expected the development of points to be a slow, deliberate procass, and called for patience
and careful consideration of these iasucs.

1.3 The Chairman then weicomed the large represeniation of Contracting Parties (Brazil, Canada, China, Croala,
Equatorial Guinea, European Community, Japan, Libya, Morocco, Panama, South Africa, Tundsia, United Kingdom
{Overseas Territories), United Stales, Uruguay, and Venezuela and many observers (Belize, Colombia, Faroe Islands,
Guatemala, Iceland, Malta, Mexico, Namibia, Norway, Philippines, Turkey, Chinese Taipei, Caribbean Community
(CARICOM), the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC) and the Latin American Organization for Fishery Development
(OLDEPESCA) The List of Participans is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 6.

1.4 Panama was welcomed as a new member of the Commission.

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Tentative Agenda, circulated in advance of the meeting, was introduced and some changes werg introduced.
The Agenda was adopted and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 6.

3. Nomination of Rapporteur

1,1 The United States propased Mr. David Kerstetter ta serve as Rapporteur for the meeting, The Brazilian Delegation
offered to cooperate in the rapporteur effort and proposed Mr. Sergio Gomes de Mattos. The Chair recognized the
departure with this method from other years, but approved both nominations, noting that two Rapporteurs should result
in & more polished product,

4, Opening Statements

4.1 The following Contracting Party Delegations made opening statcmenis; Brazil, the European Community (EC),
Japan, South Africa, and the United States, as well as the following Observers; Denmark (in respect of the Farce Islands),
Guatemala, Iceland, Mexico, Namibia, Norway, the United States, CARICOM and OLDEPESCA.,

4,2 The opening statements made and submitted in writing from the Furopean Community, Japar, and the United
States, and the observers from Iceland, Namibia, Turkey, and OLDEPESCA arc included as Appendix 3 to this report,

4.3 The Delegate from Brazil thanked the Secretariat for the orgasnization of this meeting, He noted his awarcness of

the importance of this meeting and commenied that this mesting i5 an occasion to exchange substantive ideas with
collcagues. Other delegations were urged to keep the dialopue open during this process. The pasition of Beazil is that
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internaticns! lcpal agreements must be examined with other allocation criteria, and the results of this meeting will affect
other inlernational organizations.

4.4 The Observer from Meaxico stated that management is important, but that there needs to be & greater negotiable
distribution of the quotas between all countrics, including Contracting Parties and cooperating parties and entities. He
noted that compliance and cooperation is important te the allecation issue, In addition, he commented that the needs of
states developing fisheries were important. He suggested that the practice of basing allocation on catch history should be
improved and stressed the need for more accurate statistics. The allocatiorn criteria discussed at this meeting need to be
general in nature, but with emphasis on scientific and statistical data. The Delegate of Mexico noted that Mexico’s
cooperation with ICCAT will continme, ’

4.5 The Observer from Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) opened with a statgment that it is a small conununity
in the North Atlantic that is totally dependent on fisherics resources. Recent changes in the migratory patterns of bivefin
tuna into their waiers have cansed them o take interest in ICCAT. The Farocse Delegate also stated the imporlance of
the rights of coastal states in this discussion and their continuing support of sustainable management.

4.6 The Observer from CARICOM thanked ICCAT for the inviiation to the meeting and stated that this organization
recognizes this important issue of allocation. The Delegate of CARICOM noted that the members of this organization arc
all coastal states in which fisheries are important (o secial, cultural, and economic development, and stressed sustainable
marins and human resources.

4.7 The Observer from Guatcmala also thanked ICCAT, and noted that this is the first time that he was participating
in an [CCAT mecting. While Guatcmala does not have a lengthy fishing history for ICCAT species, fishery sésources have
been of ingressing importance to the country since the end of their armed conflict, He expressed his conntry’s willingness
1o participate in the management of these resources as well as the Guatemalan commitment to sustainable management.

4.8 The Observer from Norway thanked ICCAT for the oppertunity to participate in this meeting as an observer, and
cxprossed best wishes for this meeting, The Noswepian Delegate noted that the varions TN, agreements require parties
1o cooperate in the management of highly migratory specics. She also commented on the importance of getting fishing
effort under control in the high seas.

4.9 The Delegate from South Africa briefly thanked ICCAT for the arrangements of this mesting and commented on
the history resuiting in this meeting, He specifically referred to the 1997 inter-sessianal meeting of Pancl 4 meeting in
Brazil and the Multi-lateral Consultation in South Africa in 1998, Two important issues emerged from the Panel 4
meeiing: one, that coastal and developing states received either a small percemtage share or no allocation, and twa, that
Contracting Parties and others were not o increase catch above recent levels. This resulied in certain states nol being able
to develop their fisheries. The South African Delegate suggested a number of possible allocation criteria, such as
adherence to conservation mcasures, needs of developing constal stales, and the dependence of the state on the fishery,
among others. The four countrigs present at the Cape Town meeting in April, 1998, concurred with these criteria, but no
formal quota agreement was reached or established, The Delepate suggested that there may be a paradigm shift needed
to provide for developing fishcrics,

5. Review of the Mandate of ihe Working Group on Allocation Criteria

5.1 The Delogate of the European Community noted concern that this Worldng Group will question current allocations
rather than its mandate of examining criteria to apply to future allocations. The EC Pelegate also noted that ICCAT
jurisdiction applies to bath cutside and inside Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) waters.

5.2 The Delepate from Morocco stated that they were part of ICCAT and favorable to the Working Group mandate.
He raised the issoe that in regards o the future of TCCAT, the current situation ralses concern, and also expressed hope
that delegates remain open to all prapasals, and that a good methodology for review of the allocation issue is developed.
The Delegate of Moracco added that the allocation criteria that will be adopted should be applied ta the stocks of alt the
species managed by quota schemes in the ICCAT Convention area. To this effect, he recalled thal the 1598
recommendation relative to bluefin tuna in the east Atlantic and Mediterranean provides the possibility that the quotas
established for the year 2000 would be revised in Light of the results of this Working Group.
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5‘3. The Chairman responded that the mandate for the worlking group did not inchude the review of current allocations.
The discussion should include criteria to be used for allocating quotas in firture decisions on a casc-by-case basis.

3.4 The Delegate of Brazil noled that {he importance of iniernarional iaw was inciuded within the mandate itself and
shonld be conserved fully during this process.

5.5 The Observer from Iceland appreciated that it may be difficult to reach a consensus withia the Working Group on
terms of reference, but noted that the footnote in the 1998 Recommendation on quotas for the castern
Atlantic/Mediterranean bluefin tuna fishery did indicate that the resulis of this allecation working group process could
affect current allecations,

5.6 The Chairman nated that this item would be more appropriate for discussion at the 1999 Commission meeting,

6. Existing International Agreements in Relation to Allocation Criteria and Determination, and Analys:s of Factors
tn be Taken into Account When Considering New Allocation Criteria

6.1 The Delegate of the United Stales referred to a paper on ailocation criteria originally prepared for negotiations of
a new multi-lateral fisheries management Convention covering highly mipratory specics in the central and western Pacific
Ocean. (This paper is available from the Secretariat upon request).

6.2 The Observer from Mexico commented that in the eastern Pacific, there is a global quota but this was not assigned
by country. However, the coastal states continue to have the right to develop their fishcries and, in response to a point in
the U.8. report, pointed out that the agreement on limits of fishing capacity of tunas in the eastern Pacific gave special
consideration to the coastal states in the allocation of capacity mits independeatly of whether or not these states liave a
fleat.

6.3 The Delegaté of the United States replied that r.h:s special consideration was only one factor addressed in the
consideration of capacity 1imits. -

6.4 The Delegate of Brazi! presented a paper on its view of how international law applies to allocation criteria in
general, but especially to coastal states, incorporating within the paper five sugpested criteria to be used for allocation.
The Brazilian Delegate also stated that this meeting was critical to the future of ICCAT.

6.5 The Observer from Mexico commented that Mexico shares the principle that the criferia used in international
agreements cannot be sclectively applied, nor should historical catches be the only criteria applied.

6,6 The Delegate of the EC raised a concern on Ageada item 6, noting that these criteria must be referrad to future
allecations. The EC Delegate suggested that there are {hree issues that st be addressed first; (1) if the criteria of Article
11 of UNIA are applicabie only 1o new members or also o existing ones; (2) if the criteria to be agreed will bz applicable
ta all alloeations or only to the allocations of stocks not previously allocated; and (3) if it would be advisabie to define a
qualification for countries to benefit from a queta. In this connection, a definition of real interest would be necessary. Once
these questions have been decided, three types of criteria should be discussed: {a) criteria to be applied to stocks already
allocated; (b) the interpretation of Article 11 of the UNIA; and possible additional criteria to thase of Article 11. Whatever
set of criteria is used must reflect a balance between coastal states and high seas fishing nations, The EC Delegate
expressed the view that iniernational law dogs not recognize prefersntial rights for coastal states, The EC Delegate also
reminded the Delegate of Brazil that historical catches have not been the sole crileria for some previous allocations,

6.7 The Delegate of Japan thanked Brazil for its contribution, and while recognizing the rights of states to develop
fisheries and the need of small-scale artisanal fisheries, and exprassed its concern that a small-scale fishery may easily
grow to the level of an industrial fishery if not checked properly, The Delegate of Tapan noted that coastal state preferential
rights far highly migratory species is not seen in any existing international legal instrumenis and should not constituie
a factor of an allocation scheme. He nated that internatinnal instraments also reference traditional fishing, patterns and
that there is a reasen for the prominence of its nsz in allocation decisions by ICCAT and other fishery organtzations. He
indicated that historical catch should be weighted clearly above other factors, Contributions lo scientific research and dala
collection is also important, The Delegate of Japan referred to the way other international organizations have allocated
hishing rights but noted that ICCAT is a special case due to its record of national allocations and its diverse participation.
Thus, ICCAT's situation represents a very complicated problem, The Tapanese Delegate also suggested the need to
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consider the status of the resource in the allocation process. He cormmented that the poor condition of the stock could be
attributed to those states that developed the fishery, but that the costs and manapement burdens associated wrth developing
these fisheries was also important.

6.8 The Delegate of Morocco commented on two points. First, that he supports the Brazilian position in that a
consensus should be reached on certain details of the paper presented by Brazil, The Delepgate of Moroceo also expressed
hope that the Working Group wondd be morg innovative and find cquitable solutions. The scientific data collected by
ICCAT for studics on the geographic distribution of tunas should be a factor so that the criteria for distribution can be
considered for the allocation of quotas, Secondly, he raised & question on the need of granting to coastal countries 2 quota
on the boats anthorized to fish temporarily in its EEZ when these boats cease their activities in these zones, Therefare,
there should be shared responsibility between countries that contribuic to total stack decline, and historical catch should
not be he only criteria used in guota allocations.

6.9 The Delegate of Uruguay reminded the meeling that Urnguay is a small coastal state, with a developiﬁg expoit
fishery, and sc wishes to endorse ihe Brazilian proposal. The Delegate expressed hope that the meeting will achieve
consensus on this issue.

6.10 The Observer from Namibia exprossed decp dissatisfaction with the carrent allocation, and feels it unwise to look
at past history for new criteria. He agroed with Brazil that the key issnes arg found within the legal principles. four main
criteria were suggesied: (1) the sovereign rights of the coastal states; (2} the right of all staies to engage i fishery resource
development; (3) the duty of all states to cooperate in the use of these resources, and (4), the special status of developing
states under UNCLOS and UNIA. The process should recognize (a) the respect for the rights, duties and interests of the
coastal state, (b) the respect for high seas fisheries, (c) cooperation and agreement between those involved, {d) bring into
application the provisions of Article 11 in an appropriate manner, (e} and abeve all enguring the long-term sustainable
use of these respurces. He suggested the establishment of criteria allowing for the transfer of fishing opportunities from
developed states that over-harvested 1o developing states, but that this transition should be gradual and need nol be drastic,
nor should it preclude access to those rights.

6.11 The Cbserver from Tuarkey expressed apreement with same of the intentions of Namibia and others, but
recognized that it must still comply fully with ICCAT requirements. Noting that, he indicated that the inicrests and rights
of states nced to be recopnized or there will not be consensus in future,

6.12 The Observer from Ieeland supported Brazil and commenied on five main suggested allocation criteria: (1) the
zonal attachment of stacks, namely that toastal states be allowed to fish in accordance with the extent that the stacks occur
within these EEZs (2) In this context, he referred 1o Article 7.2.d of the UNIA, the extent that a glvan state.is. depemienl
on fisheries cspecially referring o provisions for states overwhelmingly dependent on fisheries in UNCLOS and UNIA;
(3} the consideration of traditional fishing, taking into account historical excessive fishing pressure leading to depleted
resources; {4) the level of contribution 1o fishcries management fora and with compliance and contral ¢.g. by closure of
port; and (5) willingness to provide data, noting that it is important that states supply this information.

6,13 The Delegate of the United States commented that Brazil had put forward an important paper, and that
delegations needed time to undersiand fully the included provisions, The U, 8. Delegate expressed cancurrence with many
of the thonghis, but not the legal justifications and mandates. The U.S. fell that it would be unproductive fo look at
international law, since many of the quoted articles also apply to the rights of developed states and rights regarding high
seas fisheries and that time wonld be better spent developing specific criteria to be used in future allocations.

6.14 The Obscrver from OLDEPESCA agreed with the U.S. position of not holding in-depth discussions of legal
aspects at this time, He also indicated suppart for the concepts expressed by Namibia and Turkey for gradual phases and
avoiding critical or tranmatic sitiations that could creale instability,

6.15 The Delegate of the EC expressed twa concerns. First, the rights of coastal states are enshrined in international
law, but the notion of sovereign rights could be interproted as if coastal states had sovereignty over resaurces, while they
only have a jurisdiction over these resources, It is to be reminded that Article 64 of UNCLQS does not give praferential
rights 10 coastal states vis 4 vis high seas fishing states. The notion of sovereign rights can only distort the principle of
compatibility between the measures adopted by coastal states and those adopted by fishing states, a principle which is
enshrined in Article 7 of the UNIA. Second, landings taken by another fag state within the EEZ of another state should
be allocated 1o the coastal state only if there is an agreement to that effect,
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6.16 The Chairman summarized the morming session and suggested common ground on fishing rights stbject 1o
conservation and cooperation. He continued by stating that the issue of being a coastal state should not be considered the
most important factor, since most teprasentatives at this meating were coastal states, although there were perhaps
legitimate complaints relative to developmental rights, subsistence and artisanal fisheries needs, and of basing allocation
on historical rights, since this last item only covers those already in the fishery. The Chairman further noted that the legal
argumenis advanced in preferential treatment of coastal states may have been too selective of the provisions of the
internaticnal apreements. He commented that international law is usefial to this djscussmn, bul not be quotad pamally
He noted the need to move forward with a balanced approach.

6.17 The Delegatf: of the EC noted that the Brazilian papsr could not be the basis for this discussion. The EC also had
specific objections to this paper; (1) that international grganizations require cooperation between coastal stales and fishing
states (Articles 64 of UNCLOS and 7 of UNIA) instead of constal states preference; and (2) that thers is an 1ICCAT asset,
One cannot simply blame ICCAT members, since their actmty has been carried cut in this framewark of respect of the
ICCAT measyres,

6.18 The Delegate of the EC indicated that a similar debate carried aut in NAFO shows how complex this issue is. The
EC Delegate also indicated that the JATTC gquota system was devetoped on the basis of capacity and not caich quota. The
Delegate noted that the question of real interest was central to this debate. The issue of real interest should include the
capacity for control and enforcement. On the contrary, quota trading and vessel chartering wonld be cantrary to the notion
of real interest.

6.19 The Chairman noted that even if not completely agreeable, the Brazilian proposal does create debate. Therefore
it should Be 1aken into accouut for debate for discussion purposes

© 6.20 The Delegate of China described the recent history of his country’s distant water fleet, adding that China is also
adeveloping country, The Delegate of China alse commented that one system of allocations would not work for everyone.

6.21 The Delegate of Japan suggested that they had not exhausted the countering legal arguments to the Brazilian
proposal, many elentents of which they could not support, Tt was nated that the SCRS recenily reported that afl the funas
are currently at fully- or over-exploited levels, except for certain stocks of skipjack. While ICCAT should not close the
door on ncwcomoers, it is difficult and unreslistic to give a generous pie to them out of fully or over-exploited stocks, and
one sugpested solution was fo look at how prospective members have assisted with compliance. The Delegate of Japan
further noted that definitions need to be refined for subjective terms such as dependence, artisanal fisheries, and
assessment of growth, He also commented that although he agreed with the need for coastal states and small-scale fisheries
1o be taken into consideration, he also had concern that growing antisanal or small-scale fisheries may eventually take the
form of industrial fisheries, taking fish from other members given the “ceiling” of consgrvation,

6.22 The Delegate from Croatia commented that in listening to the discussion, most have only considered the legal
perspective. While ackriowledging that this Working Group has a sensitive mandale given limited fishery resources and
unlimited demand, the Croatian Delegate suggested that the issues are also moral in nature, not solcly legal, and concern
fairness and honesty

6.23 The Observer from Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) agreed with the Japanesc suggestion of a ceiling
metaphor, and restated the national dependence on fisheries resources,

6.24 The Observer of Mexico stated that international agreements are dependent on the will of the states, whether
members or not, to implement regulations, or else management is chaotic.

6.25 The Delegate of Brazil indicated thal the legal questions mnst be resolved,

626 The Chairman suggested that since there is no consensus on the question of whether coastal slates have
prcferential rights, so perhaps a new starting point would be 1o bagin a discussion of actual criteria without atlempiing
to prioritize the list,

6.27 The Delegate from Brazil volunteered that the legal aspects of allocations were suggested to continue along
existing apreements from previous meetings, not Lo necessarily create additional disagreement,
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. 6,28 The U.5. Delegate noted that the United States bas different views on the legal positions of Brazil, and suggested
that the Jaws cauld support different interpretations, The U. S, Delegate suggested that it might be better to discuss criteria,
including the sugpestions of Brazil, and creatc a comppsite document,

6.29 The Canadian Delegate agreed Uiat legal interpretations could be used to identify different perspectives and
therefore it would be better to continue wark on the list of criteria.

6.30 The Observer from Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) supported the idza of a “qualified coastal statie™
given that the Faroe Islands arc heavily dependent on living marine resources.

6.31 The Chairman suggested that the discussien could move toward the creation of two lists of prospective criteria:
one of "historical” or “classic™ criteria, and one of new or “creative” criteria, including those of reward-based systems.
He offered “historical rights” and rights of coastal states” for discussion along these lines,

6.32 The Delegate of Brazil explained the first twa criteria in their proposal,

6,33 The Delegate of the EC sugpested that before new criteria b discussed, the criteria of Article 11 of the UNIA
should be interpreted. The Chair replied that his suggested method was ta develop the preliminary list of criteria first,
rather than to debate whether any of these criteria applied to new members,

6.34 The Japanese Delegate expressed concern on the task of listing without prioritizing, and noted that they were
unwitling to accept any preferential right to coastal states for any highly migratory species. Additional concern was
expressed on the distribution area proposal, and that such a proposal would act in effect as an ad hoe TAC attached to
particular sea areas, Such a proposal would, he arpued, climinate the need for regional {isheries management
organizations. This prompted the Chair to comment that the meeting should address building a list of possible criteria
rather than p specific ailocation Xey.

6.35 The Observer from Iceland replied that it agreed with Brazil on the first suggested criteria.

6.36 The Delegate of Canada questioned whether others would agree with the Brazilian ceatention that coastal state
rights extended beyond the 200-mile EEZ out to the high seas. The Canadian Delegate sugpested that there appeared to
be come confusion over one of the criteria suggested by Brazil and that perhaps there are two issues: acrcage, {he area
covered by coastal state jurisdiction and the high ssas and biological considerations, the distribution of the stock, The
Chair replicd that “coastal states™ only refers to being on the coast.

6.37 The Japanese Delegate commenied that Article 71 of UNCLOS, which the Icalandic Delogation repeatadly
referred to, only exempts those listed states from Asticles 63 and 70, and is not relevant to the discussion. He further siated
that the clause “overwhelmingly dependent” in Article 11 of the UNIA is only one of six factors, not the main or only one,

6.38 The Delegate of Brazil clarified its position that preferential status of coastal states only cxtends to the 20(-mile
EEZ, Be further noted that conservation measures must include entire ranges of hiphly migratory species, but that
management regimes inside and cutside of EEZs are different,

6.39 The Chairman replied that Contracting Pasties accepting binding recommendations must not make a distinction
betwaen these two areas given the biology of the stocks in question. He asscrted that there were no bases for allocation
preferences within areas of national jurisdiction.

6,40 The Delegatz from South Africa suggestad that there was not a praper allocation balance currently and that there
should be two “pies” for allocation purposes, one for coastal states and one for the high seas, which could also inclode

ceastal states, This does not imply preferential treatment, but allows for an equitable split,

6.41 Returning to the list of criteda, the EC Delegate suggested that it might be better to interpret Article 11 provisions
in relation to new allocation criteria.

6.42 The Delegate of Capada noted that Article 11 only looks at new member requirements, not quota allocation
criteria for current Contracting Parties, although it conld accept the six provisions from the Adicle in the list,
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.43 The U8, Delegate comunented that Article 11 is not sufficient in and of itself for discussion, bt that its provisions
may still be useful.

©.44 The Japaness Delepate stated that the condition of the stoch must be taken into account. He considerad that the
dependency of developing countrics on such stocks could only be allowed to give consideration if the stock is in good
condition, but disagreed that there should be any distinction between high seas and areas under national jurisdiction in
setting the TAC, since the stocks migrate freely and such a proposal has no historical precedent or merit.

6,43 The Delegate of Brazil cxplained that their suggestion did not mean that management woukd be different ingide
and putside EEZs, but rather that there should be an allocation preference within the EEZ.

6,46 The Observer from Mexico suggested for the list of criteria that the degree of compliance is important, whether
by a Coniracting or non-Contracting Party.

6,47 The Delegate of the EC commented thal the changing distribution of tuna biomass makes the “zonal aitachment”
propasal very difficu!t to implement from a practical perspective.

6.48 The Delegate of Brazil apreed with the level of difficulty in applying this criteria, but noted that this shonid not
be cause to exclude the idea from the list.

6.49 The Observer from Mexico recognized the difficulty, but noted that such an idea could also apply to all species.

6.50 The Delegate of Japan replied that, aside from techinical difficulties of the zonal approach suggestion, these highly
migratory fish do not belorg to one zone, but that those areas through which they migrate instead represent a “transitional
route” only, and ke tharefore cannot accept the zonal approach as a concept for the conservation and management of tunas,

6.51 The EC Delegate noted that there were many practical difficulties involved in such a zong-based snggestion. He
also noted that stock biomass is niot uniformly distributed, cither through the range or within EEZ waters, The Delegate
added that tunas are not easily assessed like demersal species, and therefore the assessments are based mainly on fishery-
collected data. :

6.52 The Chairman Hsted the criteria that could be put on the Yist: historical rights, coastal states, zonal attachment,
caich arcas, compliance, and the six articles of Arlicle 11 from the UNILA. Afier Brazil suggested that the five suggested
coteria from their paper alse be considored for discussion, they wers added without chijection,

6.53 The Observer from Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) sugpested that the issue of dependence also be
included, but the Chair replied that those considerations were already included in the Article 11 provisions.

6.54 The Chairman noted that two documents were available that referenced allocation criteria, ane prepared by the
EC and aniother by the United States on items which can he considered in terms of aflocation criteria.

6.55 The Chairman commented that there was a need for eonsensus on aliocation criteria. Questions remained on the
feasibility of some of the suggested criteria, for example, the proposals involving the nse of EEZs and zonal attachments,
No consensus had been reached due in part to practical concerns and technical considerations.

6.56 The Delegate of the EC presenied its draft proposal on allacation criteria (attachad as Appendix 4), stating that
the purpose of the paper was to help makc progress on this criteria issue. As a general reminder, the EC restated its
perspective that these criteria should follow a peneral approach and not a stack-sperific one. There must also be a balance
between the historic fshing states and new members. The EC Delegate stated that & gradual phasing-in process was
needed in reference to quota sharing. The EC proposal noted that there are differences between each fishery. He also
indicated that cooperation quota was necessary to encourage new-comers to join or to cooperate with ICCAT by offering
them catch possibilities.

6.57 In explaining the provisions of its paper, the EC Delegate commented on specific points: (1) that the status of the
stacks is relevant to allocations since FCCAT cannat allocats what it does not have; {2) that affected statcs shonld have
a “real interest” in the fisheries in question, and that this provision is relative to the existing level of effort and
cooperation; (3) the state must be able to manage its fisheries and to use the atlocated resource; (4) states who have made
past sacrifices should receive some benefits; and (5) the need to minimize the dislocations of existing fleels. The Delegate
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from the EC commented that he did not know if this was a complectc list, but that some reference must be first establisied

for discussion. He stated that although Appendix 4 to ANNEX. 6 is an EC proposal views of other Parties had been
reflected thersin.

.58 The Delegate of the United States presented a proposal (attached as Appendix 5 to ANNEX 6) which was a
provisional Jist of compiled allocation criteria pursuant to the meeting discussions, The 11.8. Delegate stated that this paper
was compleled at the instruction of the Chair and that it did not negessarily reflect the views of the United States. He noted
that, among cther things, the paper took Article 11 of UNTA into account, and that there were no establishied priorities
within Lhis list. He continued by adding that any agreed criteria should not affect allocation schemes already in place, bul
would be applicable to fisture allocation discussions for all fisheries.

6.59 The Delepate from Jupan asked the EC to explain the relationship of paragraphs one and twg of the EC proposal
{Appendix 4 to ANNEX 6}, as the present language suggests that siocks nader current alfocation schemes would not be
subject to these new criteria, even though the various recommendations with national allocation would gventually expire,
There was also a comment to the U.S. proposal (Appendix 5 to ANNEX 6} that the relationship between paragraphs 3
and 4 was vague, and that paragraph 4 could either supersede or supplement paragraph 3,

6.60 The Deicpate of the EC responded that this EC proposal would allow room for fishery development bui would
not reopen existing allocations, The critetia under consideration would only be applicable to fumre pllacation discussions
regarding stocks without allocation schemes in place.

6.61 The U.S. Delegate responded to the guestions raised by Japan by noting that pexagraph ¢ of Appendix 5 to
ANNEX 6 would simply supplement paragraph 3, not supercede these provisions. He expressed willingness to consider
the elements of that paragraph as additional criteria.

6.62 The Delegate of Morocco noled that il was premature to have the Allocation Working Group decide how the
aflocation criteria will be applied. He also comumented that there was no mention of the biological factors in the BC
prapasal, yet these were important provisions to Brazil and Merocco. He supported the lauguage on this point in tha Uus.
proposat {(Appendix 5 to ANNEX 6). o

6.63 The Delegate of Brazil made a series of commenis on both decwmnents, With regard to the EC proposal, the
Brazilian Delegale stated his belief that these criteria should apply to all specics, otherwise the discussion was pointless.
He also stressed that developing countries had different abililics for data collection and management, as recogrnized by
UNCLOS and UNIA articles pertaining to developing siaies, Therefore, the ability for data coliectian should not be uscd
as a criteria, In the third paragraph of the EC proposal which mentions that this proposal would not address vessel
chartering and quota trading, the Delegate of Brazil noted that quota trading was an inappropriate practice and it should
not be discussed at this titne, but that he sees vessel charfering as a means to develop coastal state fisheries. Such a
chartering system in Brazil musi comply with the national laws.

6,64 In specific comments to the EC proposal, the Delegate of Brazil continued by stating that fully- ar over-exploited
status of stacks should not be used as a means to exclude Contracting Parties members from quota. Many of the provisions
of the EC proposal were accepiable, except for the points that item () should include small-scale fisheries, item (k) nses
language from an inappropriate UNCLOS acticle and so should be excluded, and that item (t) was a very conientious issue
and should nat be addressed here. [tems (h) and {m) were noted as unclear and needed further explanation. The Delegate
of Brazil contimued by stating that any weighting of these criteria should be done in the future, not in this ferum.

6.65 The Delegate of Brazil remarked that the T1.S. propasal (Appendix 5 to ANNEX 6) was more in line with the
instructions from the Chair and was more complete, but lie expressed concerns similar {o those with the EC paper. Such
concerns inchided the need for criteria to be compatible with developing state interests and the need 1o include high scas
fisheries in these provisions. Although item (i) was slightly modified from the Brazilian proposal, it was acceptable,
Paragraph 4 was considersd especially important, however, and must be taken into consideration, and the Delegate of
Brazil expressed hope for similar opinions from cther developing states.

6.66 The Delegate of Japan commented on the EC proposal, stating that, in principle, thesc provisions should apply
in the Fature to all fish stocks, although allocation schemes currently in effect shonld remain unchanged. He commented
that the need to minimize cconomic dislocation of existing fleets should apply cqually to both coastal states and high seas
states. The contribution of scicntific research should remain imporiant, and perhaps should not be hased on scientific
capacily but sclentific research history, The Delegate of Japan stated that such research is cxpensive, yet siressed that it

91



1ICCAT REPORT, 1958-89 (I

is alzo very important to SCCAT as a whole, There was also a suggestion that thers be two lists of criteria, one prioritized
and one without prioritization, and that historfcal catch have a higher priority, He noted, howeaver, that the respeclive
Pancls should decide the exact magnitude of weight to be applied to the criteria. :

6.67 The Delegate of China commented on the U, S. proposal stating thai all histarical parlicipants in the fisheries,
even as non-Members, should get a quota share, Additionally, the Delegate of China did not Iike the open space in the
third paragraph referring to the unanswered length to time of “probationary membership,” He commented on the EC
proposal by asserting that vessel chartering and quota frading wera beyond the scope of the Working Group mandate and
should be discussed y the Commission, '

.68 The Delegate from Croatia noted that the third paragraph of the 1.8, proposal needed to be clarified to reflect
newly independent states and new states communitics.

6.69 The Observer from Mexico remarked that these two proposals are a “step forward,” and expressed hope that the
praposals could be merged. He indicated concern that the U.5. proposal appeared to exclude new members from access
1o the respurce.

6.70 The Observer from Namibia shared the concern of Mexdco regarding the exclusionacy nature of the relevant
paragraph, which seemed to defeat the spirit of cooperation expressed in international legal instruments and could
potentially cause management problems, The Observer commented that the “real interest” and vessel charigring provisions
of the EC proposal potentially intcrfere with fisherics development by nations, and that he had reservations with the fourth
paragraph of the U. 5, paper because of remaining biological questions. He requested clarification of the issue by the 3CRS
Chairman, '

6.71 The Observer of Turkey expressed reservations with the 1S proposal because of the matter of new member
exclusion, especially given the perception that the long standing members are respansible for ths depleted stock status.
He supporied the need to include the views of Braz! in hoth the US and the EC proposals.

6,72 The Observer from Chinese Taipei suggesizd splitting the list of potential allocation criteria into twa lists, based
on “tangible” and “intangible” factors, to mova the discussion forward and build consensus. The Observer noted thal
historical records could be considered a scientific contribution, since these are important data and waould result in better
management, .

.73 The Observer from Denmark (in respecl of the Faroe Islands) commented that the U.S. proposal sent 2 negative
sigmal to prospective new members, especially since it has no clear membership process even for compliant states. He
expressed the view that the EC praposal was more open in reference to the new member issue. The Observer from
Denmark further stressed the element of dependency on the fishery resources and supported the inclusion of UNIA Article
11 provisions in the EC proposal.

6,74 The Qbserver from CARICOM reminded the meeting that all siates of CARICOM are developing, including small
island states and that many of these Iook forward to future ICCAT membership, He expressed concern that new, previously
complying, members may be excluded from quotas. The Delegatc of CARICOM further reminded the meating that many
states use the vessel chariering as part of their development process and that it can serve to manage over-capacity. The
Obscrver noted that scientific contributions under UN instruments also include social scignces along with the hiological
SCICICES.

6.75 The Observer from Iceland commenied exiensively on the EC proposal and expressed the following concerns:
(1) that these allocation critcria should be applied to all stacks as widely as possible; (2) that the ability of states to provide
scientific data was not equal; (3) that under some circamstances, guota sharing may be effort cfficient; and (4) that vessel
chartering should not be discussed at this meeting, He alsoc was concerned that the allocatien critcria of historic catches
would reward long standing memibers for unsustainable fishing practices. The Detegate of lceland was also concerned that
both papers lacked zeference to the “zonal attachment™ idea despite international precedent and suggested that scientists
discuss data as they become available, The Observer from Iceland also noted that migratory tunas may be a factor because
they prey on local, ron-migratory stocks. He expressed preferenuce for the EC prapasal, but commented that it must contain
a clear reference to Article 11 of the UNIA,

6.76 The Chairman of the SCRS, Dr. Joseph Powers, spoke on some of the biciogical considerations raised during this
meeting. He noted that the stock biomass estimates are inferred from catch data, and that it is nearly impossible to make
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precise predictions of the proporticn of a stock that will be in a pariicular area, especially given the yearly changes in
migratory patierns. Dr. Powers also commented that allocations based on catches from specific areas are feasible from the
perspective that they involve guantifiable data, but that these wonld also changs through time as the migration parterns
shift. Finally, he eapressed concern that using the SCRS {o estimate the percentages of the stock within areas would mean
that the ICCAT SCRS would de facro be making the allocation when using scientific judgements and this would impact
the SCRS process.

6.77 The Delegate from Brazil admitied the bioiogical limitations, but remarked that some data are known and could,
in theary, support area-based management. He noted that the percentage of catches inside and cutside the EEZ are known
by position (Jatitude and longitude) recorded in the logbooks and could be caiculated. This is not meant to separate
biomass by area, but to stress the importance that EEZ has in stock distribution,

6.78 The Observer from Mexico noted that some geographical management measures based on distribetion of biomass
have been adopted and implemented, such as closed areas. The Chair replied that closed nreas are used as a management
tool, not a basis for quota allocation.

6.79 The Chairman summarized the main issues to be discussed further as; vessel chartering, quota trading, “real
interest,” research and scientific data contribaiions given coastal and develaping state limitations, the development of a
two-tiered allocation criteria list along the “tangible” and “intangible” lines, and the sopport expressed for both
“rewarding” and “restrictive” allocation techniques, He charged the Contracting Parties to work together and oy 1o
develop one document by consensus,

6.80 The EC Delegate commented that the hope that such a docoment would emerge may be optimistic given the
coenceptual hurdles o overcome, and suggested informal meetings instead of a drafting group format.

6.81 The U.S, Delegate thanked the participants for their feedback and remarked that there were still fundamental
differences between the basic perspectives of the two papers. The U.S. Delegate reiterated his view that any criteria
accepted should apply to all stocks at the appropriate tine.

6,82 The Delegate from Canada suggested thai the group be carelil before redrafling elements contained in Artficle
11 of the UNIA.

6,83 The Delegate from Venezuela expressed agreement with Canada.

6.84 The Chair noted that while Article 11 may provide a basis for djscuSsion, it was nol nccessary that it be a model
per se of a kst of allocation criteria, .

6,85 There was a suggestion from the Delegate of Panama to hold a structured meeting, but the general consensus was
to decling in faver of the informal meeting format as long as it was inclusive.

6.26 The Chairman expressed appreciation for the previcus work done by the various meeting participants and invited
teports from he Delepates,

6.87 The 1.5, Delegate reported that he did meet with the EC, but that fundamental differences remained regarding
the EC and the US proposals (Appendices 4 and 5 to ANNEX &, respectively). After discussion, the two parties developed
a list of criteria that included the UNLA Article 11 provisions, the historical catch criteria, and other elements. Taxt that
could not be agreed upon at this time in the US proposal were: (item c) on compliance and (item i) on over-exploitation,
(itern h) because of the “small scale fisheries” omission, and paragraph 4 on biological characteristics, as well as the
following itcms in the EC proposal: “fishing traditions,” “dirsct consumption,” and “contrpl mechanisms.™ I was further
aareed that item £ of the 1,8, proposal conld be moved to the chapeau of the agreed document on allocation criteria. The
issues of quota trading and vessel chartering were not agreed wpon pending further clarification, The 11.8. Delegate
supposted that, depending on how the ferm is defined, vassel chartering could be another relevant criterion to consider.

6.88 The Delepate of the EC agreed that this report reflected the discussion from the previous afiernoon,
6.89 The Delepatc of Brazil presented a proposal, developed in conjunction with several other Contracting Parties and

supported by several observer delegations, and introduced some editorial changes (attached as Appendix 6 to ANNEX
6). The Brazilian Delegate called attention to the attempt to build upon previcusly tabled decuments by adding
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clarification to specific suggested allocation criterln. He noted that the mandate of ICCAT demands that all spectes be
included in the new allocation criteria, and provided additional review of the points of the proposal, The Delegate of Brazil
remarked that, in the samc way that the historical catch criterion is important for non-caastal states, the criteria contained
in pavagraph 2 of the proposal are of great importance to coastal slates.

6.90 The Observers from OLDEPESCA and CARICOM supported the Brazilian proposal.

6.91 The Chatrman informed ihe meeting that, after the contacts maintained with different delegations, the most
appropriate way to move forward would be to adopt the report, which would include opening statements, together with
the three proposals (Appendices 4, 5 and 6 to ANNEX 6) that had been discussed during the sessions, as well as the
written clasing statemants that might be presented. This report would then be presanted to the Comumission’s Flenary
Sessian in November, 1599, for furtlier discussion.

6.92 Before opening the floor ta clasing staternents, the Chairman underlined the importance of (he meeting of this
Working Group, not only with respect ta the results obtained, but perhaps more so becanse it was a patont example of
multi-fateral cooperation and commitment by Contracting Parties of ICCAT to work together ta find solutions io the
problems which the Organization has to face and resolve in order to ensurs its conservation and management objectives.

6.93 The willingness of all Parties to pursue this dialogue had permitted concrete results, as made evident by the three
texts discussed, and the fact that although there were still clear differences in positions, there was also 2 discernible
perception that a number of important elements could eventually find consensus.

6,94 The Chairman nated that it would be consistent with this spirit of understanding, dialoguc and compromise for
those Contracting Parties who had lodged objections to ceriain ICCAT recommendaiions to reconsider their decisions,
in the interests of conservation.

6.95 A number of delegations commended the participants for the good results obtained during this mecting,
underlining thai the results achieved had, to a certain extent, exceeded expeclations, and done much in the pursuit of
solutions to the problems faced by ICCAT. Although it was evident that much work would have to be done 1o achieve
future consensus, this meeting was a good example of multi-tateral cooperation and dialopus. '

6.96 The Chairman thanked the Secretariat, the rapporteurs, and the interpreters, as well as all the participants for
their efforts in making this meeting a sucocss.

6.97 Following the Chairman’s address, closing statements were presented by Brazil, the EC, Japan, Morocco, UK
{Overseas Territories), the United States and the Observers from Namibia and CARICOM (attachcd as Appendix 7 to
ANNEX 6),

7. Other matters

‘1.1 No pther matters were discussed.

8, Date and place of next meeting

8.1 Tt was suggested that another mecting of this a4 foc group be held on Saturday, November 13, prior to the opening
of the 1999 Commission Meeting in Brazil. Another opinion was expressed that this report should first be presented to
the Commission Plenary for review and final adoption, Further discussion could take place under the appropriate
Commission Agenda item. In view of these two suggestions, the Chairman asked for written opinions, through the
Secretariat, and indicated that a decision on holding another ad hoc working group meeting will be reached before the
Commission Meeting opens,

9, Adoption of the Report

9.1 The Reporl was reviewed and adopted by the Working Group, with the understanding that changes presented at
the time of adoption would be incorporated and that further changes, of an editorial nature, could be introduced.
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Adjournment

10.1 The meeting of the Working Group on Allecation Criteria was adjourned on Wednesday, June 2, 1999,

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 6

1" MEETING OF THE ICCAT WORKING GROUP ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA
Madrid, Spain - May 31 to June 2, 1999
AGENDA
Opening of the meeting
Adoption of the Agenda
Nomination of Rapporiear
Opening statements
Review of the mandate of the Working Group on Altocation Criteria

Existing international agreements in relation to aflocation criteria and determination and analysis of faciors to be
taken into acconnt when considering new allocation criteria

Other matlers
Date and place of next meeting
Adaoption of the Report

Adjournment
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX 6

i"MEETING OF THE ICCAT WORKING GROUF ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA
Madrid, Spain - May 31 to June 2, 1995

- OPENING STATEMENTS -

OPENING STATEMENT BY THE ETROPEAN COMMUNITY
Mr, Chairman,

The European Community wishes fo thank the government of Spain for hosting this very important meeting, Without
this generons offer, this meeting perhaps would not have taken place.

The Eurcpean Community is very supportive of this working group, In this regard, we certainly wish to contribute
actively 1o the discussions, And, in order to make the upcoming discussions as fruitful as possible, we suggest that regard
be given to the following general principles:

The sustainable management of tuna resources must always constitiie the abjective of ICCAT. This objective should
always be borne in mind during the discussions of the working proup.

-- The problem at issue is very complex, and all relevant elements must be carefully examined. We should therefore
favor a general approach, comprising all zelevant clements. This should result in a packape of criteria, apreed by all
Contracting Parties,

-~ In this package we should iry 1o strike a 1easonable balance batween the interests of countries traditionaily involved
in funa fisheries and the legitimale aspirations of other countrics to develap their Ashing activity.

The package should alsp reflect the necessary balance of rights and obligations between Coastal Statcs and those
States fishing in the High Seas.

-- The contribution of ICCAT and its Contractng Parties to the conservation and management of the tuna stocks
consttute a very important asset, which must be siressed and taken into consideration in the definition of allocation
criteria.

This exercise may be difficult and may take some time to conclude, but we should not be discouraged by the difficulties,
The future of tuna fisheries and that of this very organizatica demand that we come te a reasonable agreement, acceptable
to all Parties, on this fundamentat question,

OPENING STATEMENT BY JAPAN

At the ontsat, Japan reiterates its commitment to continued utmost cocperation, within the framework of ICCAT and
in bilateral association with respective nations, for the affective canservation and management of all tuna rescurces in the
entire Atlantic. We are very well aware that ICCAT member nations and other members of the international community
see and expect Japan to continue taking corsiructive imitialives not anly 1o act as a responsible fishing nation but also ta
make ICCAT hecawme a type of salient regional tuna management organization which other tuna management organizations
wish to follow, For these reasans, we have established strict domestic measures to implement cach and every conservation
and management measura which was adopted by ICCAT,

The issuc of establishment of TAC for respective tuna species and subsequent naticnal allocation is, of course, one of
the most sipnificant ICCAT conscrvation and management measures. Japan fully recognizes the dissatisfaction and
frustration on the part of not a few member nations that past [CCAT practices of determining national allocations were
mainly and sometimes in their words, solely based on historical catch. We also understand tiat this practice would inevitably
work disadvantagenasly to the interest not only of new comers but also of existing member nations which did not participate
actively in tuna fisheries in the past but wish to develop them in the future. Japan has not been and will not be blind to their
causes and quests. This is exactly why Japan supported at the last Commission mesting the establishment of this Working
Group for which we are here, We assure you all Japan's active and constructive participation in the discussion.
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At the same time, Japan wishes to sincerely request that those nations which complain that the current allpcation praciice
is unfair and aliege that the current resource problents were caused by developed member nations sec the other side of coin.
I the face of the need for very stringent conszivation measures adopied by ICCAT and subsequent sharp reduction in the
amount of fish available ta them, it is also undonbtedly true that those members with substantive past fishing history
contributed to scientific study of ICCAT quna resources with significant budgetary burdens, complied with ICCAT
reguiaticns and suffered much from the conseguences, Ido noi think, therafgre, that crilicizing the current ICC AT atlgoation
practices only and demanding give-away from the currentiy active fishing participants would Iead to any equitable solutions,

Having said these points, I naw wounld Like to touch on some aspects relating to the terms of reference of this Working
Group,

1 As the Resolution adopted ai the last year's ICCAT meeting cleariy stipnlates, the main terms of raference of this
Working Group is "To analyze and consider recommending criteria for quota allocation”. Japan considers that the
instruction given by the Commission to this Working Group is general in nature so that, based on whatever guideline and
factors to be taken into consideration in making national allocntion which this Working Group has agreed and is
subsequently approved by the Commission, respective Panels must follow these guidelines and factors in actmaily
recommending concrete national allocations, In other words, it is not this Working Group but Panels which should apply
criteria for respeciive species in accordance with whatever agreed-on guidelines or factors. The reason is simple, Respective
Panels are best suited for dealing with allocation matters in light of biclogical characteristics and stock conditien of
Tespective tuna species as well as medes of fishery operations of respective member nations,

2 For the sams reason, it is neither realistic nor workable if we are ta agree on any simple allocation criteria which will
be applicable 1o all ICCAT species. Variance in biological featurs, modes of fishery patterns and diversity of participanis
in relation to respective tana species will not allow for strict universal application of a single set of allecation critexia.

3 ‘When we agree on guidelines and factors to be taken into account in making allocation, priuﬁu’zing and weighting
each factor should be, if necessary, discussed at respective Panels for the reasons as stated before,

4 Japan can not sapport the concept of prefercntial right to be pranted to the coastal state in the atlocation of bighly
migratory species, in particular, Such concept is not seen in any existing international legal instrument and, in our view,
not palatable to the spirit of international cooperation for the conservation and managemeni of highly migratory specics
which migrate indiscriminately within national jursdiction and on the high seas.

5 Wiih respect to participatory right of new members, we are fully cognizant of the criteria stipulated in Arlicle 11 of
the UN Fish Stock Agreement, We would like to remind you of the first item in that Article, that is the status of the siock
concerned. Tn a real world, this factor is morg critical, In a situation where existing members suffer from significant loss
of allocation for depleted species, it is questionable in theory and reality if we allocate some pie automatically to any new
COINErs, :

On the other issue not directly but indirectly related to the altocation issue, Japan is deeply concerncd that during the
last single yearwe observed that as many as 4 member nations had lodged objecticns to the ICCAT Recommendations which
had been adopted in the Commission by consensus. While Japan fully recognizes the right of each Contracting Party under
the Convention, it cannot see the act of objecting as a light issue, In other international fora, Japan made and has maintained
shjections to the decisions of these organizations. But we did so becanse we thought their decisions were in violation of the
Conventions themselves or fotally lacked scientific justification. We did not objsct simply because their decision were so
damaging to our inierest. In the past, ICCAT made several decisions which conld have cinsed destructive effects on cur
industry. For example, the 3.2 kg minimum size regulation for yellowfin tuna made our government withdraw the Japanese
polc and line flest from the Atlantic in the mid 70's, In 1982, ICCAT drastically reduced Japan's quota of western Atlantic
bluefin luna from previous annual ¢atch of 3,771 to 305 tons. In neither case did Japan choosc te abject since we could not
dismiss certain element of science backing these measures and since we thought aur government should not act as a puppet
of ear industry. The Recommendations in question which were objected by some members were the culmination of arduous
negotiations and efforts within ICCAT and werc once again adopted by consensus, I simply would like to register our
delegation’s strong concern that should objections proliferate for ICCAT decisions, it would only work to weaken the
credibility of ICCAT,

Lastly, Japan sincerely hopes that the discussion in the threc days' Working Group will deepen mutual understanding
among Contracting Parties and between Contracting Parties and Non-Contracting Parties in a good spirit and in no way go
to the direction of conflict and mistrust among us, The latter wonld merely diminish the effectivencss of ICCAT as a
responsible fishery organization and aggravate its problems facing us such as flag-of-conveniance vessels' operations and
other iliepal, unreported and unrepulated fishcries,

Thank you for your patience in listening to my statement which is quite lenpthy.
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OPENING STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
Mir. Chairman, Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and Genilemen:

It is a pleasure to se¢ everyone again so soon after our very productive fall ICCAT meeting. I would like to take this
apporiuaity (o thank the Executive Secretary and the members of his staff for their, as usual, outstanding work In otganizing
and supporting this very important meeting. We could not do what we do without you.

The United States is looking forward to a productive three day session. We would like to have a very open and frank
dialopue at this working group meeting, We are very interested in hearing the views of other parties on the issue at hand.

Allocation matters are among the mast difficult that any management body can address. While the United States supports
ihe initiative of Iooking at allocation needs of developing counries, at the same time we are very aware of the delicale
balance of thase countries that have pioneered the ICCAT fisheries.

Tunas, swordfish and other highly migratory figh species covered by the ICCAT Convention are special creatures, Given
the migratory nature of thege amimals, international cooperation is critical if they are to be conserved and managed
effectively throughout their range. Relevant international instraments recognize this fact and call on states to cooperate in
the management of these speciesin erder to maintain or resiore their populations to maximum sustainable vield levels. These
same instruments speak generaily to the needs of historical fisheries and caastal fishing communities, the special
roquirements of developing states, the right of states 1o fish on the high seas as well as the needs of those hiph seag fishing
stales, '

The drafters of the ICCAT Convention understood that tuna and tuna-like fishes do not respect boundaries, and the
Convention does not draw a distinction between the high seas and waters within the jurisdiction of states. The Convention
applies to all waters of the Atlantic Ocean and adjacent seas equally for catch reporting, scientific research matters, and
conservation measures, suck as the determination of total alowable caiches. These issues do not, of course, touch en the
question of junisdiction or access--which is solely within the prerogative of the coasial staie, There can be no other way to
ensure effective conservation and management of highly migratory species,

ICCAT has never before taken a comprehensive look at the quota allocation issug. In the past, the primary basis for
making allocation decisions among existing members, as in other international fisheries conventions, has heen histarical
catch. That is not te say that other factors cannot or should not be taken into account when determining allocations, but it
is not realistic to expect significan! deviation from historical catch, particularly if this would cause exiensive termination
of existing fishing operations. While, not yet in force, the U N. Apreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highty Migratory
Fish Stocks, Article 11, gives some guidance relative to the participatory rights of new members to a fisheries management
organization. These criteria, as well as some others, may also be relevant for allpcations among current members. We
believe relevant allocation criteria that should be included are:

1 The status of the TSEOUICE;
2 Historical caich;

3 The contribution and ccoperation of the ICCAT meruber with respect to the ICCAT conservation program, including
¢ooperation in scientific research and data collection;

4 The record of compliance with ICCAT's conservation program,

5 The economic importance of the fishery to the ICCAT member, including the importance of minimizing economic
dislocations;

6 The importance of enswring equitable fishing opportunities;

7 The respective dependence of the coastal states and the states fishing on the high seas on the stocks concerned.

In summary, we must seek an appropriate balance of the needs of the parties to this organization sc that, consistent with
the puidance provided by other international insoruments and with the objective of the Convention, we can maintain or
restare the stocks under our purview to atfow for maximum sustainable catch. The work of this hody will be central ta this
task, The challenge ¢that faces us is significant; we must meet it squaraly.

1 wish everyone a productive meeting. Thank you.
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OPENING STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM ICELAND

Iceiand is pleased to parficipate in this meeting of the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria, Iceland has
attended the annual meetings of ICCAT, as an observer, since 1993,

The economy of Iceland is overwhelmingly dependent on the exploitation of living maring resources. The presence of
bluefin tuna in Icelandic waters has long been known, tuna being occasionally caught as a by-catch in another fishery.

In 1994, fishing confirmed the presence of exploitable concentrations of bluelin tuna in areas adjacent to the Icelandic
EEZ, This has led to increased interest of our fishing industry in exploiting this resource, So far, one Icelandic vessel has
participated in this fishery, both inside and ontside the Icelandic EEZ,

By apreements between the Icelandic Marine Research Institute and a Japancse cosipany, Japanese vessels have
conducted research fishing for bluefin tuna in the Icelandic EEZ. This research fishing has been nnder the supervision of
the Icciandic Marine Research Institute. The primaty purpose of the research was to gather information on the migration
patterns of bluefin tuna in relation to environmental faciors and to collect biolopical and ecological information on the
stock, including samples for genetic analysis. Icelandic observers were stationed on-board each vessel. The result is that we
now know that there are large exploitable schools of bluefin tuna in our waters, This research will be continued,

Over the last few years, there has been increasing concern about the state of the bluefin stock. As a coastal state, Iceland
shares this concern. Therefors, Teeland has chosen to contribute to the conservation of this stock by denying requests received
from vessels flying the flags of several countries to enter Icelandic posis for the purpose of landing bluefin tuna.

We welcome the opportunity to participate in this meeting and contribute to the dialogue, In this dialogue, we assume
that due regard will be given to the righis and interests of coastal states, as stipulated by established internstionzl law and
further supperted by recent developments in international law and contemporary practice in regional fsheries management
organizations and arrangements.

’

OPENING STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM NAMIBIA |
Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delsgates;

On behaif of the Namibian delegation, I would like alsa to express aur gratitde to the ICCAT Secratariat for making
all the necessary arranpements o0 make this meeling possible,

Namibia s fully commitied to the management and viilization of the ocean marine tiving resources on a sustainable
basis,

Namibia is participating in this ICCAT Worldng Group for four main reasons:

1 As one of the sponsors of the Resolution on Allocation Criteria that was passed al the ICCAT meeting last yeaf in
Santiago de Campostela,

2 Asanation and people whose fufure ta a large extent is dependent on the long-term conservation and suslainable use
of fish resources of the scmtheast Atlantic Ocesn, including the tuna resources.

3 The Government of Namibia is now a signatory to the [CCAT Convention and s in the process or armngmg for the
ratification.

4 As a coastal fishing state, the Namibian tuna industzy is in its infancy in the medinm to long-term praspects,

Mr, Chairman, it should be noted that Mamibia would never have joined ICCAT if it were not for the anticipated
ratification and subsequent implementation of the UN, Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stacks {UNIA) which, in our apinion, would result in mach fairer sharing arrangements of the high seas resources,

It is our view that the key principles that should guidse conssrvation of this issue of quota allocation for tunas are thoss
pui forward in relevant international legal frameworks, in particular, UNCLOS and the UNTA. Althongh the TINIA is not
vet in force, its ratification by the required majority is eminent.

Mr. Chairman, Namibia strongly believes that this meeting constitutes a fundamental step towards achieving fairness,
and we are commitied to workipg together in our efforts to achieve this end,
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OPENING STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM TURKEY

Onbehalfof the Turkish Delegation, we are gratefil to attend this very important meeting on aliocation criteria of bluefin
tuna. We express our thanks to ICCAT and the organizer of this meeting,

Turkey, with a coastline of about 8,300 km on four seas, has modern and efficicnt boats with an liistortcal catch of bluefin
tuna smce any ycars ago, is ready as in the future to cumply fully with the ICCAT regulations.

~ Turkey has been carrying out intensive research on tunas in Twrkish waters for many years and has also been
collaborating with EU, U.8, ard Japanese research institutions for many years,

We are confident the rights of the Coastal states fishing bluefin tuna in their waters will ba respected,

Bearing in mind that Turkey’s economty is dependent on Atlantic bluefin tuna, we strongly hope that this meeting will
aciuwa a consensus and will draw attent.mn to the problems of the coastal states fishing tuna stocks in their waters.

OPENING STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM THE ORGANIZATION FOR FISHERY DEVELOPMENT
(OLDEPESCA)

The Conference of Ministers of the Latin American Organization for Fishery Development (OLDEPESCA), has reviewed
the Resolution by the International Camumission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) which created the Working
Group on Allocation Criteria, which is to meet in Madsid between May 31 and June 2, 1999.

The Council of Ministers considered that the current rules of intcrnational law recognize the precminence of the rights
and interests of the coastal states to assurc the conservation and utitization of the straddlin g and highly migratory fish stacks
in the zones under their national jurisdiction and adjacent high seas. '

[1 dlso Gonsidered that this preeminence resulis from the existing close relationship between the aforementioned stocks
of fist and the conditions of the eco-systems in the areas under the jurisdiction of the coastal states, as well as the relation
between those species and others depending an or asscciated with them, from which emanates an authority not subject to
the fact that such states are or are not expleiting the resourcas in question,

The Council of Ministers of OLDEPESCA further considered that these faciors should be reflected in the assignment
of catch quotas in the framework of the urgamzamns and regional and sub-regional fishery management arrangements
¢stablished or which are established in this region,

The Conacil of Minisiers of OLDEPESCA resolved the following in its Resolution Mo, 170-CM-99, which was signed
in Lima, Peru on April 30, 1999,

To recommend that the competent anthorities of the Member States review the following principles that should be
applied, among others, in the management of fisheries of the stocks of straddling fish and stocks of highly migratory fish
in high seas areas of the region:

a) The coastal states have the right and the responsibility to develop fishing, both within the areas under their nationat
jurigdiction, as well as the high scas areas adjacent to them, in a manner that assures the conservation and
management of the siraddling fish stock and the high migratory fish stocks, to the effect that the measures that are
adopted by the organizations or sub-regional or regional agreements of fisheries management should respect the
recognized preferential status in favor of those states, '

b) Subsistence, artisanal and small-scale fishing should receive preferential treatment,

¢) The increase in the catch guotas of the coastal states, including new ICCAT members, should be given, in a gradual
manner, from the equivalent reduction in the quotas of the states with the major historical catches.

Appendix 4 to ANNEX 6

PROPOSAL BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
ON ELEMENTS FOR ALLOCATION CRITERIA
Thecriteria to be agreed npon are to be applied on a case by case basis, for futare aliocation of non-allocated stocks.

For species already subject to an allocated TAC, applying emsnng keys combined with a copperation gquoia for new-
comers in the fishery (contracting Parties and cooperating non«contraciing Partics).

108



1583 WG ALLOCATION CRITERIA

Access to guotas should be reserved to those Parties qualified as having a real interest in the fishery. This real interest
should include inter alia 1he capacity to implement conservation measures, and should exclude quota trading and vessel

chartering.

In this contexi, the following criteria can be examined but not in priority order

oL O

~h

— & gim

m

The status of the fish stocks and the existing level of fishing effort in the fishery

The respective interests, fishing patterns and fishing practices of new and existing members or participants
The respective contributions of new and existing members or participants to conservatien and management of
the stocks, to the collection and provision of accurate data and to the conduct of scientific research on the stocks
The needs of coastal fishing communities which are dependent mainly on fishing for the stocks

The needs of coastal states whose econoimies are overwhelmingly dependent on ihe exploitation of living marine
TES0UTCES.

Theinterests of developing siates from the subregion or régton in whose areas of national jurisdiction the stocks
alse ooour,

Historical catches

Fishing effort limitations

Tnierests of artisanal and subsistence fsherics

Contribution to the establishment of control mechanisms

The nead to minimize cconomic dislocation in states whose fishing vessels havs habitually fished in the zone
Dependence from the fshery {or direct domestic consumption

Fishing traditions

Once the list of critedia is agreed upon, a second phase should try to agiee on o common interpratation of these criteria.
Furthermore, the implementation of the criteria will require agreemeni on such questions as possible weightings, reference
periods, duration of the allocation keys, ete, Biological characteristics of tha stocks and geographic particularities may also
be taken into account,

Appeadix 5 fo ANNEX 6

PROPOSAL BY THE UNITED STATES
ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

New Contracting Parties

1 Asa general matter, new ICCAT members should not expect ta receive allocations of a stock that is over-sxploited. If
catch quatas are increasing, an appropriate allocation may be considered for new members. New members must be able
to demonstrate an ability to ensure compliance with ICCAT recommendations (including monitoring and reporting)
before any allocation can be considered.

Nou-Contracting Parties/Cooperating Paxties/Fishing Entities

2 Asa general matier, catch allocations should not be made to ron-¥CCAT parties. ICCAT Cooperating Farties, Entities,
or Fishing Entities may fish parsuant to catch limits established by ICCAT. Catches by non-parties should be reported
to ICCAT and taken into account in stock assessments and in establishing the allowable catch levels for ICCAT
mesnbers.

Current Contracting Pnrties

¥

3 [For parties that have been ICCAT members for [ ] years,] the allocation of catch quotas shonld be considered on a case-
by-case basis, according to each fishery under consideration, and should be made taking into account a munber of factors,
including ¢not in priority order):

Ao oR

The status of the resource relabve to maxamum sustainable catch;

Historical catches; .

The record of compliance with ICCAT's conservation and management recommendations;

The contribution 2nd cooperation: of the ICCAT member with respect to ICCAT's conservation and management
of the steck, including cooperation in scientific researcl and data menitoring, collection and reporting,

The economit importance of the fishery to the ICCAT member, including the importance of mininaizing cconomic
dislocations;
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Lot vz

The importance of ensuring equitable fshing opportunilies for all members;

The respective dependence of the coastal siates and the states fishing on the high seas on the stocks concerned,
The extent to which fisheries are fished by subsistence, artisanal, or small-scale fishermen; and

The extent to which states have contributed to over-exploitation of the stocks due to their failure to abide by
ICCAT’s conservation program (TAC, minimum size recommendations).

4 If appropriate te the fishery under consideration, the allocationt of catch guotas in accordance with paragraph 3 should
take into account the biological characteristics of the stocks, and the relationships between il distribution of the stocks,
ths fisheries, and the geographical particularities of the region concerned, including the extent to which the stocks oceur
and are fished in areas under national jurisdiction and on the high seas,

Appendix 6 to ANNEX 6

PROPOSAL BY BRAZIL
ON ELEMENTS FOR ALLOCATION CRITERIA
(Supported by Moracco, Libya, Panama, South Africa, Veneznela and Uruguay)

1 Catch allocation should be considered on a case-by-case basis, according to each fishery under consideration and should
take into account the following factors and criteria:

a

b

h

— Rty s

With respect to new Contracting Parties to ICCAT and new cooperating non-Contracting Parties / Entities / Fishing
Entities, the statns of the fish stocks and the existing level of fishing effort in the fishery,

The respective interestand fishing practices of new and existing Contracting Parties or copperating non-Contracting
Parties / Entities / Fishing Entities;

The respective contributions of new and existing members or cooperating non-Contracting, Parties / Entities /
Fishing Entifies to conservation and management of the stacks, to the collection and provision of accurate daia and
1o the conduct of scientific research on the stocks, taking loto acconat their relative capacity in this respect;

The record of compliance with ICCAT's comservation and management recommendations, inciuding the
contribition to the adoption of legal measnrss aimed at the establishment of control mechanisms,

The needs and Ashing traditions of coastal communities that are dependent mainly en fishing of the stocks;

The needs of coastal states whose economies are overwhelmingly dependent on the exploitation of living marine
TCSONICES;,

The interests of developing states of the sub-region or region in whose areas of national jurisdiction the stocks also
aceur,

The potentisl social and economic contribution of the fisheries to developing coastal siates, particularly in small
island developing states

Historical catches;

The extent to which members or cooperating non-Contracting Parties / Entities / Fishing Entities have contributed
to overexploitation of the fish stocks in the Convention area;

Interests of subsistence, artisanal or small scale fisheries;

The necd {0 minjmize economic disruptions in states whose fishing vessels have fshed in the hiph seas of the
Convention area,

The importance of ensuring squitabie fishing epportunitics for all Contracting Parties or cooperating non-
Contracting Parties / Entitiss / Fishing Entities;

2 Catch allocation shonld fully take into account the relationships between the distribution of the stocks, the fisheries, and
the peographical characteristics of the repion concerned, including the extent to which the stocks occur or are fished in
areas under national jurisdiction and the high seas.

i In applﬁng the factors and criteria above-listed, it is understood that the Commission should take into account such
questions as possible weightings, reference periods, duration of the allocations, among others.

4 The mechanism {or catch allecation should include the establishment of cooperation guotas for new Contracting Parties
or ceoperating non-Contracting Parties / Entities / Fishing Entities and should exclude practices leading to non-
utilizatien of quotas by the members to which the quota has been assigned, such as quota trading,

NOTE: This proposal was also supported by e Observers fram Belize, Colombia, Faroe [slands, Guetemala, lceland, Mexico,
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Appendix 7 to ANNEX 6
— CLOSING STATEMENTS -

CLOSING STATEMENT BY BRATIL

The Brazilian Delegation expressed congratelations to all the Centracting Parties and Observers that participated in this
meeting. The resnlts attained at this Working Group did more than iry to identify new allocation criteria for the distribution
of quotas of tuna and tuna-like fishes in the Atlantic Ocean. It also represented a practical exercise for negotiation and the
ackmowledgment of rights as well as a compromise for the sustainability of renewable resourges. These are fundamentally
important elemenis to maintain the equilibrium of fish stocks. Fven more, these results represent a strengthening of [CCAT
as 4 very important internatonal organization for the tuna fishery in the future, from an ecanomic standpoint,

We would like 1o thank all delegations that worked together to achieve a proper documeant in respect to global rights.
We wonld also like to thank all those that supporied the document, We believe that a paper was prepared that incorporated
important elements from the drafts prepared by the EC and the United States, with some adjnstment for our bebiefs and
opinions, that conld give way to a faurth document of consensus. All Parties worked to reach an agreement. Some elements
have not been agreed upon, but as a whole, a ot was achieved.

CLOSING STATEMENT BY THE EUROPEAN COMMINITY

The European Community wishes to congratulate all the participants in this Working Group, The European Community
is pleased with the progress achieved during these discussions and the constructive interventions of all the Parties.

These results and the degree of progress are positive in itseif and notable in comparison to the parallet wark carried onl
within the framework of ather organizations such as North Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFQ) and the Maulti-lateral
High Level Conference on the Conservation and Manapsment of Highly Migratory Fish Stock in the Western and Central
Pacific (MLHC).

The three documents that have been presented represent an imtporant contribution which demonstrates the agreement
of scine positions, but also the existence of differences,

Today has been & time of reflection rather than compromise and we should continue our discussions.

The Community wishes to be conslrﬁcﬁve and will show proof of flexibility on some points in order to arrive at an
equitable compromise.

The progress achieved shows the degree of cooperation that exists within ICCAT and the will of the Partics 1o atlain the
consensual results in order to protect the conservation of the stocks and the future of [CCAT

CLOSING STATEMENT BY JAPAN

We appreciate the constructive efforts of those delegations in presenting the Brazilien proposal o incorporate many
clements of the proposals and active discussions during the last two sessions. There is no doubt as to the faithfulness and
gagerness on the part of the drafters of this document to reach a solntion acceptable to ail. Having said this, however, does
not imply that Japan can go along with the content and spirit embodisd in this document.

[n arder to avoid any misunderstanding of the words of my statement earlicr, it scems appropriate and helpful to reiterate
again the Japanese hasic position on this very important issuc.

1 The recognition on the part of Japan of the complaints and frusteation shared by some members and nos-merabers
with regard to the current allocation practice does not mean in any way that Japan iz wiiling to accepl a situation
whersby any future allocation scheme and practices will deviate ton much from the current practices and subsequent
results therefrom, The stability and acconntability of ICCAT as a responsible fishery organization stem mainly,
though not entirely, from a perceplion on the part of existing member natians (hat their fishing operatians in
conformity with ICCAT regulations will be forcsecable and stable in the fiture. With that perception, have they
contributed 1o making ICCAT a salient regional fiskery arganization canserving and managing tuna resources in the
Atlantic, by conducting scientific research with budgetary burden, compiling fishery and biological data for several
dacades and complying with the ICCAT reguiations. Fewards to be given to these exdsting members in the quata
allocation can not and shonld not be diminished easily simnly becanse we come to have more players in the field.

111



. ICCAT REPORT, 19298-39 (1)}

2 The best and prabably the only way to measnre the practice and contribution of existing members and 1o evaluate the
reward to be granted to thein is to give substantial weight to the historical catch record abeve other various allocation
key factors we may agree on. Japan insists on this point. Failing to give such gnidance from the Commission and
providing just 2 numerons shopping list would just make crucial negotiations on actual nusmbers al respective Panels
stray into muddy and ungnided seas.

3 We ar¢ not deating with tuna resources which have been little or light exploited, All of these are fully exploited and
some are even over-gxploited. In reality, we canmot afford in this situation (o prant generously a substantial pic to
newcomers without sacrificing the rewards which have rightfully been granied to the existing member nations for
the sake of their past and current fishery practices and contributions, This is another justification for giving
substantial weight to historical catch record in the allocation scheme.

4 Japan does not see it appropriate to apply the elements of Article 11 of the UN Straddling Fish Stocks Agreement
(UNLA) as they are to those element to be used for allocation among existing members. Article 11 of the UNIA deals
with participatory rights to new members only. The UNIA is silent on the scheme of allocation among existing
members, The fact that those elements as incorporated imto Article 11 are tilted toward the interest of coastal states

cannot be used for arguing that similar interest should prevall in the allocation scheme to be used among existing
members.

Regarding some specific points in the Brazilian proposal, the following are our preliminary observations:

-- Is it appropriate to treat the interests of cooperating non-meimbers in 4 manner equal to those of members? This
question can be further studied at a later stage.

— Four ¢lements as stipulated in items (), (£), (g), () in the Brazilian proposal refers only to the interests of either
coastal states or developing states while all other elements apply to all nations equally. For the reasons stated in point
4 abovc, it lacks balance of interests among nattons concerned and Japan cannot accept this way of imhalance,

-~ Paragraph 2 of the proposal seems to recapilulate a cerfain UNTA Article and, if so, is short of one crucial element,
i.e. "biological characteristics of the stocks", This element seems indispensable since we are dealing with highly
migratory species which have special biological characteristics.

Onthe question of the objections which some members lodged, we see the issue in a similar Line to which the Chairman
alluded, With reasons for the objections in question heing aBegedly linked to the allocation of particular species to those
member nations, we believe it is incongruous te negotiate an allocation key scheme while maintaining the objections.

Tapan's readiness to discuss a new aliocation scheme is based on its belief that any existing guota arrangement in force
remains unchanged until its expiration date.

CLOSING STATEMENT BY MOROCCO

The Delegation of Morocco congratulates the Chairman for leading the discussions of onr Working Group and all the
Parties for their efforts that they have shown.

Morocco considers that the results of the Working Group constitute a platform and & desire that a consgnsus could be
adopted through an intermediate meeting of this Working Group prior to the work of tire next Commissiort.

Morocco emphasizes that [ICCAT's strength lics in the interest which the different Parties accord to our organization.
In this respect, it would be wiser to encourage the adkerence of new parties,

Therefoie, it is desirable that ICCAT arrive at an equitable guota allocation scheme that guarantees the interests of the

different parties and that, with a view towards avoiding that the ICCAT recommendations are the object of reservations and
ohjections,

CLOSING STATEMENT BY THE UNITED KINGDOM (Overseas Territories)
The United Kingdom, in respect of its Overseas Tetritories participating i ICCAT, fully supporls the establishment of

this Warldng Group on Allocation Criteria and is grateful to you, Mr. Chatrman, for ail participants, both ICCAT
Contracting Parties and observers, for their contributions o constructive discussion this week.
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There are now five United Kingdom Overseas Territories which participate in ICCAT; Bermuda, Anguilla, Turks and
{aicos Islands, §t. Helena and its dependancics of Tristan da Conha and Ascension island, and the Falldand Islands, These
different territorics have among them interests in both the exiting ICCAT allocations and in appropriate provision to enable
future entrants to ICCAT fisherigs to develop such fisheries in 2 manner folly compatible with ICCAT recommendations.

G We have made a good start this week and look forward to further productive discussion of the issues bafore this Working
roup,

CLOSING STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES

A5 1 noted in my earlier statement, the United States feels that the resulis of this meeling exceeded our expeciaiions. We
are convinced that this was duc to the bard work of numerous delegations, as well as the leadership of our Chairman. in
particular, we pay our respect to the delegates of the EC and Hrazil, who snhmitted documents. The Tinited States wishes
1o emphasize its view that the now allocation criteria should apply to future allocation after the existing agresments expire,
We alsa want 1o reiterate that, of the many important allocation criteria, the three most important in-our view are the status
of the stocks (relative to MSC), the record of compliance, and historical catches. The United States re-emphasizes our
concern that, in most cases, patential new entrants to ICCAT should not expect to receive allocations of stocks that are
alrsady over-fished, Fma]ly, we rontind our fellow delegations secking guidance on the a]locanon tssuc from relevant
internatonal instruments that they should take into account the entire text of these agreements, which indeed attempts to
strilce a balance between various user groups - coastal vs, high seas, developing vs. developed, artisanal'vs, large scale. As
we progress lowards our poal of reviewing ICCATs criteria for qunla allacation, we expect that those members who had
filed ohjections to previous ICCAT recommendations recognize that these objections arc incongment with the spirit and
purposs of these discussions. We look forward to the opportunity to continuc this discussion, and reiterate our commitment
to continuing this important diafogue. Wa remain convinced that this debate is critical to the future of ICCAT, We again
wish Lo thank the ICCAT Secretarial as well as our hosts,

CLOSING STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM NAMIBIA

Namibia appreciates the efforts that have been made to refortu the system of quota allocations dnd comiments the progress
that has been made in identifying the new criterin, Namibin believes that the fature approaches must see a balance in the
relationship thai would reflect a grealer respect for the rights and interests of coastal states in whose waters these resources
occur, especially where developing states are involved.

The new process shonld provide for apportunity for developing caastal states o increase their participation, Clearly where
fisheries are fully exploited, any increase in catches by developing coastal states must be balanced by reductions in catches
b}' other states, especially developed states outside the region.

It is Namibia's position that any coastal state in whose watecs the stocks ocour hias a real interest in the fishery,

Namibia recognizes the positions expressed by other participants, rowcver, we would like to stress owr expectations that
there showld be a new and fair system of criteria for alipcation established in accordance with accepted international legal
agreements,

This would above all ensure the long-term conservalion and sustainable use of the resources.

In closing, the Namibian dslsgation would like to express iis sincere appreciation to the ICCAT Secretarat, the
Government of Spain, and all participants for makdng this historic Madrid meating a constructive ore,

I ihank you.

CLOSING STATEMENT BY THE. OBSERVER YROM THE CARIBBEAN COMMUNITY {CARICOM)

CARICOM fully supports the cstablishment of an ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria, trusting that it reflects
ICCAT's ability to respond 1o the varying needs and interests of all tuna-harvesting countrics of the Atlantic, and ICCAT’s
recognition of, and desite to put into effect, the important principles of major world fisheries agreements.

CARICOM wislies to confinm its interest in pariicipating in the activities of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria,
so that its Member States are able to secure and maintain equitable shares of the tuna resources and to access these resources
for varions uses. CARICOM countries recognize that there are provisions in support of the special neads of developing
countries and the sovereign rights of coastal states in intcrnational fisheries apreements such as the 1982 United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), the 1995 U.N. Agreement for the Implementation of the Provisions of the
United Nations Convention oa the Law of the Sca of 10 December 1982, relating to the Conservation and Management of
Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Mipratory Fish Stocks, and other international instrumeats, In consequence, CARICOM
countries request that their interests and needs as devclopmg countrics, countrics with developing fisheries, and their
sovereign rights as coastal stales, be noted by ICCAT, and be given due consideration at the fitst and all subseq_uenl meelings
of the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria.
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REPORTS OF SUBSIDIARY BODIES

ANNEX 7

REPORT OF THE 8™ MEETING OF THE PERMANENT WORKING GROUP
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF ICCAT STATISTICS
AND CONSERVATION MEASIIRES (PWG)

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The Permanent Working for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures (PW{) met af the
Hotel Rio Othon Palace in Ria de Taneiro, Brazil, on the occasion of the 16™ Regular Meeting of the Commuission, The
meeting was opened by the PWG Chairman, Mr. 1. Pulvenis (Venezuela),

2. Adoption of Agenda and appointment of rapporteur

2.1 The Tentative Agenda, circulated in advance of the mesting, was modified slightly, Following the introduction
of these changes, the Agenda was adopted and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 7,

2.2 Mr. R. Howarth (United States) served as rapporteur.

3. Status of implementation of [CCAT Recommendations adopted by the Commission relative to the Bluefin Tuna
Statistical Document

3.1 The Assistant Executive Secretary presented Document COM-SCRS/99/10, a compendium of the texts of the
management recommendations and resolutions as adopted by ICCAT which are currently in force or which have a direct
bearing on current measures, He explained that all the recommendations and resolutions adopted in the past have been
assigned numbers to identify the year in which the measares were adopted and to facilitate referencing, It was noted that
this compendinm will shortly replace the previous campendium on the ICCAT web site. Document COM-SCRS/99/10
also included an historical summary of ICCAT s conservation and management measures which should te considered
informal and merely serves as a quick reference. This Table summarizes the year of implementation, quetas, catch limits
and other management measures, as well as the assigned reference number.

3.2 The Permanent Working Group was reminded of the provision of the ICCAT Resolution on the Inierpretation and
Application of the Bluefin Toma Statistical Document (Ref: 94-4), whereby it is the responsibility of the Contracting
Parties 1o fransmit information to the Secretariat (not direcily to the importing countries) on the validation of the BTSDs
{inclnding original signatures and seals of validators), which will in turn ba transmitted to the importing countries, Such
information should be maintained up to date so as to avoid any delay in the movement of bluefin tuna products. Dacument
COM/39/2]1 provides a summary of information currently available in the Secretariat files for both Contracting and non-
Contracting Parties.

3.3 The Working Group noted that Japan and the United States had provided biannmual reports on the BTSDs they
received tn 1998 and in 1be case of Japan, from January, 1998, up to June 1999, In 1998, Japan collected 9,061 BTSDs,
accompariying 11,617 MT of biuefin imports, of which 4,985 documents or 1,537 MT were from non-coniracting pariics,
entities and fishing entities. It was noted that no bivefin documents validated by Belize, Honduras or Pantama had been
received in recent years, while substantial amounts of bluefin tuna had been imported from Equatorial Guinga and Turkey
through Tune, 1999, and from Guinea (Conakry) at Ieast until 1998, Japan reported that the validation of re-exportation
of biuefin tuna bad cemimenced, in accordance with the 1997 Recommendation Concerning the Implemeniation af the
ICCAT Bluefir Tura Statistical Docwinent Program on Re-Export (Ref: 97-4).

3.4 Tt was brought to the attention of Working Group that 13 MT of bluefin tuna, originating from a vessel registered

1o 8t. Vincent and leased by Brazil, had been imported to Japan accompanicd by a BTSD validated by Brazil. It was
clarified that the vessel was fishing under a charter agreement for Brazil and the fishing operations of this vessel were
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controlied by the Brazilian Government to the same extent as the Brazilian national fleet, The discussions reflected that
such problem was not foreseer, when the scheme was first drafted. The BTSD Program provides that validation must be
done by the flag state of the harvesting vessel. A suggestion was made that the current regime be modified to allow
countries ieasing vessels to validate Dluefin tuna caught by such vassels, However, at the same time, the Working Group
considered that great care should bo exercised on this point duc to the complexity of the issne which‘involves many legal
aspects. There are various types of joint venture agreements and the Working Group was reminded that the FAO Legal
Department had developed criteria whereby the catches can be registered to countries other than the flag countries (in the
¢ase of joint venture arrangements), the text of which is available in COM-SCRS/95/15.

1.3 The PWG reviewed the proposed Resolution Regarding Validation of the Blnefin Tuna Statistical Document, The
purpose of the resalution was to establish a reporiing exception ander the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document for chartered
vessels used to augment a local fishery in waters of a foreign country. The chantered vessel would be considered a focal
fishing vessel, and the obligation to repori bluefin hma catches would be the responsibility of the host country under the
BTSD». 1t was roted, however, that this action could create a significant legal problem in validating biuefin tuna catches.
The PWG decided to postpone further action on the Resolution until the 2000 meeting.

4, Review of responses to the Commission’s letters concerning compliance

4,1 The Executive Sceretary presented Document CON/99/20, a compendium of the responses to all the special letters
sent by ICCAT (which had been adapted at the 1998 Commission meeting). He explained that nan-contracting parties
(i.c. Guinea Bissau, Singapare, Vanuatu, Kenya, Sierra Leone, Belize, Honduras, Philippines, Barbados, Chile, Costa
Rica, and Equator) will be discussed.

4.2 A summary of the discussions, by country, follows:

Gainea Rigsau: In view of the cessation of imports of bluefin tuna from Guinea Bissau, which implied no more bluefin
fishing by its vessels, the Working Group agreed thai no stricter action was needed at the present time. However, if was
noted that there was some evidence that a vessel registered to this country is fishing in the Atiantic and that Guinea Bisson
should continue to be menitorad,

Singapore: The Group agreed that a letter of identification (see Appendix 2 1o ANNEX 7) was warranted under the
Swordfish Action Plan Resolulion (Ref: 95-13), and that Singapore should be asked (o rectily its fishing practices.

Vanuatu: The PWG agreed that another {etter (see Appendix 3 to ANNEX 7) should be sent to Vanusiu (o express
the Commission’s comtinzed concerns, to urgs Vanuatu to monilor its Gshing vessels, and 1o request Vanuatu to submit
fishing data to the Secretariat.

Kenya: The Worldng Groop noted that one Kenyan vessel appeared to be fishing in the Atlantic. It was agreed that
a follow up letter (see Appendix 4 to ANNEX 7) requesting information on this vessel was warranted.

Sierra Leome: The PWG recommended that a letier {(see Appendix 5 to ANNEX 7) be scrt acknowledging their
response, but stressing that further aclion was required, and requesting clarification of the fishing practices of the vessel
“Starlat No, 901,

Belize: It was noted that vessels of Belize continng {0 operate in the Convention Area and continue to harvest
swardfish, The PWG also noted that na catch data havebeen raported by Belize, Therefore, the PWG racommeanded that
non-discriminatory, trade restrictive measures be imposed against Belize in accordance with the Swordfish Action Plan
Resolution, for their lack of cooperation in rectifying the fishing activities of their vessels regarding ICCAT swordfish
conservation measures, (See Appendix 6 to ANNEX T)

Honduras: The PWG nioted there had not heen any response from Honduras to the ICCAT letier identifying Honduras
as fishing in a manner that diminishes the effsctiveness of the Commission’s consarvation measures on swordfish, The
PWG also noted that vesscls of Honduras comtinned to operate in the Convention Area and harvest swardfish.
Consequently, the Working Group recommended that non-discriminatory, trade restrictive measures be imposed against
Honduras, in accordance with the Swordfish Action Flan Resolution, (See Appendix 6 to ANNEX 7)

Philippines: The PWG recommended that a letter {see Appendix 7 to ANNEX 7) be sent o the Philippines idendifying
them, in accordance with the Bluefin Action Plan Resolulion, as a couniry that is fishing in & manner that diminishes the
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efigctiveness of the Commissian’s conservation measures. It was noted that a Philippine flagged vessel had been sighted
in the Mediterranean during the closed season. It was further noted that swordfish has been harvested in the Atlantic
Ocean by Philippine vessels,

Barbados, Chile, Costa Rica and Equador: The PWG apreed that no formal action was required at this time as
regards Chile, Costa Rica and Equador. However, it was recommended (hat a letter (see Appendix 8 to ANNEX 7) be
sent to Barbados expressing concern about North Atlantic swordfish harvasts that may be inconsistentt with the ICCAT-
recommended quotas for this stock.

4.3 It was noted that the Working Group musi recognize that several Caribbean nations are still developing their
fishery sectors and are working io improve their data reperting systems,

4.4 Atits final session, the PWG concluded its discossion of the special letters and agreed to all of these, as amended,
to Non-Contracting Parties (i.e. Barbados, Sierra Leone, Philippines, Singapare, Belize, Handuras, Kenya and Vanuatu).
Thg PWG also agreed that the letters to Barbados, Belize, and Honduras include the material reviewed by ICCAT
reparding the fishing activities af vessels of these Non-Contracting Pariies,

3. Review of the applications for Cooperating Pariy/Intity/Fishing Entity statua

5.1 In accordance with the provisions of the 1997 Resofution by JCCAT on Becoming a Cooperating Party, Entity,
or Fishing Entity (Ref: 37-17), the Working Group recommended maintaining “Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing
Entity"status for Chinese Taipet for another year and while it expressed satisfaction with the nature of Chinese Taipei’s
commitment to ICCAT, the PWG stressed more cooperation is necessary,

3.2 In response to some expression of concern regarding the contents of the letier sent by Mexica, the Delegate of
Mexico clarified that it was not their intention to establish preconditions for continning its cooperating statns. In addition,
Mexico outlined the measures it has taken to comply with ICCAT, mich as data reporting, 100% observer coverage of ils
fleet, limits on the number of vessels, swordfish and shark catch limits, which are all aimed at strengthening conservatton
measures and go beyond the requirements for Cooperating Party status, Mexico pointed out the measures that it has taken
regarding the implementation of the ICCAT management measures which, in some cases, are stricter, such as the
reporting of catch data, 100% observer coverage of the yellowfin fishing fleet in the Gulf of Mexico, limits on the number
of vessels in this fishery, and limits on by-catches of swordfish and sharks in the vellowfin fishing in this area. Besides,
Mexico indicated its intention to contitue cooperating with ICCAT,

5.3 The PWG agreed to maintain cooperating status for Mexico for another year, The Chairman recommended, and
the PWG apreed, that a letter was warranted to invite Mexico to become a Contracting Party 2s soon as passible.

5.4 The letters to Chinese Taipei and Mexico concerning Cooperating Party / Entity / Fishing Entity Status are
attached as Appendices 9 and 10 to ANNEX 7, rcspectively.

6. Review of unreported catches estimated, vessel sighting reports and otber information concerning fishing
activities of non-contracting parties, entities, and fishing eatities,

6.1 The Working Group reviewed two documents provided by Japan and the United Siates for purposes of belter
identifying unregulated or unreported vessels operating in the ICCAT Convention area; {1} List of Unregulated and
Unreported Tuna Longline Vessels in 1999, and (2) List of Vessels from the Natienal Fisheries Comaponnd, Trinidad &
Tobago. Japan used the fallowing criteria: (1) flag country is not reporting its catch data ta ICCAT; (2) flag, country of
the vessel being different from the country of owner’s address; {3) flag country of the vessel being changed to another
country within one year; and (4) vessels with Chinsse names, bt registered in non-Chinese speaking countries. The
Working Group noted that between 1998 and 1999, there was a considerable increase in the number of such vessels
registered by several flag countries, particularly, the Philippines and St. Vincent.

6.2 The PWG was inforraed that 345 vessels from 14 conntries cited in the Iapanese list operated in the Atlantic,

Pacific and/or Indian Qceans, and of those vessels, 135 from 11 countries alone operated in 1he Atlantic. Most of these
vessels are owned and managed by Chinese Taipei enterprises. :
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6.3 The PWG cansidered the composite list of illegal, unrcgulated and unreported longline vessels, which was
developed from Hsts referred to above, In reviewing this list, it was noted by Panama, Erazii and Chinese Taipei that
ceriain named vessels on the composite list should be removed. Specificalily, Panama subinitted a letter to the Scerctariat
that included details on the removal of specific vossels fiom the Panamanian registiy and lisied ihe boais included in their
registry at present, and indicated that these vessels are clesely monitored by Panama. Brazil nated that certain vessels
on the list arg chartered by Brazil, and that regulations are in place that prohibit catches to be landed outside of Brazil.
Finaily, Chinese Taipei noted that a number of vessels should be removed because they are registered to Chinese Taipei
and gre regulated and reported by Chinese Taipei. The PWG agreed to the changes raquasted by Panama, Brazil and
Chingse Taipei, The "List of Large-scale Longline Vessels Believed ta be Engaged in THlegal, Unregulated and Unreported
Fishing Activities in ICCAT Convention Ateas and Other Arsas” was amended and is attached as Appendix 11 to
ANNEX 7.

6.4 Althongh Japan noted that there are many vanique problems between Japan and Chinese Taipel congeming
unregutated and unreported hina longline vessel activities (i.e., most of the vesscls ware built in Japan, vessels exported
from Japan now belong to Chinese Taipei, equipment for thesc vessels has been exported from Japan to Chinese Taipe,
elc.), a number of initiatives have been implemented to reduce the problem.

6.5 The Working Groop was informed that the regional tuna fishery management organizations met and agrezd to
exchange the lists of “flag of convenience * (FOC) vessels operating in their areas of competence (COM-SCRE/98/17) and
1his initiative was supported by the PWG.

6.6 The Working Group considered a draft “Resolution Calling for Further Actions Against Iilegal, Unreported and
Unrcgrlated Fishing Activities by Large Scale Longline Viessels in the Convention Area and Other Argas”, While many
in the PWG supported the sirang language of the document, many others expressed concern that the consequence of the
reselution wauld mean that vessels operating illegally would have no other optien but to continue operating illegally and
never be able ta come into conformance with ICCAT eanservation measures, The PWG nated that each State is responsible
for the vessels that are registered to it.

6.7 It was noted that a Boat owners Association was established in Chinese Taipei® and that Chinese Taipei is
attemipting to establish a mechanisin ta incorporate the FOC vessels built in Chinese Taipei shipyards in order to replace
its fleet and reduce illegal, unregnlated and unreported fishing activites. However, in return for these actions, Chinese
Taipei wishes to have an increase of their quota. The statemnent by Chinese Taipei concerning re-incorporating FOC
vessels is attached as Appendix 12 to ANNEX. 7.

6.8 The Permanent Working Group reviewed the Resolution by ICCAT Calling for Further Actions Apatnst Illegal,
Unreported and Unraguiated Fishing Acitvities by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area and Other Areas,
After introducing some changes to the proposed draft, the Resolution was adopted, as amended, and was forwarded to the
Commission for final approval {attnched as ANNEX 5-11 o the Commission Proceedings).

7. Revicw of compliance by non—contracting partics, entitics or fishing entiticy, and application of rcleyant actions
to improve compiiance.

7.1 In reviewing this Agenda item, the PWG referrad to thres specific Non-Contracting Parties: Turkey, Faroe Islands
{Denmark), and Iccland, relative to fishing activitics on eastern Atlantic and Mediterrancan bluefin tuna.

Turkey: The abserver from Turkey explained his conntry’s recent revision of statistics and the fisharies an bluefin
tuna. The PWG expressed seriows concern gbont the recent rapid increase in Tarkey's blucfin tona harvest in the
Mediterranean and Aegean Seas since 1993, While there were opiniens that the PWG should identify Turkey immediately,
the PWG agreed that a strongly worded lotter of concern (s¢e Appendix 13 0 ANNEX 7) would be sent to Turkey
requesting that it reduce its catch Jevels to within the ICCAT recommendations. The FWG further agreed that should
Turkey niot take this action, the next step would be for ICCAT (o identify Turkey under the provisions of the Bluefin Tnna
Action Plan Resplution (Ref: 94-3), The statement by Turkey to the PWG is attached as Appendix 14 to ANNEX 7,

Denmark (Faroe Islands): The matier was raised that the Faroe Islands are harvesting bluefin tuna despite having
no allocation, The PWG was not persuaded by the argumesnt that the Faroe Islands ars a ¢oastal state and have historically
harvested bluefin tuna, and therefore it has the right to exploit its resource. However, it was poinied out that many ICCAT
Contracting Parties are also coastal States and they have imposed strict reguiations on their fisherics, The PWG agresd
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that a letler was warranted and waonld be sent to Denmark (Farce Islands) {sce Appendix 15 to ANNEX 7) lo express
concern aver ils harvest of bluefin tuna,

Iceland: Similar to the case of the Faroe Isands, the PWG expressed concorn about Iceland’s harvest of bluefin tuna
outside the regime of ICCAT. The observer from Iceland addressed the Woridng Group, and noted that if Iceland were
to become a Contracting Party to ICCAT under the current fishing regime, it would receive a zero catch limit of bluefin
tuna, despite being a coastal State relevant to stock. Thorefore, Iccland requested recognition of its riglits and ifs interests
as a coastal State from the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria prior to becoming a Contracting Party. The
PWG was not satisfied with the explanation and agreed that a letter was warranied (sce Appendix 16 to ANNEX 7) and
would be scnt to Iceland expressing concern over the conlinued harvest of bluefin tuna.

7.2 The Permanent Working Group also agreed that identification of the following countries as warranted under the
1998 Resolution By JCCAT Concerning the Unregulated and Unreported Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline
Vessels in the Convention Area (Ref: 98-18) and that the relevant letters should be sent to Belize, Cambndia, Honduras,
Kenya, Philippines, Sierra Leone, Singapore and St. Vincent and The Grenadines. The draft Ietters were reviewed and
adopted by the PWG and are attached as Appendices 17-a to 17-h to ANNEX 7.

7.3 The PWG considered a proposed draft “Recomumendation Regarding Belize and Honduras Pursuant to the 1995
Swordfish Action Plan Resolution”. It was noted that in 1998, the PWG had identified Belize and Honduras as countrigs
whose vessels have been fishing for Ailantic swordfish in 2 manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT
swordfish conservation measures, recognizing that the decision was based on trade and vessel sighting information. The
PWG further noted that the response from Belize to the Commission's letter was unsatisfactory and that Honduras did
not respond. Therefore, the PWG adopted a Recommendation by consensus that would impose non=discriminatory , trade
resirictive measures on swordfish products in any form from these two comntries. The Recommendution Regarding Belize
and Honduras Pursuani te the 1995 Swordfish Action Plan Resolution is allached as ANNEX 5-4 to the Commission
Procesdings,

8. Repercussions of various international fishery agreements on the work of the PWG

8.1 The PWG stressed the imporiance that all ICCAT Contracting Parties and Nou-Contracting Partics (where
applicable) ratify the United Nations Fishing Agreement (1995} and the FAO Compliance (1993) Agreement as soon as
possible, as such agreements are extremely helpfud to this Conunission’s work. The PW(G also noted that the relevant
provisions of the United Nations Law of (he Sea (1992} constitnte the basic lepal framework of the activities of ICCAT
and other similar badies.

9. Measures to improve fishery statistics requested by ICCAT

9.1 The PWG considered a drafl *Resolution on Improving Recrcational Fishery Statistics”, The purpose of the
Resalution is to assist the S3CRS in collecting more statistical data to determine the effects of recreational fisheries in the
ICCAT Convention Area, since such data are important to the Commission's data base. After amending the Resolution
to include that the SCRS should carry oul an examination of the extent of recreational fisheries, and their effects an

Atlantic tuna and tuna-like resources, the Resolution on Improving Recreational Fishery Statistics was adopied and is
attached as ANNEX 5-9 to the Commission Proceedings.

10. Future work and meetings of the Permanent Working Group

10.1 There was no discussion of the future work and mesetings of the PWG.
11. Election of PWG Chairman

11.1 Brazil nominated M. Ernesto Penas (European Community) to chair the PWG for the next biennial peniod and
the nomination was seconded by Venexuela. Mr. Penas was clected by acclamation,
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12. Other matters

12.1 The Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT) asked Japan $o inform ICCAT thal
the CCSBT will be considering matters such as trade measures and information schemes relative to southern bluefin tuna
at its meeting to be held at the end of November, 1849,

13. Adoption of Report

13.1 The Report was adapted, including all the modifications presented at the time of adoption.

14. Adjonrnment

14.1 The 1999 meeting of the Permanent Worldng Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conssrvation
Measures (PWG) was adjourned on Monday, November 21,

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 7

1999 PWG AGENDA

1 Opening of the meeting

2 Adoption of Agenda and appointment of rapporteur

J  Status of implementation of ICCAT Recommendations adopted by the Comunission relative to the Bluefin Tuna
Statistical Document

4  Review of responses to the Commission’s lefters concerning compliance

5 Review of the applications for Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing Entity status

6  Review of unreparted catches estimated, vessel sighting reports and other information concerning fishing
activities of Mon-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities

7 Review of compliance by Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities, and application of relevant
ackons to improve compliance '

8  Repercussions of various international fishery agreements on the wark of the PWG

9 Measures to improve fishery statistics requested by ICCAT

10 Future work and meetings of the Permanent Working Graup

11  Election of PWG Chairman

12 Other matters

13 Adoption of Report

14  Adjournment
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Appendix 2 to ANNEX 7

LETTER IDENTIFYING SINGAPORE
AR HAVING VESSELS THAT ARE DIMINISHING THE EFFECTIVENESS
OF ICCAT SWORDFISH CONSERVATION MEASURES

Subsequent 1o its 1995 meeting, the International Commission far the Conscrvation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
announced that it had adopted a Resolution Concerning on detion Plan to Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program jor Atlantic Swordfish. The Action Plan sets forth a pracess te scck the cooperation of Non-Contracting Parties,
Entities or Fishing Entities with the Commission’s conservation program for Atlantic swardfish, The process requires the
Conuuission to identify Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish
in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the rclevant conservation measures of the Conumission, and lo request
any Party, so identified 1o rectify its fishing activities within one vear. As a last resort, this pracess can result in
recommendations for Contracting Pamties to take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their
imernational obligations, on Atlantic swordfish products from Non-Contracting Parties, Entitiss, or Fishing Entities whose
flag vessels continue 10 fish for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the Commission's
conservation measures for this species.

During the 1998 and 1999 annual meetings, the Commission reccived evidence indicating that there are at least three
vessels flying the flag of Singapore (Shang Fan Ne. 6, Shun Kuo, and Yu Hsiang 7), operating in the Atlantic, which do
not appear to be regulated by Singapore and whose catches are not being reporied to the Comunission. A letter was sent
to you an Febmary 26, 1939, after the 1998 Commission meeting indicating the cancerns of the Cosmission. The
Commission received no response from the Government of Singapore but did receive a response on April 22, 1999, from
the JCP Marine, an enviranmental and safety consultancy group, This letter did not provide any substantive information
to the Commission reparding the activities of the aforementioned vessels flying the flag of Smgapura in the ICCAT
Convention Area or indicating efforts to rectify the situation.

Conscquently, at its 1999 meeting, the Commtission identified Singapore, pursuant to paragraphs ¢ and d of the
aforementioned Action Plan, as a Non-Centracting Party with vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which
diminighes (he effectiveness of the ICCAT swordfish conservation program. The Commission is hereby requesting the
Government of Singapore to rectify the fishing activities of its flag vessels so as not to diminish further the effectivencss
of the ICCAT swordfish canservation pragram, and to advise the Commissian of actions taken in that regard.

During the 2000 annual meeling, ICCAT will review the situation and consider any actions which may have been
taken by Singapore to rectify the fishing activities of its flag vessels, and if it is determined that these activities have not
been rectified, the Commission will, in accordance with the Action Plan referred to above, recormmend that Contracting
Parties take non-discriminatory trade resirictive measures, consistent with their international obligations, on Atlantic
swordfish products in any form from Singapore.

For your informeation, I am enclosing herewith copies of each of the regulatory measures as well as the resolutions
relative to the activities of fishing vessels of Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities, which have been
adopted hy the Commission,

The Commission wounld be pleased o provide amy further information or clarification on this issne, which your

authorities may require. Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration,

Commission Chairman
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX 7

LETTER OF WARNING
TO VANUATU REGARDING ATLANTIC SWORDFISH

During the 1999 annual meeting, the Commission reviewed information in order te identify vessels that may be
engaged in fishing activities that diminish the effectivencss of ICCAT conscrvation measures. In 1995, ICCAT adopted
a Resolution Concerning an Action Plan te Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Swardfish,
The Action Plan sets forth a process to seck the cooperation of Non-Conteacting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with
vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the relevanl conservation
measures of the Comumission, and to request any party, entity or fishing entity 50 ideniified to rectify its fishing activities.
As a last resort, this process can resufi in recommendations for Contraciing Parties 1o lake nor-discriminatory trade
resirictive measurcs, consistent with their international obligations, on Atlantic swordfish products from the Nog-
Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities whose flag vessels continue to fish for Atlantic swordfish in a manner
which diminishes the effectivenags of the Commission’s conservation measures for this species.

In 1998, as part of its review of trade and sighting data, ICCAT learned that at least one vessal flying the flag of
Vanuatu appeared to have fished for Atlantic swordfish in 1997 withoul regard to the ICCAT conservation and
management measures, The Commisston also received evidence that longline vessels flying the flag of Vanuatu have been
fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner inconsistent with ICCAT recommendations. Letters were sent to you on
Febroary 26, 1999, and July 26, 1999, indicating the concerns of the Comumnission over the vessels Chance 2 and the Sun-
Rise #1. The Commission received responses that provided more information on the fishing activities of the Chance 2but
raised concerns regarding the acknowledged fishing activities in the Atlantic of the Swn-Kise #7. The Commission is
concerncd about the fishing activities of the Sun Rise #7 and that Vanuate has not taken steps to address thosc concerns,

The Commission therefore requests Vanuatu to advise what actions il will take (o provide catch data ta ICCAT and
to cnsure that the Swr Rise #2 operates in a manncr that doss not diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and
management measures of the Commission, During the 2000 annual meeting, ICCAT will revicw the situation and consider
any actions which may have been taken by Vamuatu to rectify the fishing activities of its flag vessels, If' it is determined
that these activities have not been rectified, the Commission will, in accordance with the Action Plan referred o above,
identify Vanuatu as a Non-Contracting Party whose vessels bave been fishing for Atiantic swordfish in a manner which
diminishes the effectivencss of the relevant conservation and management measures of the Commission.

For your information, I am enclosing herewith copies of each of the regulatory measures, including the
aforementioned Action Plan, as well as the resolutions relative to the activities of fishing vessels of Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities or Fishing Entitics, which have been adopted by the Commission,

The Commission would be p]sased to provide any furthcr information or clanﬁcm:on on this issue, which your
authorities may require,

Please accept the assurances of my highsst consideration.

Commission Chairman
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Appendix 4 to ANNEX 7

LETTER OF WARNING TO KENYA
REGARDING ATLANTIC SWORDFISH FISHING

During the 1999 anmual meeting, the Commission reviewed information in order to identify vesscls that may be
engaged in fishung activities that diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation measures, Inn 1995, ICCAT adopted
a fesolution Concerning on Action Plan to Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation Lrogram jor Atlantic Swordfish.
The Action Plan sets forth a process to seek the cooperation of Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities with
vessels fishing for Atantic swardfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the relevant conservation
measures of the Commission, and to request any Non-Contracting Party, Entity or Fishing Entity so identified to rectify
its fishing activities. As a last resort, this process can result in recommendations for Contracting Partics to take non-
discriminalory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their international obligations, on Atlantic swordfish products
from the Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities whose flag vessels continue to fish for Atlantic swordfish
in a manner which diminishes the effectivaness of the Commission’s conservation measies for this species,

In 1998, as part of its review of trade and sighting data, JCCAT learned that at least one vessel flying the flag of
Kenya appeared to have fished for Atlantic swordlishin 1997 without regard ta the ICCAT conseryation and management
measures. The Commission also received evidence that at least one longline vessel flying the flag of Kenya (“Hslang
Chang No. 606”) is operating in the Atlantic, which does not appear to be regulated by Kenva and whose catch is not
being reparted to [CCAT. A letter was sent to you on Febmary 26, 1999, indicating the concerns of ihe Commission.
ICCAT has received no response from the Governmeni of Kenya indicating efforts to rectify the situation. We are
concerned that Kenya has failed to respond to owr earlier requests for information and appears to have aken no action to
address the concerns of the Commission,

The Commission (herefore again requests Kenya to advise what actions it will take to provide catch data to ICCAT
and to implement the conservation and management incasures of the Comunission. During the 2000 annual meeting,
ICCAT will review information concerning the fishing activities of your vessels and consider any actions which may have
been taken by Kenya to rectify these activities. If it is determined that these actlvities have not been rectified, the
Commission will, in accordance with the Action Plan referred to above, identify Kenya as a non-Contracting Party whose
vessels have been fishing for Aflantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the relevanti
conservation and management measures of the Commission.

For your information, 1 am enclosing herewith copies of each of the repplatory measures, including the
aforementioned Action Plan, as well as the resoludons relative to the activities of fishing vessels of Non-Corztracting
Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities, which have been adopted by the Commission.

The Commission would be pleased to provide any further information or clarification on this issue that your
authorities may requirte. Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration,

Comumission Chairman
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Appendix 5 to ANNEX 7

LETTER TO SIERRA LEONE
SEEKING INFORMATION ON FISHING ACTIVITIES OF ONE VESSEL

Acits 1999 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activitics of various Non-Coniracting Parlies, Entities, or Fishing Entilies under its Resofution for an Action
Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuna and its Resolution for an dction
Plan e Bnsure the Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Swordfish. You will recall from he
Commission's letter of February 28, 1999, the Action Plans se 1 forth a process designed to seek cooperation with the
conservation program of ICCAT by Non-Cantracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities,

At the 1999 meeting, the Commission also reviewed all available information regarding the fishing activities of
vessels of Sierra Leone and noted the actions taken by your country to respond to the concerns of the Commission as
expressed in the gboye-mentjoned letter from the ICCAT sent to Sierra Leone after the 1998 meeting,

Although the Commission is pleased with the efforts of Sierra Leone to respond to the Commission's concerns by de-
Tegistering certain vessels, we remain concerned about the fishing activities of the Sierra Leone longline vessel Starier
No. 904, which appears to be fishing for tuna and tuna-tike specics in the ICCAT Convention Area. The Commission
Tequests Sierra Leone to take similar appropriate action with regard to this vessel and to advise the Commission what
actions it wiil take to provide cateh data to ICCAT and to implement the conservation and management measures of the
Commission in the future, '

At its 2000 annual meeting, the Commission will once again review information concerning the fishing activities of
your vesssls to determing how to procecd, including the possibility of implementing the aforementioned Action Plans, For
your information, we also enclosed a compijation of all corrent ICCAT conservation and menagement measures. We
would be pleased to provide any other information should you desire it,

Thank you for your prompt aticntion to this matter and the Commission looks forward to your reply.

Cominission Chairman
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Appendix 6 to ANNEX 7

LETTER TO BELIZE AND HONDURAS REGARDING
NON-COMPLIANCE WITH ICCAT CONSERVATION MEASURES

Subsequent to its 1995 mesting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (JCCAT)
adopted a Resolution For an Action Plan to Ensuye the Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Swordfish,
The Action Plan sets forth a process designed to seck cooperation of Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entitics
with the Commission’s conseryation program for Atlantic swordfish, The process requires the Comumission (o identify
Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities with vessels fishing for Ailantic swordfish in a manner which
diminishes the effectiveness of the relevant conservation measues of the Cammission, and to request any Party so
identified to rectify its fishing activities within one year, As alast resort, this process can result in a recommendation from
the Commission that Contracting Parties take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their
international obligations, on Atlantic swordfish productsfrom Non-Coniracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entitics whose
flag vessels continue to fish for Atlantic swordfish in 8 manner which diminishes the eﬂ‘ectlvencss of the Commission’s
conservation measures for this specjas,

During the 1997 and 1998 annual meetings, the Commission reviswed trade and sightings information that indicates
that flag vessels aof [Belize] [Honduras] have heen fishing for Atlantic swordfishk in 2 manner inconsistent with ICCAT
regulatory measures. In 1998, consistent with the 1995 Swordfish Action Plan Resolution, the Commission identified
[Belize] [Honduras] as a nation with vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectivensss
of the ICCAT swordfish conservation progratn. The Commission informed the Government of [Belize] Honduras] of its
identification under the Swordfish Action Plan Resolution and requested [Belize] [Honduras] to rectify ihe activities of
its flag vessels 5o as not to continue to diminish the effectiveness of the ICCAT swordfish conservation program, As in
past years, the Commission also provided [Belize] [Honduras) with specific ICCAT conservation measures for Atlantic
swordfish, The Commission also requested to be informed of rectifying actions taken in order to make this information
available for review at the 1999 annnal meeting of the Comimission. Reports of catch data have also been requested by the
Commission but not raceived and [Belize] [Honduras] have been invited to parficipate in ICCAT meetings.

During its 1999 annual meeting, the Commission examined additional information that indicated that vessels of your
couney continue to operate in the Canvention Area in a manner that diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation
measuses for swordfish. ICCAT adopted the enclosed recommendation that will have the effect of requiring action: by
Contracting Parties that will result in p prohibition on the import of Atlantic swordfish and its products thereof from
[Belize] [Honduras] upon entry into force of the recommendatian on [date], unless objections are received from the
Centracting Parties,

Epecifically, the Commission desires to ¢collaborate with [Belize] [Hoaduras)], as with other Nen-Coniractng parties,
10 ensure!

a2  establishreent of binding requirements on [Belizean] [Honduran] fishing vessels to fish consistently with the
ICCAT Atantic swordfish catch limitations and size limits {throughout the Aflantic Ocean; and

b reporiing o ICCAT of all catches of Atlantic swordfish by vessels under its flag,

Information received by ICCAT from [Belize] [Honduras] will be commmmicated to all Contracting Parties for a
decision, an the basis of documentary avidence, as quickly as possiblz that the activities of [Belizean] [Honduran] fishing
vessels meet the points in the paragraph above and thus no longer diminish the effectiveness of the ICCAT Adlantic
swordfish conservation program, Such decision witl be communicated to the Contracting Parties by the ICCAT Executive
Secretary with a request that actions with the effect of prohibiting trade in Atlantic swordfish be lifted immediately.

For your information, I am enclosing herewith copies of the ICCAT conservation and management measores for

Adlantic swordfish, the ICCAT Atlantic Swordfish Action Plan Reschition and other resolutions relative to the actlivities
of fishing vessels of Non-Contracting Parties, Enlifies, or Fishing Entities,

Commission Chairman
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Appendix 7 to ANNEX 7

LETTER IDENTIFYING PHILIPPINES
AS FISHING NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH ICCAT ATLANTIC
BLUEFIN TUNA CONSERVATION MEASURES

Subsequent to its 1995 meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
announced that it had adopted a Resolution Concerning on Action Plan to Ensure Effectiveness af the Conservation
Program Jor Allantic Bluefin Tunaz, The Action Plan sets forth a proeess to seek the cooperation of Non-Contracting
Farties, Entities or Fishing Entities with the Cormmission’s conservation program for Atlantic bluefin tuna. The process
requires the Commission to identify Non-Coniraciing Parties, Entifies, or Fishing Entitics with vessels fishing for Atlantic
bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the efectiveness of the relevant conservation measures of the Commission,
and 1o request any Party so identified to rectify its Gshing activities within one year. As a last resort, this process can result
in recommendations from the Commission that Contracting Parties take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures,
consistent with their international obligations, on Ailantic bluefin tuna products from the Non-Contracting Parties,
Entilies, or Fishing Entities whose flag vesscls cantisiue to fish for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes
the effectiveness of the Commission’s conservation measures for this species.

During the 1998 annual meeting, the Commission received evidence that longline vessels with flags of the Philippines
may have heen fishing for Atlantic bivefin tuna in 2 manner inconsistent with ICCAT recommendations. In addition, at
the 1999 annual meeting, the Commission received evidence indicating that there are a2 nember of longline vessels flying
the flag of the Philippines operating in the Atlantic, which do nat appear to be regulated by the Philippines and whose
cateh 15 not being reported to the Commission. Letters were sent to you on Qctober 22, 1998, and February 24, 1999,
indicating the concerns of the Comumission. The Comnission received responses that did not pravide any substantive
information 1o the Commission regarding the activities of the aferementioned vessels flying the flag of the Philippines
in the ICCAT Convention Area or indicating efforts to rectify the situation.

Censequently, at fis 1999 meeting, the Commission identified the Philippines, pursuant to paragraphs ¢ and 4 of the
aforementioned Action Plan, as a Non-Contracting Party with vesscls fishing for Atlantic Muefin tuna in a manner which
diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT bluefin tuna conservation program, The Commission is hereby requesting the
Government of the Philippines to rectify the fishing activitics of its flag vessels so as not to diniinish the cffectiveness of
the ICCAT blvefin tuna conservation program, and to advise the Commission of actions taken that repard.

During the 2000 annual megting, ICCAT will review information conceining the fishing activities of your country's
vessels and consider any actions which may have been taken by the Philippines to rectify the fishing activities of its flag
vessels. If it is determined that these activities have not been rectified, the Commission will, in accordaace with the Action
Plan referred to above, recemmend that Contracting Parties take non-discriminatory, trade rastrictive measures, consistent
with their international obligations, on Atlantic blusfin tuna preducts in any form from the Philippines.

For your information, I am enclosing herawith copies of each of the regulatory measures as well as the resolutinns
relative o the activities of fishing vessels of non-contyacting parties, entities, and fishing entities, which have been adopted
by the Conunission.

The Commission would be pleased 1o provide any further information or clarification on this iszue that your authoritics
may require, Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration,

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TO BARBADOS REQUESTING INFORMATION
ON SWORDFISH CATCHES

At its 1999 annual meeling, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities under its 1995 Resolution for an
Action Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation Program jor Atlantic Swordfish, You will recall from be
January, 1998, letter sent to you by the Commission, the swordfish Action Plan sets forth a process designed to seek
cooperation with the conservation program of ICCAT by Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities,

Al the 1898 meating, the Commission once again reviewed all available information regarding the fishing activitics
of vessels of Barbados and noted that catch data showed continued exports of Atlantic swordfish ta certain ICCAT
Contracting Parties from your country. As these catches of Atlantic swordfish could be in excess of ICCAT conservation
and management measures, the Commission is once agatn secking clarification of the situation fram your country.

Althongh the Commission recognizes the efforts of Barbados te monitor the fishing activities of its vessels and provide
cateh data, it is critical for the effectiveness af ICCAT conservation and management measures that your vessels abide
by afl ICCAT conservation and management measures. Enclosed are the current ICCAT recommendations and
resolutions, inciuding those that limit the catches of Atlantic swordfish. Giventhe apparent continued interest of Barbados
in the harvest of ICCAT species, the Commission once again requesis that you become a Conlraciing Party, Cooperating
Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity, Also enclosed are the refevant ICCAT provisions relating to seeling and maintaining such
status,

At its 2000 annual mesting, the Commission will once again review the information regarding the fishing activities
of your country’s vessels to determine how to proceed, including the possibility of 1mp]ementmg the aforementioned
Action Plan. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

The Commission laocks forward to recciving your reply,

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TO CHINESE TAIPEX
REGARDING COOPERATING STATUS

The Iniemational Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) welcomes your continued intersst
in promoting close cooperation in the work of ICCAT in accordance with the terms of the 1997 Resclution by ICCAT on
Becoming a Cooperating Party, Entity or Fishing £ntily. Pursuant 1o Paragraph 3 of that Resolution, ICCAT has
evalualed the situation of Chinese Tatpei and has decided ta continue, for an additional year, the status afforded by that
Resolution,

Chinese Taipei should coniinue to nate that such status requires actions in cenformity with all of the conservation,
management and compliance decisions of [CCAT in their entirety, including the current measures that have been agreed
to, as well as ail future Resphrtions and Recommendations adopied by ICCAT. Attached is the complete, updated
compilation of [CCAT s current management Recommendations and Resolutions that have been adopted and that Chinese
Taipei will be expected {o follow. Included in these Recommendations are s¢veeal conservation measures which are of
particular concern in 2000, namely:

e North Atlantic swardfish: catch ti be counted against the 498 MT allolled to the “Others” catzgory in the
Recommendation, adopted by 1CCAT in 1999, To Establish a Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic Swerdfish,

»  South Atlantic swordfish: catch to be counded against the 1169.6 MT allatted to the “Others” category in the 1997
Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of Percentage Shares gf Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and
15998-2000 Catch (uotas for South Atlantic Swordfish;

e  Artlantic blue mariin and Atlantic white marlin; maintain the required 1992 landings levef reduction (at 75% of
your 1996 landings leve} and promote the voluntary release of blue marlin and white marlin;

s  Western Atlantic bluefin tuna: no dirccted fishery allowed,

« TEastern Atfantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna; no fishing by longline vessels in tire Mediterrancan fram June
1 through July 31 and a catch limit of 658 MT allotied under Paragraph 6 of the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT on the
Limitation of Catch of Blwefin Tuna in the Eastern dilantic and Mediterranean,

» Bigeye tuna; a limit on caiches of bigeye tuna to 16,500 MT. and the number of vessels fishing for bigeyc funa
to 125, under paragraph 6 of the 1998 Recommntendation by ICCAT on Bigeye Tuna Conservation Measures for Fisling
Vessels Larger Than 24 Metres Length Overall (TOA),

In addition, the Commission requests that you strengthen your efforts to address the problem of vessels engaged in
untegulated and unreported fishing activities, owned and operated by Chincse Taipei business entities, which are
condugting fishing activities in the ICCAT Convention Area. The Commission will expect Chiness Taipei to provide a
report o your activities 1o address this problem at the 2000 annual meeting of ICCAT, including a List of vessels that are
inyolved in such fishing activities on species under the purview of ICCAT,

We take this apportunity to note that, under the 1997 Resolution, ICCAT must annually evaluate those applicants that
receive Coopemating Party, Entity or Fishing Entity status with a4 view to delermining whether that status should be
continued.

As before, ICCAT will expect Chinese Taipet to provide thorough annual reports af ICCAT-required statistics
regarding your fishing and research activities in the ICCAT Convention Area, '

We are pleased with your continued interest in closer cooperation with ICCAT and would appreciate confirmation
that you share the understandings expressed in this letter as to your ohligations under the status afiorded by the 1997
Resolution,

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TQ MEXICO
REGARDING COOPERATING STATUS

The International Commission for the Canservation of Allantic Tunas (ICCAT) welcomes your continued interest
in promoting close cooperation in the work of ICCAT in accordance with the terms of the 1997 Resofution by ICCAT on
Beceming a Cooperating Party, Entity or Fishing Entity. Pursuant 1o Paragraph 3 of that Resolution, ICCAT has
eviluated the situation of Mexico and has decided to continue, for an additional year, the status afforded by that
Resolution.

The Governiment of Mexico should continue to noic that such status requires dctions in conformity with all of the
conservation, management and compliance decisions of ICCAT in their eatirety, including the current measures that have
been agreed 10, a5 well as all future Resalutions and Recommendations adopted by ICCAT. Attached is the complete,
updated, compilation of [CCAT’s current management Recommendations and Resolutions that have been adopted and
that Mexico will be expected to follow, Included in these Recommendations are severzl conservation measures applying
to areas where Mexican fishing vessels are fishing at levels currently consistent with ICCAT conservation measures.

Asbefore, ICCAT will expect the Government of Mexico to provide thoreugh annual reports of ICCAT-required
statistics regarding your fishing and research activities in the ICCAT Convention Area.

_ We take this opportunity to note that, under the 1997 Resolution, ICCAT must annually evatuate those applicants that
receive Coaperating Party, Entity or Fishing Entity Status with & view to determining whether that status should be
continued. In the cass of Mexica, ICCAT believes that this status should be viewed as transitional in nature and hopes
that the Government of Mexico will hecome an ICCAT Contracting Party in the near futureys

We are pleased with your continued inferest in closer cocperation with ICCAT and would appreciate confirmation
that you share the understandings expressed in this letter as to your obligatdons under the status afforded by the 1997
Reselution.

Comimission Chairman
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LIST OF LARGE-SCALE LONGLINE VESSELS BELIEVED TO BE ENGAGED
IN ILLEGAL, UNREGULATED AND UNREPORTED FISHING ACTIVITIES
IN XCCAT CONVENTION AREAS AND OTHER AREAS *

Elag Name ot Yessal OWners NEme xpec];d
oL Ared of Chtch
i.'EEEa' ALLAN RO0LT -
HBELIZE ANDREW NDLT0A SEVEN SEAS MARINE §.A, IATLANTICZINDIAN .
i|bELIZE BDBNO227 | TE#E227) SEVEN SEAS MARINE 5.4, ATLANTICEINDIAN
4|BELIZE CHEN CHIEH NO.28 {fm{85iu) FESOQUERA CHEN CHIN CHERN 8.A. ATLANTICZINDIAN
HBELIZE CHEN FANOD.L [§E3E1) CHENFABA. INDLAN
4{BELIZE CHI YANG (ZTT) - CHIN FU FISHERY CQ.LTDS.A. ATLANTIC
1|BELLzE CHIEN CHANG NG.126 {3R28124) CHIEN CHANG FISHERY CORP. ATLANTIC&ZINDIAN
HAELIZE CHIEN CHANG NUO.135 (#R50136) CHIEN CHANG FISHERY CORP. ATLANTIC&INDIAN
HBELIZE CHIEN CHUNNO.R (#t7Fa) GREAT OCEAN ENTERPRISE 5.A. ATLANTICE INDIAN
\0|BELIZE CHIEN CHUNG NQ.602 (28 /1 §02) ATLANTIC
I{BELIZE CHIN CHENG MING { S} CHRV FU FISHERY CO.LTDS.A. ATLANTIC
12{RELIZE CHIN I WEN {<efEid} CHIN HSIANG MING FISHERY CO.LTD. ATLANTIC
13|RELIZE CHIN YDOU MING {271} CHIN FU FISHERY CO.LTDS.A. ATLANTIC
la|nELiZE CHUN I NO30? (7{107) CHUN [UEA FISHERRY S.A, PACIFIC
151RELIZE CHUN [ NOJL5 (SA{E116) CHUN JINN FISHERY S.A. PACIFIC
16|BELIZE CHUN YING NO,615 (4 1635) HER JYE QCEANIC 5.4, TNDIAM
17[BELLZE CHUN YRNGNQ.777 (FEf777) CHUN YING FISHERY S.A. PACIFIC
18|BELIZE CITINDS SEVEN SEAS MARINE 3 A BINGAPORE PACIEICRINDIAN
{9|BELIZE DAL HG (FHT) DAL HD FISHERY S.A, BELIZE ATLANTIC&INDIAN
2HBELIZE FONGKUDNO.16 {125 16) FE.OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.A. BELIZE PACIEIC
2| |RELIZE FONGKUGND.Y B3 FE.OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
22IRELIZE FONG RUGNO.A (B (&H33) FK.OVERSEAS FISHERY 3.A. BELIZE BACIFIC
2BELIZE FONGRUOND.2S (2]536) F.K.OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
24|BELIZE FONG KUQNO.5 {EHEIG) FE.OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
Z5{BELIZE FUYUANNO1 (Erall) FU YJAN FISHING OVERSEAS B.A, BELIZE INDIAN
26[BELIZE FUYUAMNO3 (73] FU YUAN FISHING OVERSEAS 9.A. BELIZG RDIAN
27|BELIZE FWOUII (BiE) FWU HFISHERY CO.LTD CHI.TAIPEI ATLANTIC&INDIAN
2H{BELIZE GEMNY NO.E PESQUERA CHIN CHENG S.A. RELIZE INDIAN
201BELIZE HAU SHEM NO.202 HAT YOW FISHERY COLTD. CHELTAIPEL ATLANTIC&INDIAN
10|BELEZE HENG FANO.I8 INDLAN
J1|BELIZE HSLANG CHANG NQ, 10! KWO-TENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGC .
32|BELIZE HISIANG FANOSE (RH3E18) HSIANG FA FISHERY S.A. BELIZE TNTHAN
J3|BELIZE HSIANG FANO26 (F3E26) HSIANG A FISHERY 5.A. BELIZE INDIAN
34|RBLIZE HSIANG PAC KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGO
i5|BELIZE HSLANG SHENG CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.ETOBAGO
i6|BELIZE [HSIEH YIRNG NO.636 {I65E6306) HSIEH YUNG FISHERY §.A. {BELLZE PACIFICENDIAN
3BELIZE HUNRG CHIA NO,202 INDIAN
38|BELIZE HING CHING NO21Z [fEitaia) HUNG CHING FISHERY S.A. {BELIZE INDLAN
34|BELIZE HWA CHIN Na.202 . ' ATLANTIC
SO[BELLZE JACKY WO.1L (% TT11) SEVEN BEAS MARINE 5.A. SINGAPORE ATLANTIC
41|RELIEE JAIN YUNG NO.283 (5B 7202) JAIN YUNG FISHERY 5.4, RELIZE ATLANTICETNDIAN
A2IBELIZE JEFFREY NOL13) ISEVEN SFAS MARINE 8.4, SINGAPORE PACIFIC&TNDIAN
43|BELLZE JEFFREY NO.168 FULLING TUNA FISHERY S.4A. BELIZE INDIAN
44|BELEZE JEFFREY HO.28 SEVEN SEAS MARINE 5.A SINGAPDRE ATLANTIC
45|BRLIZE JEFFREY W22 SEVEN SEAS MARINE 5.4, SINGAFORE TNDIAN
A6|RELIZE TEFFREY NC.618 SEVEN SEAS MARINE 5.4 SINGAPORE INDIAN
41|BELIZE JEFFREY NO.EI6 SEVEN SEAS MARINE 5.4, SINGAPCRE INDIAN
45[BELEZE JOHNNY NOLL3T SEVEN SEASMARINE 5.A. SINGAPORE ATLANTIC
44|RELIZE TULYING NO.66S6  (FR666) RUEY SHING OCEANIC 5.4 BELIZE PACIFIC
SO|RELIZE LIEN BORNG WO.717 { Hg777) LIEN HORMG FISHERY 8.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
S||BELIZE LIENTAI (E L) LIEN TAI CORP. CHLTAIPE] ATLANTIC
SHBELIZE LUNG CHANGNDJ {5 3] INNION OCEAN FISHERY CO.LTR. BELIZE ATLANTIC&INDIAN
SYBELIZE LUNG SOONNO.22 {bEBH22) TNDIAN
S4|BELIZE NATIONAL N021 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TORAGO
55|BELIZE WATIONAL NOOLEUH TA BG40 KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED [TRIN.&TORAGO
56IBELIZE WATIONAL NG202 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.ETOBAGO
$5|RELIZE WATIONAL NO.26 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGD
5E|BELIZE NATIONAL NOZIGHSIANG YIND.236) |KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED ‘TRIN.ETOBAGO
SYIBELIZE PETER NO.6!7 (E1%i617) SEVEN SEAS MARINE 8.4, STNGAPDIE ATLANTIC
#0|BELIZE PING SHIN RO201 (F5rz01) PING SHIN OVERSEAS 5.4, DELIZE INDIAN
51|BELIZE PING YUAN NO.201 (K201} PING SHIN OVERSEAS 8.4, PELIZE INDEIAN
SHBELIZE SHANG YUN {_}{8) OVERSEAS FISHERY CO, RELIZE ATLANTIC
SUBELIZE SHINE YEAR { L) CHEN TING CHOU SINGAPORE EATLANTICEINDIAN
£4]BELIZE SHINN MANNNO,U [JA#514) SHINN MANN FISHERY S.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
£S1BELIZE SHINN MANN ND.21 [{Fm2l} SHINN MANN FISHERY S.A. BRELTZE PALIFIC
SHIBELIZE SHINN MANN NO.66G |{FT5E64) SHINN MANN FISHERY §.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
§7|BELIZE SHUN KLU0 {0} CHIN FII FISHERY CO.LTDS.A. SINGAFORE ATLANTIC
48IBELIZE SHUN LIEN (RIRS) CHIN FiJ FISHERY CO.LID.S.A. SINGAPORE ATLANTIC
§9BELIZE SHUN MET |7g38) CHIN FU FISHERY CO.LTD.5.A SINGAPORE ATLANTIC
70|BELIZE SHUN YING (FE) ATLANTIC
11 BELIZE SHUN YU ([B#) SHUN YU FISHERY 3.4, BELIYE ATLANTIC
72|BELIZE 51 HONG NC.128 INDIAR
TI|BELIZE SITAINOI26 (W4 FEi24} BIUNION EISHERY 5.4 BELIZE INDIAN
M|BELIZE SOLTH STAR GRAND FOREST MARITIME S.A. BELIZE PACIFIC
75|BELIZE TRANS CARIBBEANNO.116 FISHERIES INT, SEAFOOQD HANDLERS LTD, [SPAIN ATLANTIC
76|BELLZE TRANS CARIBBEAN NG.127 FISHERIES INT, SEAFOOD HANDLERSLTR. [SPAIN ATLANTIC
T1|BELLZE TRANS CARIBBEAN KC.137 FISHERIES INT. SEAFOOD HANDLERS LTD, [SPAIN ATLANTIC
78|RELIZE TRANS CARTBREAN NG FISHERIES INT. SEAFDOD HANDLERSLTD. [SPAIN ATLANTIC
753[BELIZE TRANS CARIBBEAN NO.70! FISHERTES INT. SEAFOOD HANDLERS LTD. |SPAIN ATLANTIC
R0[BELLIZE YICTORY NO.E VICTORLA FISHERY S.DERL. HONDGLURAS INDIAN
Ri|BELIZE VICTORY WNO.ER VICTORIA FISHERY 5.DE RL. HONDURAS ATLANTICEINDIAN
82|RELIZE WEN SHENG NO.I6  {35%16} ATLANTICEINDLAN
BMBELIZE ZHONQ XIN NO.J6 [FR{E L6) ZHONG X1 FISHERY CO.LTD. CYLTAIPEL PACIFIC
£4[CAMBODIA  |EVER LUCK EVER LUCK FISHERY CD.LTD. MALAYSLA ATLANTIC
£5|CAMEDDIA  |[FWR DI NO. (#5311) FWLU JLFISHERY CO.LTD CHI.TAIPEL ATLANTIC
s5lcAaMBOnIA  [LONG TIEG CHARNG HER FISHERY CO.LTD, HONDURAS INDLAN
E7|EGINNEA ABINDANGIA PESQUERA EXITO 5.A, E-GUINEA INDLAN
EE|E.GLINEA CHANG YOW NO.212 (BHi212) PESQUERA CHANG YOW S.A. E.QUINEA ATLANTIC
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List of vessels (Continned)

klag
Coun

H'J‘ E.GUINEA

90 |E.GUINEA
91 |[E.GUINEA .
N E.GUINTA
9E.GLINEA
S4E.GUINEA
83|E.GUINEA

96IE.GUTNEA
STE.CUINEA
98}E.GUTNEA
99}E.GUINEA
HIN}E.GUINEA
101§E.GUINEA
102{E.GUINEA
I03{E.GUINEA
| E.GUINEA
05|E GUINEA
107|E.GUINEA
|08}E GUINEA
109|E.GUINEA
1OJE.GUINEA
1131|E.GUINEA
112|E.GUINEA
11|E.GUINEA
114|E.GUINEA
L15|E.GUINEA
H15|E.GUINEA
HT|EGUINEA
118)E.GUINEA
HIHE.GUINEA
1200E.GUINEA
RIEGUNEA
127)E.GUINEA
133LE.GUINEA
124}E GUINEA
125)EGUINEA
126FE.GUINEA
INEGUINEA
128|E. GUINEA
125|EGUINEA
130|E.GUIVEA
13{|E.GUDNEA
132|E.GUINEA
INE.GUINEA
I34|E.GUINEA
I3S|E.GUINEA
I36|E.GLITNEA
I37|E.GUINEA
[38| GHANA
139IGUINEA
40| GUINEA
14| GIINEA
142 GUINEA
143|GUINEA
144 HONDURAS
145|HONDURAS
146[HONDURAS
147[HONDURAS

14AB{HONDURAS
14 HONDURAS
I30{HONDURAS
|51|[HONDURAS
152]HONDURAS
I5I{HONDIIRAS
IS4 HONDURAS
155|HONDURAS
156|HONDURAS
I57HONDITRAS
|SRIHOMDURAS
1391 HONDURAS
16MHONDURAS
161 | HONDURAS
152{HOMDUIRAS
163 HONDIIR AR
164 HONDURAS
165|HONDURAS
166 HONDURAS
16T|HONDURAS
168|HOMDURAS
I69[HONTIRAS
IFJHONDURAS
I71{HONDURAS

ITZHHONDURAS
IT3IHONDURAS
ITHHONDURAS
I7SfHONDURAS
1T HONDURAS
ITHHONDURAS
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C HEN CHIEH ND.726 (IR[tR 126 CHEN CHINCHENG FISHERY CO.LID.S.A,  |E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
CHEN CHIEH NO.736 [ iE736) CHEN CHIN CHENG FISHERY CO.LTD.5.A C.GLTNEA ATLANTIC
CHEN CHIEH NO.8 | 1R {4:8) INDIAN
CHIMAN [2734) CH! MAN FISHERY S.A., ATLANTIC
CHIA YING NQ.6 (ZB45) PESQUERA HAFPY SN 5.4 E.GLUINEA ATLANTICEINDLAN
COLUMBUS PESQUERA COLUMBUS S A E.GUINEA PACITIC
DONG YIH NO.GHE L1688 ) DONG YIH FISHERY 9.4, E.GUINEA INDILAN
EVER RICH LIN CHING ISANG EGUINEA BACIFIC
EXTTO PESQUERA EXITO 9.4, E.GUINEA TNDIAN
FORTLINA NQ.1 {Hl-f51) NAVIERA FORTUNA S.DE R.I, ATLANTIC&INDIAN
HALMING NO.)  (fF§E1) HA] MING FISHERY S.A, E.GUINEA PACIFICEINDIAN
HAIZEAN NO.LI (f81=11) HA!ZEAN FISHERY 8DERL. E.GLINEA ATLANTIC
HAIZEAN NOJ | HAI ZEAN FISHERY SDERL. E.GLINEA ATLANTIC
HATZEAN N3 (#i5{=31) PESOUIERA HUNG LIN S.4 E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
HELANG JANGNQ.IL (FdERLL) ATLANTIC FISHERY 5.A, E.GUINEA ATLAMTIC
HSIANG JANGNO.LLL (RHSFI) KWD JENG PRODUCTOS MARINGS 5.A. E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
HETANG JANG NOL{12 (#H¥E112) KWO JENG PRODUCTOS MARINGS 5.4. E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
HELANG JANG NO.6GE LENTTG6) ATLANTIC FISHERY 5.A. E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
HSIN HUA NQO.ID {{FTE103) PESQUERA HSIN HUA FISHERY CO.LTD, E.GUINEA INDIAN
HUNGYUNO.212 [{7f212) PESQUERA COLUMBUS §.A. E.GUINEA INDIAN
HUNG YU NO.&DE {f§7E604) HUNG YU FISHERY CO.LTD. KOREA TNDIAN
EWA MAG N0,202 | ZEME202) HWA MAD FISHERY CO.5.A. E.GUINEA RIDIAN
TMAN HUNGNG. 158 (fRE5iE166) CHUN FAR FISHERY 8.4 C.GUNEA ATLANTIC
JIN CHENG HORNG [ € p¥ i) NAVIERAGE KO YUAN FISHERY 5.A. E.GURNEA ATLANTIC&INDIAN
JYN HORNG NO, 16 ({881 15) YN HOENG DCEAN ENTERPRISE CO.LTD, |HONDURAS NDIAN
JIYN HORNGNO, ) 16 (#3818} IT¥YN YEONG FISHERY 5.4 E.GUNEA NDLAN
KAE 8A CHIN CHING FISHERY CO.LTD. EGUINEA ATLANTIC
KAE SHYDAN CHIN MAN FISHERY CD.I.TD, C.GUINEA ATLANTIC
KUANG HORNG {JCH) CHUEN SOMG FISHERY 5.DE R.L. E.GUINEA IATLANTICZINDIAN
LUKG SOON NQ.212 | [ kf212) EXITO FISHERY 5.A, E.GUINEA SPACIFICRINDIAN
LR 300N N0 282 Lgmm) |EXTTO FISHERY S,A, E.GUINEA PACIFIC
LUNG 800N NO.652 | E66z2) 1EXTTO FISHERY 8.4, E.GUINEA TNDIAN
PESQUERA NO.AR CROVU FISHERY 5.A. E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
SHANG SHUK NO,622 (4 )1622) EX[TO FISHERY S.A. E.GUMNEA PACTFIC
SHIM KA1 NO.G6 ) SHIN KAI FISHERY S.A. E.QUINEA PACIFIC
SHING YANG (Fi)- CHEN CHONG HEIN E.GUMEA ATLANTIC
SHUN YING | fEfi) CHEW CHONG HSN E.GUINEA ATLANTIC
SUN RISE NOJ(] SINGARQPE CORP. E.GUINEA ATLANTICATNDLIAN
VIRING NO.| VIKING FISHERY 8.4, E.GUINEA ATLANTICEPACIFIC
'WE! CHING WE! CHING QCEAN ENTERPRISE 8.4 EGLINEA ATLANTIC&INDLAN
WEN SHENG ND.202 {EdAE202) WEN SHENG FISHERY 5.4, E.GUINEA ATLANTICATNDIAN
YIHSINNO.100 (JEFrial) ¥1FA FISHERY S.DER.L, E.QUINEA ATLANTIC
YIH SHUEN NO2IZ ({#ENg212) NDLAN
YUH HUNG NO,212 INDIAN
ZAHRA ND.] OFFSHORE RESOURCES B.A. LGOINEA ATLANTIC
ZHONG I ND.83 [Paf6d) ZHONG I FISHERY 8.A. E.GUINEA PACIFIC
ZHONGINO.B3 (g8 Ji ZEIOMWG I TISHERY S.A. E GUINEA PACIFIC
ZHONG I NOHS [Th#ges PESQUERA ZHONG [ 8.A. E.GUINEA TACIFIC
HSIANG PAQ NO.A0I KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.ZTORAGQ
AL RABAT AL AMAMI ACDC COMMERCLAL PANAMA PANAMA ATLANTIC
CHEW CHIEHNO.736 (i {§7346) SRION COMMERCIAL LTD. SPAIN ATLANTIC
TV FENG NO.S {4 &) ATLANTIC
SEA QUEEN NO.16 THIANGUI 5.A. GUINEA ATLANTIC
ZARQA AL YAMAMA ACDC COMMERCIAE PANAMA, BANAMA ATLANTIC
LilfEE) ATLANTIC&INDIAN
LHR) : TNDIAN
AMBER NO.9 VENLS MARTNES LTD. YIRGMN IS, PACIFIC
ANDREW NO,132 Y1} AN PISHERY CQ.LTD. HONDURAS INDIAN
ATLAMTIC KART HOL.25 ATLANTIC FEZ 8.DE R.L. HONDURAS ATLANTIC
ROBRY NO.3 CHIANG CHING HUNG HONDURAS INDLAN
CHANG SHENG NO.L (B[ CHANC SHENG FISHERY CQ.LTD. CHLTAIRE! INDIAN
CHLFUW NO.6 | EF g6} SONG MAW FISHERY 5.DE R.L. HONDURAS INDIAN
CHI HUNG NQ, 12! (pfzr:lzl 3 CHI HUNG 5.DE R.L. HONDURAS ATLANTICEINDIAN
CHI BUNG NO.2) ATLANTIC
CHIEN CHANG Nu 55 ggaa,ﬁﬁ} CHIEN CHANG PESCA S.A. HONDURAS ATLANTICEINDIAN
CHIY CHANG MING {3 E:LB) CHIN HSIANG MTNG FISHERY S.DERL. HONDURAS ATLANTIC
CHIN CHENG MING [$IkIE) ATLANTIC
CENN CHIN MING {7 E) CHIN YUAN HDRNG 5.DE R.L. HONDURAS ATLANTICZPACIFIC
CHIN HSIANG MING {5FHs) CHIN HSLANG MING FISHERY 5.DER.L. HAORNGTIRAS ATLANTIC
CHIN I MING | sp{8ms} i CHIN YUAN HDRNG S.DER.L. HONDURAS ATLANTIC
CHIN YUAN HORNG {8 i) TN YUAN HORNG 5.DE R.L, HONDURAS ATLANTIC
CHOYUNQS (&) ARMADORA PESQUERA CHOYU S.DERL.  |AMERICA ATLANTICEINDIAN
CHIN FA (FE52) [CHI™ FA FISHERY 5.A. HONGURAS TNTTAN
DAE SUNG WO.16 TNTER SURGO 5.A. SPAIN PALCIFIC
[EDEN NO.18 KINGFISII FISHERY 5.0 R.L. HONDURAS INDIAN
FELIZ NO. 103 SOCIEIIAD FELTZ FISHING 5.DF L. HONDURAS ATLANTIC
FLAIR NQ.3 KINGFISH FISKERY S.DE R.L. HONDURAS ATLANTIC&INDIAN
FORTUNA NO.1 {30FE1) FORTUMA FISHERY S.A. HONDURAS PACIEIC :
FORTUNA NOLI)  (RIEELL) FORTUNA FISHERY S.4, HONDURAS PACIFIC
FORTUNANQ.IZ [H1&:12) FORTUNA FISHERY 5.A. HONDITRAS PACIFIC
FORTUNA NO.2 {FIFF2) FORTUMA FISHERY S.A. HONDURAS PACIFIC
EDRTUNA NQ.21 {H15:21) FORTIANA FISHERY 5.4, HONDURAS PACIEIC
EORTUNA NQ.22 (34522} FORTUNA FISHERY S A. HONDURAS FACIFIC
FUANNO.S {B%b) FU AN OCEAIC ENTERPRISE S.DE R.L, HONDURAS PACIFIC
FWU HDAN (385} FWU HUAN FISHERY SDERI, HONDURAS INDIAN
GOLDEN LAKE NO.Z3 GOLDEN LAKE CO.LTD. SPATN PACIFIC
HAW HUA | F5d%) HAW HUA FISHERY S.DERL. HONDURAS ATLANTICRINDIAN
HER HRIANG |5 4E) HER. MAN FISHERY CO.LTD. CHI.TAIPEI INDIAN
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179 HONDURAS
1A0JHONDURAS
181 {HONDURAS
18HONDIRAS
LE3|HONDURAS
1BA|HONDURAS
[BIJHONDURAS
[BS|HOMDURAS
[RTHONDURAS
{BR|HONDURAS
1BI[HONDURAS
190 HONDIRAS
I121|BONDTIRAS
I192{HONDURAS
193[HONDURAS
104 HONDURAS
1G] HONDURAS
Gl [IONDURAS
197 HONDURAS
198|HONDURAS
HAONDURAS
AMHONDURAR
HONDURAS
U2IHONDURAS
203HONDURAS
204HONDURAS
05| HONDURAS
206|HONDURAS
207|HONDURAS
20R|HONDURAS
209|HONDURAS
IOHONDURAS
211 [HONDURAS
21 2| RONDURAS
IL3[HONDIR AR
24 JHONDURAS
2IS|[HONDURAS
216[HONDURAS
2ITHONDURAS
JIBIIIONDIURAS
219|HONDURAS
IINHONDURAS
2 IHONDURAS
272[HONDTIRAS
2IHONDURAS
124[HONDURAS
225|HONDIIRAS
ZWHONDURAS
22HHONDURAS
LW |HONDURASR
213 |HONDURAS
| HONDURAS
211 |[HONDURAS
232 [HOMNDLIRAS
I3 |HONDURAS
254 [HONDURAS
235 HONDLRAS
BIFIHONDITRAS
INHONDURAR
LEIHONDULAS
L9HONDURAS
HIHONDUIRAS
24| JHONDURAS
242 [HONDURAS
243 HONDURAS
J43HONDURAS
245JHONDLRAS
246|HONDURAS
247TIINDONESLA
BJKENYA

AYHENYA

S0 KENYA

251 |MALRITTIIS
25 PHILIFPINES
25 PHILIPPINES
254|PHILIFPINES
255|PRILIARINES
256] PHILIPPINES
257 PHILIPMNES
25A|PHILIPAINES
Z59)PHILIPPINES
280|PHILIPPINES
261 |PHILIPRINES
262 PHILIPPINES
263 PHILIPPINES
264|PHILIFRINES
165|PHILIPRINES

daﬂll'! ﬂrme

HD MAMNNO.3 | £783)

HO MAN {5l

HONG SHUN NO.&6 {51566}
HORNG SHEN

HEIANG CHANG NO.102
HIIANG CHANG NO.132 (34d%113)
HSIANG CHANG NO.60G {755 606)
HSLANG PAQ NO.101

HSTANG PAD NG.102

HEIEH YUNG NO.366 [[&82366)
HSIN I CHANG NO326 @R H 326)
HUA CHUNG NOH7 {SERET0T)
HUA CHUNG NO.BOR 55 RIR0R )
HUNG YIING.112 (3112)
JATN LIE NO.2062 (fHirzuz)
TATN YUNG No.202  [797c702)
JASMINE NO.9

N CHINNO2 {35932)

JIN CHENG HORNG (£>pF {8/
YN HORNQ NG.106 (GH7E105)
LUSODN (J5iE)

LUNG BO0ONNG,122 (BgNgize)
LUNG SQON NO, 126 (W HE126)
LUNG 500N NO.22 (|3 RE22)
MENG LING.I0L (3557 101)
MENG LING.201 (%77 201)
MENG LINOIn: (#3yr3an)
NEW STAR NO.i

QOCEAN MASTER NO.1
ORIENTENC.7

PAL YU NO.&

PEMG SHIN

PESQUERA NO.50

RYH CHUNNO.L | HH%U
RYHCHUNNO.21 (H3B21)
SHANG SHUN NQ.166 (LT 146)
SHANG SHUMN RO.66 {tELIKG6E)
SHENG HSING NO.606 | f#ls06)
SHENG PAQNO.7 (H057)
SHUE YUNG ND. 366

SHUN CHUAN NO.5 (|1 86)
SHUN HGRNG | )

SHUN SHENG (i)

EHIIN TAL (Jlg2)

SUN RISE NOLE0Y

TAYUNGL (KiLl)
TAMARA NOR

TIM NG (R

TUNG ZHAN BO6 (R kea}
WEN CHANG NO.65 (H376606)
WIN FAR NOLZI6  (3HIE136]
WIN FAR NO.266 ($M3E268)

YT HSIN NO.101  {$ Briol)

YIH SHUEN NO.2(2 | {@EJa212)
YING CHIN HSIANG NO.66 (474 7565)
YOMHA ND.S

YU CHANO, 20, (2 H%20))

YU CHA NO.EDE | T8 FE606)

YU HSIANG NO.? |RET)

YU SUANNC.102 [gadE 102)

YU YAO NO.20)

YU YAQ RLI0Z

THNG HUANG NO.606

YUNG SHU NC.605

VUNG YING NO.506

YUNG YU NO.)032

ZHONG XIN NG [}
ZHONG XINNO,26 |F1=226)
DHALLA NO.B{HSIANG CHANG N0.136)
ALANA NO,!

HSIANG CHANG NG.606 (316 606)
UCHIUMI

HSIN HIZJA NO.[01 {fEdci01)
BOBAY NG

CHIN CHIEF NO.RER | #2{£ER88)
FONGKUO NOS {[D4s)
FUYUAN NO.11 [F7pll)

KU YUANNQ.I (5 oed)

TAIN YUNG NO202 (F¥aRka02)
JEFFREY NG.i31

JEFFREY MO, 168

JEFFREY Nt.24

TEFFREY %0.128

JEFFREY NO.61E

[ TEFFREY NC.816

TOERNNY NO.117

KAO FENG NO. [F21)

|

HER _MAN FISIEFRY CO.CT.

HONG.SHIN FSHERY CORE,
KWO;JEN-G MARINE SERVICES LIMITED

DATWA MARINE WORLD S,DE B.L,
EWO-FENG MARDME BERVICES LIMITED
KWGQ-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED

DALIAN OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.DE R.L.
HUAIFISHERY CQLLTD.

HLIA CHITNG PESCA S .4

NG WOEI FISHELLY 5.4,

JAIN LIH FISHERY 5.A.

JAIN YLING FISHERY 5.A.

ROJE ENGINEERING & TRADING PTELTD.
HUNG CHIN FA

JIYN HORNG OCEAN ENTERPRISE CO.LTD.
LUNG SQ0N SITPFTNG CORP,
SIONG BOON SHIPFING CORP.

SIONG SOON SHIPFING CORP.

MENG LTFISHERY S.DER.L.

MENG [I FISHERY 5.DE RLL.

MENG LI FISHERY £.DE,RL.
MISHIMA FISHERY CO.LTD,

OCEAN MASTER FISHERIES 5.DE R.L.
L QRIENTE 8.DE L.

PAILUNG FISHERY S.DER.L.

FEMG SHIN FISHERY 5,DE R.L.
ARMANORA PESQUERA CHOYU S.DE ILL.
FA CHUEN OCEAN FISHING S.DE 1LL.
RYH CHUUN OCEAN FISHERY NC.
LUNG 500N SHIPPING CORP,

LUNG SQON SHIFPING CORF.

SAINT POWER FISHERY S.DE R L.
BALIAN OVERSEAS FISHERY SDERL.
CHIN FISIANG MING FISHERY 3.DE R.L.
CHIN YUAN HORNG S RE RLL.

CHIN YUAN HORNG S.DERL,

CHIN YUAN HORNG S.DERL,
YELLOW FIN FISHERY 5.0E RL.

TA YU QCEAN ENFERPRIS1E SDE R.L,
MARINEX 5.0E B L.

HOUNG KOU CHING

TUNG ZHAN FISHERY CORP.

CHIEN CHAN{I PESCA 8.4

WIN FAR MARINE INC,

WEY FAR MARINE INC.

¥1FA FISHERY 8,DE R.L.

VIH SHUEN FISHERY S.A.

YING TSI SHYANG FISHERY SDERT.
VENUS MARTNES LTD.

YU HSLIANG FISHERY 3.DE R.L.

Y1MNG HONG MARINE S.DERL.
KWO-JENG, MARINE SERVICES LIMITED
EWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED
KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED
KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED
KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED

DALIAN OVERSEAS FISHERY 5.DERL.
DALTAN OVERSEAS FISHERY SDER L.
EWGC-TEWNG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED

DONG HAW SHIF BUYLITK CO.

SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC.,
SUN WaARM FISHING SERVICE INC.
SUN WARM FISHTNG SERVICE INC,
N WaARM FISHING SERVICE INC,
SUN WARM FISHING SERYICE INC.
SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC.
SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC,
SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE DNC.
SUN WAILM FISHING SERVICIE INC,
SLN W ARM FISHING SERVICE INC.
S WARM FISHING SERVICE INC,
SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE TNC,

SN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC.
SUN WARM FISHING SERYICE [NC,

DAIWA MARINE IN'TERNATIONAL SDERL.

DATWA MARINE INTERNATIONAL 5.DE R.L.
DATWA MARINE RN TERNATIONAL 5,DE R.L.

DAIWA MARINE INTERNATIONAL S.BE RLL,

(wpoers Expeceed
Addreas IA_r:n af Cotch
L TA INDLAN
INDIAN
- WD1AN
{EMNGAPORE ATLANTICEINTITAN
ATLANTIC
TRIN.ETORAGD
JTAPAN PACIFIC
JAPAN PACITIC
TRIN.ETORAGD
TRIN.&TOBAGC
INDIAN
HONDURAS ATLANTICENDIAN
CHLTAIBEL ATLANTIC&INDLAN
CHI TAIPEI ATLANTICEINGLAN
CHILTAIPE] INDIAN
HONDURAS NDTAM
BELLZE ATLANTICEINDLAN
SINCAPDRE 1P$C1FTC.
CHILTAIPEI ATLANTICATNINAN
INDLAN
HONDURAS ATLANTICATNDLAN
SINGATORE INDIAN
CRILTAIPE] INDIAN
INDLAN
CHILTAIPEI INDIAN
HONDLIRAS INDIAN
HONDURAS MNDIAN -
HONDORASR ATLANTIC&INDIAN
PANAMA PACIFIC
HOKDURAS TNDIAN
HONDURAS ATLARTIC
HOWDURAS ATLANTIC&INDIAN
HONDURAS ATLANTIC
HONDLRAS ATLANTIC
HONDURAS TWDIAN
CHL.TAIPE! INDIAN
SINGAPORE INDLAN
CHLTAIPEL _|INDIAN
ATLANTIC
HONDURAS PACIFIC
HONDURAS ATLANTICEINDIAN
HONDURAS ATLANTIC&PACIFIG
HONDURAS ATLANTIC
HONDURAS ATLANTIC&APACIFIC
HONDURAS ATLANTIC
HONDURAS ATLANTIC
CHLTAIPEL RACIFIC
HONDURAS INDIAN
HDNOURAS IMDIAN
CHLTAITER PACIFICEINDIAN
JHDNDURAS INDIAN
CHLTAIPE! . DIDLAN
CHLTAIPE] INDIAN
CHITAIPET ATLANTICEHDIAN
HONDURAS INDIAN
HOMDURAS INDIAN
VIRGIN I5. PACIFIC
HONDURAS PACIFIC
HONDLIRAS PACIFIC
HONDUORAS ATLANTICAIMDLAN
JAPAN BACIFIC
TRIN.&ETOBAGD
TRIN.ATOBAGO
TRIN.&TOBAGD
TRIN.ETORAGD
TRIN.ATOBAGD
JAPAN PACIFIC
AONDURAS FACIEIC
HONDURAS PACIFIC
TRIN.EZTORAGO
INDLAN
ATLANTIC
KOREA INDNAN
TNDIAN
PHILIPPINES INDLAN
PHILIFPINES INDIAN
PHILIPPINES PACIFIC
PHILIPPTNES TNDIAN
PHILIPPINES INDIAN
BHILIPPINES $INDIAN
PHILIPFINES ATLANTICAINTHANLRACT
PHILIPPINES ATLANTIC
PHILIBPINES ATLANTIC&INDIAN
PHILIFFINES ATLANTIC
PHILIPPINES INDIAN
PHILIPPINES ATLANTICLIMDIAN
PHILIPPINES ATLANTIC&EINDIAN
PHILIPPINES NDIAN
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265|PHILIFPINES
267|PHILITPINES
268 PEULIPRINES
20 PHILIPPINES
270|PHILIPPINES
271 |[PHILIPRINES
272|PHILIPEINES
Z71|SEYCHELLES
2T4|SEYCHELLES
175|SEYCHELLES

375 |SIERRALEONE|STARLET NG.90|

277|SINGAPORE
275 [STNGAPORE
379|SINGAPDRE
280|5INGAPORE
28| |SINGAPORE
282 [SINGAPORE
2R3 |SINGAPORE
284 [SRILANEA

1RS|SRILANEA

2RE|SRILAMNEA

287 |ERILANEA

284 |ST.VINGENT
29ET. VINCENT
290ST.VINCENT
1S STVINCENT
192{ST.VINCENT
295 IST.VINCENT
JUNST.VINCENT
JIMYST.VINCENT
31 1]ST.VINCENT
JI2|ST.VINCENT
JI3{ST.VINCENT
JI4{ST.VINCENT
JIS{ST.VINCENT
JIENST.VINCENT
JINSTVINCENT
JIRIST.VINGENT
JI9{ST.VICENT
J20]|ST-VINCENT
JAUST.VINCENT
INST.VINCENT
JOISTVINCENT
AMJST.VINCENT
J25IST.VINCENT
J25|8T.YINCENT
J2NST.VINCENT
A2R(ST.VINCENT
T9IST.VINCENT
330)ST.VINCENT
JMYST.VINCENT
J15(ST.VINCENT
1J6]ST.VINCENT
JINST.VINCENT
JIR|ST.VINCENT
1195T.VINCENT
40| TRINIPAD &
J41[TRINIDADSE

CTWRAIE MALLE e
: Aren of Coich
B R0l SN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC, INDLAN
PING YUANNO.201 {BEfsuzon; SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE NG, PHILIPPINES INDIAN
SHINN MANN NO.iE {({T11) SUN WARM FINHING SERVICE INC. PHILIPPINES PACIFIC
[SHINM MANN NQ.2? {{gi521) ISTMARK INTERNATIONAL FISHING INC. PHILIFFINES EACIFIC
SHYE SHIN Na.l ({F{EL) SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE ING, PHILIPPINES INDEAN
SUNG HUY SUN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC. PHILTRPINES INDEAN
YU HSIANG NO.7 (f39E7) SN WARM FISHING SERVICE INC. PFHILIPFINES ATLANTIC&INDIAN
DEVELOF NO.L . : INDYAN
GREAT XO.1 E.CUINEA PACIFIC&INDIAN
VICTORY NO,[ INDIAN
ESUDRIM TRADE 5.A. PANAMA ATLANTIC
{GHAZI NO, 608 INDIAN
LUSDON (K} INTHAN
NEW STAR NI MISHIMA FISHERY CG.LTD. PANAMA INDIAN
SHANG SEI NO.6s (B Rgsn) INDLAN
SHENGEANNOA (#HH5) ATLANTIC
SHUN KUO | {iE} ATLANTIC
YU HSIANG NO.7 (| FEFET) ATLANTIC
LANKA STAR NO.102 KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIM.&TOBAL
LANKEA STAR NO.2L KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGC
SHENG PAD NO5 | BESE5) FISHING YESSELAMOTOR DRIVEN lCHLTAIPEI PACIFIC
YU SUAN NO, 101 {§535101) LANKA INTERCTON TRADERS LTD. SRILANKA PACIFIC
CHANG YOW NO.212 TRIN.&ATORAGO
CHANG YOW NO.212 (B x2i2) . ATLANTIC
DHALIA ND.B KWO-TENQ MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGO
HSANG YU CONTINENTAL [TANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TORAGC
ES1IANG HER CONTINENTAL TIANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.ETDBAGO
USIANG JANG D22 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TORAGO
HSIANG JANGNO.22 (FHE22} CONTINENTAL LIMITED ST.VINCENT ATLANTIC
HSIANG PAQ EWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIM.ETOBAGO i
HSLANG PAC NO.L0H KEWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.ZTOBAGO
HS1ANG PAD NO.102 KWO-TENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGO
HSIANG PACNO,60L - EWC-JENG MARINE SERYICES LIMITED TRIN,.&TOBAGOQ
MING TAY NO.L |HH3g1) HO HSIN FISHING CO.LTD, CHLTAIPEL INDIAN
NATIONAL M1 KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.&TORAGD
NATIONAL ND236 KWO-IENG MARTNE SERVICES LIMITED TRIN.ATORAGO
PANALOX N{3L50L LOXFORD OVERSEAS INC, PANAMA PACIFIC
PANALOM NG.502 LOXFORD OVERSEAS INC. PANAMA PACIFIC
PANALOX NO.503  |LoXFoRD OVERSEAS INE, PANAMA PACIFIC
PANALDX NO.505 LOXFORD OVERSEAS INC, PANAMA PACIFIC
PANALOX NC.506 -|LOXFORD OVERSEAS INC. PANAMA PACIFIC
'WEN SHUN NO.10) CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.ATOBAGO
WEN SHUN NQ.102 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TCOBRAGO
WEN SHUM NQ.111 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TEIN.&TORAGO
WEN SHUNNO.L 12 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED THIN,&TOBAGO
WEN SHUN NQ.12) CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TCHAQO
'WEN SHUN Ki0,122 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED THIN.&TORAGO
WEN SHUNNQ.211 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMTIED TRIN &TOBAGD
WEN SHUN NQ.212 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGO
'WEN SHUN N0O.22 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED ‘TRIN.&TOBAGD
WEN SHLUN NO,621 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITEDR TRIN.&ETORAGD
WEN SHUN NO.622 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS EIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGO
WEN SHUN NOQ.626 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.ETOBAGD
WEN SHLIMN NOLEE NTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAGD
YU YAD ND.201 KW0-TENG MARINE SERVICES [IMITED TRIN.ETOBAGO
YU YAQNQ,202 KWO-JENG MARINE SERVICES LIMITED TRDN&ETOBAGOD
HElANG CHANG NO.1D) {#453R101) . ATLANTIC
HELANG CHANG NQ.102 [BH4102) ATLANTIC
HAIANG CHANG NOL136  [FH53H116) ATLANTIC
NAM SUN NG.2? (BRI ATLANTIC
HSANG TANG NO.202 CONTINENTAL HANDLERS LIMITED TRIN.&TOBAQOD

SHENG LUNG NC.Y

EWO-JENG MARMNE SERVICES LIMITED

TRIN.&TOBAGO

Thaose vessels included on this list that have the same name, but for which other information provided is diﬁ'erent (i.; owner’s
name, owner’s address, area of catch) arz shown as a scparate entry, Hence, there could be some dauble entries, The differences

in the information could be duc to the sources of the data.
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STATEMENT BY CHINESE TAIPEY
CONCERNING RE-FLAGGING OF FLAG OF CONVENIENCE (FOC) VESSELS

Mr. Chairman,

First of all, I would like to submit a clarification concerning the FOC Boat owners Association, as referred to by the
dislinguished delegatc of Japan as approved by our poverniment. This is a wrang perception. Please understand that this
Associalion 15 a non-gavernmental civil organization legalized by registration in the District Court, and it was, in fact,
not approved by the Fisheries Administration. This Association is protected hy our Constitution asa freedom of assemhly
eAnJuyed by all the citizens and our administration has nathing to do with nor is involved with the operation of this

s5ociation.

Furthermore, we would like to acknowledge the appreciation expressed by the Undted States, Japan, the EU, and other
delogations about the complexity of the FOC problems. Not fo fusther c:omphcale this problem, we’d like you to share yoar
views with respect io this issue,

While various nations are implementing measures to conserve and manage the fisheries resources in accordance with
the recommendations of the international fisheries organizations, we are aware that there are still a number of FOC vessels
continuously fishing in an unregulated and unreported {UUU) manncr, thereby seriously diminishing the effectivencss of
management measures, Presumably, some of these vessels are under the ownership of our entreprenenrs. Under the general
rules of international law, flag States shall be responsible for the activitics of these vessels. The UU activitics of some 300
FOC vessels operaling in the three oceans of the world are, in fact, occurring as a result of the irresponsibility and lack
of strict management of their flag States. As for our part, in order to solve the FOC problem so as to prevent negative
consequential impact on the sustainable use of resouces, and to protect the rightful interests of legitimate boat awners,
we have had a series of consultations with Japan recently. A bilateral understanding was reached that Japan will deal with
those vessels it exported, while we shall provide those FOC vessels originally built in Chinese Taipei with a Jegal
framewark for them to be re-flagged and managed under our administration.

From our point af view, those FOC fishing vesscls are forgign vessels since they have been under foreign flags from
the very first day since they were built. With a strict legal sense, “repatriation” or “call-back’ carry the implications of
relurning to the original nationality. It is our view that “re-flagging” is a legally proper term to be used in this situation.
“Re-flagging” is not necessarily a negative term when we consider that thess vessels are to be re~flagged and turned over
1o the administration of 2 more responsible fishing nation from their “original” flag nations, What we ore prepaning (o
do is to establish a proper mechanism and to provide necessary incentives for the owners of these FOC vessels to re-flag
their vessels under cur administration. However, this is by no means an easy 1ask and we also need favorable ambient
gonditions to foster its implementation.

Mr. Chairmun and dear collengnes, the main difficaity of this undertaking is that we haya iong ago adopted measures
to limit the fleet size. The re-flagging of these FOC vessels will have adverse impact on our existing pelicy on vessel
building restriction as well as jeopardize the interests of the legitimate operators. This no doubt will be of greal chuallenpe
to our flect size limitation policy abjective. Moreaver, with the present situation of limited catch quota available to us, and
with no increase of Guota in sight, to share the already insufficiznt quota by all the existing legitimate boats and thoss re-
flagged will make e situation even more difficnlt, and alse unfair to the existing boat owners. Thus, the re-flagging of
FOC vessels for them to gain our dag and to be managed under our administration carries very scnsmve somo-ecnnonuc
consequences as well as social justice implications, .

Through numergus consultations and persuasion, and taling into account the objective of long-term conservation of
resources, wa have considered permitting the re-flagging of FOC vessels. Please be aware, Mr. Chaimman and dear
colleagues, by implementing such a re-flapging program unilateratly, the global or universal fishing capacity will remain
unchanged, but rather, these FOC vessels will be move from irresponsible flag nations to a more responsible
administration so as to effectively reduce the possible occurrence of UU activitics. And yet, the inclusion of FOC vessels
into our existing flcet will inevitably incrcase our fishing capacity on the shert run. But, this is a trade-off that all of us
have to face.

Mr. Chairman, it is our hope that our approach will be helpfisl in solving the matter of FOC vessels. It is also hoped
that when we are making our all-out cffort with all available financial resources, this Commission can consider favorably
granting us the corresponding catch quota so as to institute and constitutc as an intcrnational incentive for their re-flagging
and to facilitate proper management of our fisherics as a whole. Meanwhile, we do not wish to scc that due to the lack of
supplemental support of this community, our effonts and sacrifices will be in vain. Therefore, as we did at the lasi meeting,
we continue to urge all the flag States, port States, and trading States to take concerted actions, along with ICCAT s
adoption of trade restrictive measures to eliminate FOC vessels altogether. Thank you, Mr, Chairman, for your altenticn.

133



ICCAT REFORT, 1998-9% (Il

Appendix 13 to ANNEX 7

LETTER TO TURKEY
REQUESTING INFORMATION ON EASTERN ATLANTIC
AND MEDITERRANEAN BLUEFIN TUNA CATCH OVERAGES

Atits 1999 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities under its 1994 Resolution For an
Action Plan to Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuno. The Btuefin Tuna Action
Plan scts forth a precess designed to seek cooperation with the conservation program of ICCAT by Noa-Contracting
Partics, Entities, or Fishing Entities with vessels fishing for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which ditinishes the
effectiveness of the relevant conservation measures of the Commission, and to request any Non-Contracting Party, Entity
or Fishing Entity 50 identified to rectify its fishing activities. As a lasi resort, this process ¢an result in recommendations
for Contracting Parties to take non-discriminatory irade restrictive measures, consistent with their international
cbligations, on Atlantic bluefin tuna products from the Non-Contracting Parties, Entitics, or Fishing Entities whose flag
vessels continue to fish for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the Commission’s
conservation measures for this species, ,

At the 1999 meeting, the Commission reviewed all available information regarding the fishing activities of vessels
of Turkey and noted that catch and trade data indicate that vessels of Twikey are harvesting eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean bluefin tuna, The catches of bluefin tuna reported by Turkey in 1998 are in excess of levels established by
relevant ICCAT conscrvation and management measures for eastern Aflantic and Mediterranean Bluefin tuna. The
Commission is very concerned about this and is seeking clarification of the situation from your country.

The 1994 Recommendation on Bluefin Catch Limits in the Eastern Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea capped
1593 harvests at the higher of 1393 or 1994 level and required reductions, beginaing in 1996, of 25% to be achieved by
1993, Applicatioz of this recommendation would result in a 1998 aliowable catch level well below catch levels as reported
by Tutkey to the ICCAT Standing Committes on Research and Statistics in 1998,

The Commission appreciates the cfforts of Turkey to monitor the fishing activities of its vessels, provide catch data
10 the Commiission, and participate in ICCAT meetings. We are also encouraged by Turkey’s efforts to revise and update
its fisherics statistic collection metheds, However, it is critical for the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and
management measures that your vessels abids by all ICCAT conservation and management measures. Enclosed are the
current JCCAT Recommendations and Resolutions, including those referred to above that limit the catches of easiern
Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, Given the apparent continued interest of Turkey in the harvest of ICCAT species,
the Commission requests that you become a Contracting Party, Cooperating Party, Entity, or Fishi ng Entity. Also enclosed
arg the relevant ICCAT provisions relating to seeking and maintaining such statns.

At its 2000 annusl mceting, the Comimission will once again review the information reparding the activities of your
country’s vessels to determine how to proceed, including the possibility of implementing the aforementioned Action Plan,
Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter,

Commission Chairman
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STATEMENT BY TURKEY TO THE PWG
Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen:

Turkey has beert known for a long time as one of the major iuna fishing nations in the Mediierranean, Aegean and
Black Seas and in the Sea of Marmara. In particular, Turkish catches of bonito have been the highest in the world as a
singie nation.

Biuefin tuna are also caught in the Black and in the Sea of Marmara by Dalians (traps) and lines for many years
{Devedjian, 1926),

Turkey reviscd its historical bluefin tuna records, The data vsed for the revision were estimated from various reporis
from fishermen’s asscciations, canning factory activities, and market declarations and therefore need to be validated to
check for doubls counting,

Since 1993, the University of Istanbul, Faculty of Aquatic Products, has been carrying out intensive research on tunas
in Turkdsh waters,

Dactoral theses and research on bluefin tuna, swordfish, litile tung and bullet tuna have been completed.

In 1998, twa larval surveys covering the Sea of Marmara and the Acgean Sca were carried out on board the Faculty
research vessel B/ Yunus within the framework of the ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (BYP). Funding for these research
activities was provided by the Turlish scientific research fund, the University of Istanbul research fund, and ICCAT.

Collaboratien on genetics research is being carried out between the University of Istanbul and the Universities of
North and South Carolina (United States) and ICCAT, Collaboration with the Spanish Institules of Oceanography (IEQ)
af Santander and Fuengirola, with the Universities of Bologna and Bart (aly) is continuing, Torkey has also coltaborated
with the National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries in Shimizu, Japan, In addition, Turldsh research on bluefin tuna
in the eastern Mediterranean Sea revealed intergsting rasnlts,

The membership of Turkey in ICCAT is in the process of ratificatior by the Turkish Parliament, Despite the tecent
earthquakes in Turkey, it is hoped that this procedure will be complatad soon.

TIn accord:mee with fisheries réguﬂations adopted by Turkey, the catch of bluefin tuna less than 15 kg is prohibited,
Resedrch shows that no undersize bluefin tuna weighing less than 3.2 kg are caught by Turkish fishermen in Turkish

walers.

During the surmmer moenths, the quality of bluefin tuna from the Mediterranean is re]anvely poor aud the fishermen
abstain from fishing for this species in June and July. :

In the last two vears, the fishery has also started in September in the Aegean and the Mediterranean areas. However,
Turkish fishermen decided ta close this month te fishing in order lo protect other migraiory fish (bonites and bluefish)
which come inio the Sea of Marmara during this petiod in large quantities.

Up to row, no logbooks have been used on board Turkish purse sciners, Catch estimates shoulkd have been inaccuraite,
From September, 1999, the completion of logbooks is obligatory for fishing vessels.

Taking all of this into account, Mr. Chairman, I think Turkcy deserves some appreciation. Thank you.
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LETTER TO DENMARK (ON BEHALF OF THE FAROE ISLANDS)
REQUESTING INFORMATION ON EASTERN ATLANTIC
AND MEDITERRANEAN BLUEFIN TUNA CATCH OVERAGES

At its 1999 annual mecting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities under its 1994 Resolufion For an
Action Plan to Ensure the £ffectiveness of the Conservation Pragram for Atiantic Bivefin Tuna, The Bluefin Tuna Action
Plan sets forth a process designed to seek cooperation with the conservation program of ICCAT by Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities with vessels fishing for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the
effectiveness of the relevant canservation measures of the Commission, and to request any Non-Contracting Party, Entity
or Fishing Entily so identified to reciify its fishing activities, As a last resort, this process can resnit in recommendations
for Contracting Parties 1o tske non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their international
obligations, on Atlantic bluefin tuna products from the non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities whose flag
vessels continue to fish for Atlantic bluefin tuna in a manner which diminishes the eflectiveness of the Commission’s
conservation mensuzes for this species,

At the 1999 mecting, the Commission reviewed all available infonmation regarding the fishing activities of vessels
of Denmark (on behalf of the Faroe Islands) and noted that catch and irade data indicate that vessels of Denmark (on
behalf of the Faros Istands) arc harvesting eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna. The 199§ catches of bluefin
tuna reported by Denmark (on behalf of the Faroe Islands) are in excess of levels established by relevant ICCAT
conservation and management measures for eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean Bluefin tuna, The Commission is seeling,
clarification of the situation from your country,

The 1994 Recommendation on Bluefin Carch Limits in the Eastern Atlantic Ocean and Mediterrarean Sea capped
1995 harvests at the higher of 1993 or 1994 level and required reductions, begianing in 1996, of 25% to be achieved by
1998. According to ICCAT Standing Committes on Research and Statistics data, Derunark (cn behalf of the Faroe Islands)
had a catch level of zero for eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin (una in 1993 and 1954,

The Comumission appreciates the efforts of Denmark (on behalf of the Faros Islands) to manitor the fishing activities
of its vessels, provide catch data to the Commission, and participate in ICCAT mectings, However, il is critical for the
effectivenass of ICCAT conservation and managemenit measures that your vessels abide by all ICCAT conservation and
management measures. Enclosed are the curreat ICCAT recommendations and resolutions, including those referred to
above, that limit the catches of sastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, Given the apparent continued interest
of Denmark (on behalf of the Farce Islands) in the harvest of ICCAT species, the Commission requests that yon become
a Contracting Party, or Caoperating Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity, Also enclosed are the relevant ICCAT provisions
relating to seeking and maintaining such siatus.

At its 2000 annual meeting, the Commission will once again review the information regarding the activities of your
c?unu'y’s vessels 1o determine how to proceed. Thank you for your prompt atiention to this matier. We look forward to
yaur reply.

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TO ICELAND
REQUESTING INFORMATION ON EASTERN ATLANTIC
AND MEBITERRANEAN BLUEFIN TUNA CATCH OVERAGES

Alits 1995 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservaton of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, or Fishing Entities under its 1994 Aation Plan
Resolution to Ensure the Bffectiveness vf the Conservation Program for Atlantic Blvefin Tuna. The Bluefin Tuna Action
Plan sets forth a process designed to seek cooperation with the conservation program of ICCAT by Non-Coniracting
Partics, Entitics, or Fishing Entities with vessels fishing for Atlantic bluefin luna in 4 manner which diminishes the
cffectiveness of the relevant conservation measires of the Commission, and o request any Non-Contracting Party, Enfity
or Fighing Entity so identified to rectify its fishing activities. As a last resort, this process can zesuit in recommendations
for Contracting Parties to take non-discciminatory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their imternational
obligations, on Atlantic bluefin mna products from those Non-Contracting Partics, Entities, or Fishing Entities whose flag
vessels continve to fish for Atlantic biuefin tuna in a manrer which diminishes the effectiveness of the Commission’s
conservation measures for this species.

Al the 1999 mesting, the Commmission reviewed all available infermation regarding the fishing activities of vessels
of Ieeland and noted that catch and irade data indicate that vessels of Iceland are harvesting sastern Atlantic and
Mediterranesn bluefin tna. The catches af blaefin tuna reporied by Iceland in 1998 are in cxcess of levels established by
relevant ICCAT conservation and management measures for castern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna. The
Conumission is sesking clarification of the situation from your conntry.

The 1994 Recommendation on Bluefin Catch Limits in the Eastern Atlantic Ogean and Mediterranean Sea capped
1995 harvests at the higher of 1993 ar 1994 level and eguired rednctions, beginning in 1996, of 25% to be achieved by
1998, According to ICCAT Standing Commitiec on Rescarch and Statistics daia, Iceland had a catch level of zero for
castern Atlantic and Meditcrrancan bluefin tuna in 1993 and 1994,

The Commission appreciates the efforis of Iceland to monitor the fishirg activities of its vessels, provide caich data
to the Commnission, and participate in ICCAT meetings, However, it is critical for the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation
and management measures that your vessels abide by all ICCAT conservation and management measures, Enclased are
the current ICCAT Recommendations and Resolutions, including those referred to above, that linit the catches of eastern
Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, Given the apparent continued interest of Iceland in the harvest of ICCAT
species, the Commission requests that you hecome a Contracting Party, or Cooperating Parly, Entity, or Fishing Entity.
Alsg enclosed are the relevant ICCAT provistons relating to seeking and maintaming such status,

At its 2000 annual meeting, the Commission will once again review the information regarding the activities of your
country’s vessels to determine how to proceed. Thank you for your prampt aitention to this matter. We look forward 1o
your reply.

Commission Clrairman
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 LETTER TO BELIZE
Pursuant to thel998 Resolition Concerning the Unreported and Unrepulated
Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area

At its 1999 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities under its 1998 Resalution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience, That Resolution calls upon FCCAT Contracting Parties, Coaperating Non-
Contracting Parties, Entitias and Fishing Entities to collect, examing and submit to ICCAT impert and landing data and
associated tnformation on imported frozen tunas and tuna-like fish products, Based on an annual review of this and other
dma ICCAT will identify those Contracting Parties, Nnn-Cnnn'acnng Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-

ale longline vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which direinishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures, [CCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities and Fishing Bmtities to take all necessary carrective actions, and will review those actions at ils subsequent
annval meating, If those actions are judged insufficient, ICCAT wilt recommend affective measures, if necessary including
npn-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, on the subject species for which there are currently no trade restrictions
in place,

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large-gcale longline vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are belicved to have fished for tuna and tuna-Hke species in the ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are registered in Belize,

Based on this information, JCCAT decided to identify Belize under its 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported
and Unregulaied Caiches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area, Accordingly, ICCAT hereby
requests the Government of Belize io {ake all necessary measures to ensure that large-scale longline vessels registersd in
Belize da not continue to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and managemenl measures, including, if
appropriate, the revogation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the larpe-scale longline vessels concerned,

Thank you for your prompi atteniion to this matter.

Comimissian Chaixman
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LETTER TO CAMBODIA
Pursuant iv the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Aren

At its 1999 annual meeling, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of varions Non-Contracting Parties, Entitics, and Fishing Entities under its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Caiches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Canvention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience. That Resclution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperating Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to cotlect, examine and submit to iICCAT import 2nd landing data and
associated information on imported frozen tunas and {una-like fish products. Baged on an annual review of this and other
data, ICCAT will identify those Contracting Partigs, Non-Coatracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whase large-
seale Inngline vessels have been fishing for tuna and hina-like species in 2 manner which diminishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures. ICCAT will request identificd Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting
Parties, Entitics and Fishing Entities to take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent
annual meeting. If thase actions are not sufficient, FCCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-
discriminatory trade resirictive measures on the subject species. '

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of [arge-scale longline vessels compiled from this dala, many
of which. are belicved to bave fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are rogistered in Cambodia,

Based on this information, ICCAT decided to idemify Cambodia under its 1998 Resolution Concerning the
Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Seale Longline Vessels i the Convention Area. Accordingly,
ICCAT herchy requesis the Government of Cambodia io take all necessary measures to ensure that large-scale longline
vessels registered in Cambodia do not continne to diminish the effectiveress of ICCAT conservation and management
measures, including, if appropriate, the revocation of vessel registration or fishing Licenses of the large-scate longline
vessels concerned,

Thank yon far your prompt attention to this matter.

Commisgsion Chairman
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LETTER TO HCNDURAS _
Pursnant 10 the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Arca

Atits 1999 annual mecting, the International Cormission for the Conservation of Atlamtic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of varions Non-Coutracling Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities undar its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Cafches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience.

That Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing
Entities to collect, examine and submit 10 ICCAT import and landing data and associated information on imported frozen
tunas angd tuna-like fish products, Based on an annual review of this and other data, ICCAT will identify those Contracting
Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-scale longline vessels have been fishing for
tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation prd management
measures, ICCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Enfities and Fishing Entities 1o
take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent annual meeting, If those aclions are
ndged insufficient, KCCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-discriminatory trade restrictive
measures on the subject species for which there are currently no trade restrictions in place,

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large-scale longline vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are helieved to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Coavention Area. A number of those
vessels are registered in Honduras.

Based on this information, ICCAT decided to identify Honduras under its 1998 Resolution Concerning the
Unreporied and Unreguiated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area. Accordingly,
ICCAT hereby requests the Government of Honduas to take all necessary mcasures to ensure that large-scale longline
vessels registered in Honduras do not continue to diminish the effectivensss of ICCAT conservation and management
measures, including, if appropriatc, the revocation of vesscl registration or fishing licenses of the large scale longline
vessels concerned,

Thank you far your prompt attention lo this matter,

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TO KENYA
Pursuant to the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Catckes af Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Arca

Atits 1998 annual meeting, the Internatienal Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunys (JCCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing, Entities under its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Areq,
which is enclosed for your convenience. That Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Partics, Cooperating Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to collect, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and
associated information on imporied frozen tunas ard tuna-like fish products. Based on an annual review of this and other
data, ICCAT will identify those Contracling Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-
scale longline vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures. [CCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities and Fishing Entitics to take all necessary correclive actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent
annual meeting, If those actions are not sufficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measares, if necessary including non-
discriminatory trade restrictive measures on the subject species.

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large-scale Jongline vesscls compiled from this data, many
of which are believed to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area, At least ene of these
vessels is ragistered in Kenya,

Based on this information, ICCAT decided to identify Kenya under its 1998 Resoluttion Concerning the Unreported
and Unregulated Catehes of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Avea. Accordingly, ICCAT hereby
requests the Government of Kenya to take all necessary measures to ensure that large-scale longline vessels registered in
Kenya do not conlinue to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures, including, if
appropriate, the revocation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large-scale lonpline vessels concerned.

Thank you for yvour prompt attention to this matter,

Commission Chairman
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LETTER TQ THE PHILIPPINES
Puranant to the 1998 Reselution Concerning the Unreporied and Unregulated
Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Arey

At its 1999 anmial meeting, the International Conwnission for the Congervation of Atantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
ihe fishing activities of varions Non-Contracting Parties, Entitics, and Fishing Entities under its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience, That Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracling Parties, Cooperating Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to collect, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and
associated information on imported frozen tunas and tuna-like fish products. Based on an annual review of this and other
data, ICCAT will identify those Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-
scale longling vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the affectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures. ICCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Conlracting
Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent
annuai meeting, If'those actons are not sufficient, ICCAT will recommend sffective measures, if necassary including non-
discriminatory {rade restrictive measures on the subject species.

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information, Enclosed for your convenience is a list of Iarge-scale longline vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are believed to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Arsa, A number of these
vessels are registered in the Philippines,

Based on this information, ICCAT decided to identify the Philippines under its 1998 Resolurion Concerning the
Unreporied and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessais in the Convention Area. Accordingly,
ICCAT hereby requests the Govermment of the Philippines to take all necessary measures to ensure that large-scale
longline vessels registered in the Philippines do not continue to diminish the effectivenass of ICCAT conservation and
management measures, including, if appropriate, the revocation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large-scale
longline vessels concerned, '

Thank you for your prompt attention io this maiter.

Comunission Chairman
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TETTER TO SIERR A LEONE
Fursuant to the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area

Atits 1999 annual mecting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas ICCAT) reviewed
the Bshing activities of varions Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities under its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unveported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclased for yout convenience. That Resolution calls upon ICCAT Centracting Parties, Cooperating Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to collect, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and
associated inforrmation on imporied frozen tunas and tuna-like Gsh products. Based on an annual review of this ang other
data, JOCAT will identify those Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entides whose larpe-
scale ongline vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manmer which diminishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures, ICCAT will request identified Confracting Parties, Non-Contracling
Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities o take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent
annual meeting: If thase actions are not sufficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-
discriminatory trade restrictive measures on the subjsct species.

The information avaitable to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as gther information, Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large-scale longling vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are balieved to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area. At least one of these
vessels is registered in Sierra Leone,

Based on this information, ICCAT degided to identify Sicrra Leone under its 1998 Resolution Concerning the
Unreported and Unregulated Caiches of Tunas iy Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Conventian Area. Accordingly,
ICCAT hereby requests the Government of Sierra Leone to take ail necossary measures to ensure that large scale longline
vessels registered in Sierra Leone do not continue to diminish the effectiveness of [ICCAT conservation and management
measuees, including, if appropriate, the revocation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large-seale longline
vessels concerned.

Thank yon for your prompi attention to this matter.

Comunission Chairman
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LETFER TO SINGAPDRE
Pursuant to the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unreguluted
Catches of Tunas by Large Seale Longline Vessels In the Convention Area

At its 1999 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (JCCAT) reviewsd
the fishing activities of varions Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entitics under its 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Caiches af Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience. That Resolution calls vpon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperaling Non-
Contracting Partics, Entitics and Fishing Fntities to collact, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and
associated information on iraported frozen tunas and funa-like fish products. Based on an annual review of this and other
data, [ICCAT will identify those Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entitics whose large-
scale Jongline vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measures. ICCAT will request ideniified Contracting Parlies, Non-Centracting
Parties, Entiticsand Fishing Entities totake all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its siibsequent
annual meeting. I 'those actions are not snfficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measures, u‘ necessary including non-
discriminatory trade restrictive mcasures on the subject species.

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting inclnded trade data submitted by Contracling Parties, ns well
as ather information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large- scale longline vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are believed to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are registered in Singapore.

Baged on this information, ICCAT decided to ideatify Singapore under its 1998 Resolution Concerning the
Unreporied and Unvegulated Catehes of Tunas by Lavge Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area. Accordingly,
ICCAT lereby rcqucsts the Government of Singapore to take all necessary measures to ensure that large-scale longline
vessels registered in Sinpapore do not continue to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management
measures, including, if appropriate, the revacation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large scale lunglme
vessels concerned,

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matler,

Commission Chairman
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Appendix 17-h t0 ANNEX 7

LETTER TO ST. VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES
Pursuant to the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Caiches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area

Atits 1999 annual meeting, the Intermational Comunission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas [JCCAT) reviewed
the fishing activities of various Non-Contracting Parties, Fntities, and Fishing Entities under its 1998 Resoiufion
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Lorge Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
which is enclosed for your convenience. That Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperaling Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to collect, examine and submit to TCCAT import and landing data and
assorciated information on imported frozen tunas and tuna-like fish products, Based on an annual review of this and cther
data, [CCAT will identify those Coniracting Parties, Non-Caontraciing Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-
scale longline vessels have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of
ICCAT conservation and management measnres. ICCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting
Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities fa take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent
annmal meeting, ifthose actipns are not sufficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-
discriminatory irade restrictive measuras on the subject species.

The information availabie to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting incleded trade data submitted by Contracting Parties, as well
as other information. Enclosed for your convenience is a list of large- scale longline vessels compiled from this data, many
of which are helieved to have fished for funa and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are registered in St. Vincent and the Grenadines. '

Based on this information, ICCAT decided o identify St Vincent and the Grenadines under its 1998 Resolutian
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area.
Accordingly, ICCAT hereby requests theé Government of 8t. Vincent and the Grenadines to take all necessary measures
to ensura that larse- scals longline vessels registared in St, Vineent and the Grenadines do not continus to diminish the
effectiveness of ICCAT conscrvation and management measures, including, if appropriate, the revocation of vessel
registration or fishing licenses of the large-scale longline vessels concemed.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Commission Chairman
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ANNEX 8

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The meeting of the Compliance Committee was opened by the Chairman, Mr. C. Dominguez (EC-Spain).

2. Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted without modification, and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 8.

3. Nomination of Rapporteur

3.1 Dr. F. Gauthiez (EC-France) was nominated and accepted to serve as Rapporteur for the Compliance Committee.

4. Status of compliance of the Contracting Parties as concerns statistics

4.1 The Secretariat drew attention to several documents which could assist the work of the Committee, particularly
COM/99/12 on estimates of unreported Atlantic tuna catches, COM/99/20 regarding responses to special letters sent by
ICCAT and COM/99/22 on the register of bigeye tuna and northern albacore fishing vessels. Document COM/99/10, a
compendium of current management regulations, was also introduced. The Secretariat had also created detailed catch tables
of Task | data. As regards the data, the Secretariat noted that many of the data could be used a priori by the Committee i.e.
the data contained in the tables (referred to hereinafter as Reporting Tables) completed in accordance with the 1998
Recommendation on the Application of Three Compliance Recommendations, Task | and Task Il data, and other types of
available information such as catch and canning statistics.

4.2 Under this Agenda item, several delegates pointed out that efforts still needed to be made regarding the timely
transmission of statistics and before that, in the collection of data. It was also noted that not all Contracting Parties had
submitted their Reporting Tables. With regard to the data to be used for estimating compliance with the Recommendations,
it was considered that using scientific data (e.g. Task I data) could risk compromising the independence and autonomy of
the work of scientists.

4.3 The Committee reached an agreement about which statistics should be used for its work. The information shown
in the Reporting Tables, as required by the 1998 Recommendation on the Application of Three Compliance
Recommendations should be used where such tables are available. If not, Task | data could be used by the Committee to
show comparisons of total catch and catch limits. Similarly, Task Il data may be used to estimate the level of undersized
fish where Reporting Tables are not submitted. In cases where there are neither Reporting Tables, Task | nor Task |1 data,
the Committee noted that it could not fulfil its mandate.

5. National rules for the application of the ICCAT measures and the collection of catch data

5.1 The delegates highlighted the main points of their National Reports concerning this Agenda item.

6. Current ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme

6.1 The exchange of observers between the United States and Canada was discussed. Both Parties considered this
experiment to have been beneficial.

7. Review of the application and compliance of the ICCAT conservation and management measures
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7.1 A table showing the status of compliance, indicating the quotas, the catch limits, and the catches of the Contracting
Parties, was prepared by the Secretariat for review by the Committee. In referring to the various Recommendations currently
in effect, the Chairman recalled that when a quota has been exceeded during two consecutive management periods, a penalty
should be imposed in the catch limit equal to 125% of the excess harvest.

Swordfish catch limits

7.2 It was explained that the data for Japan shown in this table (as well as those for other species) were by “fishing
year”, which began on August 1 of one year and ended on July 31 of the following year.

7.3 There was some debate, during which some Contracting Parties whose catches had been higher than their quota
explained to the Committee the reasons for these overages, together with the steps being taken to avoid this problem in the
future, as well as the penalties imposed.

7.4 With regard to the allocation for “others”, a question was raised about how overages could be sanctioned. The
Committee noted that the Parties concerned did not have an individual quota. It was noted, however, that the first paragraph
of the 1997 Recommendation on Supplementary Measures Regarding Catches of North Atlantic Swordfish for 1998 and
1999 foresaw the establishment of catch limits for parties without a swordfish quota. These limits were shown in the table
for the Contracting Parties concerned. The case of Non-Contracting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities would be discussed
by the Permanent Working Group (PWG).

7.5 The complete table showing swordfish catches for north and south stocks, the corresponding catch limits (initial and
adjusted with the overages), and the catch limits for 1999 taking into account the adjustments, is attached as Compliance
Table 1 - Swordfish catch limits and landings.

Bluefin tuna catch limits

7.6 There was some debate, during which some Contracting Parties whose catches had been higher than their quota
explained to the Committee the reasons for these overages, together with the steps being taken to avoid this problem in the
future.

7.7 The Committee examined the case of those Contracting Parties that had lodged an objection to the 1998
Recommendation by ICCAT on the Limitation of Catches of Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean. The
delegate of Morocco, in referring to the 1994 Recommendation by ICCAT for the Management of Bluefin Tuna Fishing in
the Eastern Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea whose provisions finalized at the end of 1998 and to Morocco’s
objection to Recommendation 98-5, made a commitment to establish an independent catch limit for 1999 and 2000 equal
to Morocco’s catch level in 1998, i.e. 2430 MT. His statement is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8. In this respect,
the Delegate of Canada stated that they interpreted the Recommendation by ICCAT for the Management of Bluefin Tuna
Fishing in the Eastern Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea as establishing a cap for bluefin tuna catches for each year
after 1998, equal to a 25% reduction from the catch level of 1993 or 1994, whichever is higher. The Committee did not
reach an agreement on this issue, and it was deferred to a future meeting.

7.8 In relation to eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, the Committee also reviewed the question of the
transfer of quota underages or overages to the quotas in subsequent years 2000. The Delegate of the European Community
indicated, on the one hand, that the Community had not used its quota in 1998 (particularly due to the cancellation of the
1995 Recommendation on Supplemental Managements Measures for Eastern Atlantic Bluefin Tuna), and on the other hand,
the amount of quota underage should be added to its quota for 2000. The Delegate of the United States expressed his
disagreement with the points raised by the Delegate of the European Community. He noted that, unlike certain
recommendations for other fisheries, none of the recommendations establishing catch limits in the eastern Atlantic bluefin
tuna fishery expressly authorize Parties to carry over into subsequent years any under-harvested quota from previous years.
The U.S. Delegate emphasized the U.S. view that the 1995 Recommendation by ICCAT on Supplemental Management
Measures for Eastern Atlantic Bluefin Tuna did indeed apply in 1998. He stressed that the EC’s interpretation would amount
to a retroactive cancellation of an agreed harvest level and would be clearly inconsistent with the spirit of the
recommendation, which was intended to reduce fishing mortality in the eastern Atlantic to scientifically justifiable levels.
The Delegate of the United States maintained that the 1998 harvest of bluefin tuna by the EC exceeded its catch limit and
that, pursuant to the ICCAT compliance recommendations, the EC should deduct 125% of this over-harvest from its 2000
quota. During this discussion, the Delegate of Canada also presented a statement, which is attached as Appendix 3 to
ANNEX 8.

147



ICCAT REPORT, 1998-99 (11)

7.9 As concerns the issue of adding the quota underage to the quota of subsequent years, and considering the increases
in quotas that would result, the Delegate of Tunisia suggested that the SCRS conduct a study on the most appropriate way
to distribute these increases over time, in order to avoid jeopardizing the effectiveness of the conservation measures.

7.10 The tables showing east and west bluefin stocks, the corresponding catch limits (initial and adjusted), and the catch
limits for 1999 taking the adjustments into account, are attached as Compliance Table 2 - Recommended catch limits and
reported catches for east bluefin tuna, and Compliance Table 3 - Recommended catch limits and reported catches for west
bluefin tuna.

Management measures regarding minimum size

7.11 The Secretariat provided a summary table of information relating to the ICCAT Recommendations on minimum
size. This table shows the total catch, as reported by Contracting Parties in the Reporting Tables, the amount of catch of
undersized fish over the tolerance limit, and whether size data (catch at size or actual size) are submitted to the Secretariat.

7.12 The Committee noted with regret that in many cases “not available” had been filled in for this section on the
Reporting Tables, and that this constituted a serious problem. It was recognized, however, that the submission of Task Il
data to the Secretariat was a useful source of information.

7.13 The Chairman concluded that, under these conditions, the Committee could hardly make progress on this issue.
It was agreed that the Table provided by the Secretariat be attached to the Report (see Compliance Table 4 - Information
regarding compliance with minimum size regulations).

Submission of lists of vessels

7.14 The Secretariat briefly presented document COM/99/22, comprising a summary of the list of vessels targeting
bigeye tuna, which had been submitted in accordance with the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Registration
and Exchange of Information on Bigeye Tuna Fishing Vessels, and the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bigeye Tuna
Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger than 24 Meters Length Overall (LOA), and a summary of the lists of
vessels fishing for northern albacore, which had been submitted in accordance with the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT
Concerning the Limitation of Fishing Capacity on Northern Albacore.

Establishment of satellite Vessel monitoring systems (VMS)

7.15 Following a provisional summary of the information contained in the National Reports and presented by the
Secretariat, each delegation in turn gave an account of progress made on this program. The resulting information is shown
in the table attached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 8. The Delegate of South Africa made a statement regarding this matter,
which is attached as Appendix 5 to ANNEX 8.

Establishment of observer programs

7.16 The Secretariat summarized the information which had been included in the National Reports in relation to the
establishment of observer programs as provided in the 1996 Recommendation by ICCAT on Bigeye and Yellowfin Tunas
and the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of a Closed Area/Season for the Use of Fish
Aggregating Devices (FADs). Supplementary information was given by the delegations, and is summarized in Appendix
6 to ANNEX 8.
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8. Date and place of the next meeting of the Compliance Committee

8.1 Itwas decided to hold the next meeting of the Compliance Committee at the same time and place as the next meeting
of the Commission.

9. Election of Compliance Committee Chairman

9.1 The Delegate of Canada, nominated Mr. J. Pulvenis (Venezuela) for the next Chairman of the Compliance
Committee, which was seconded by the United States. Mr. Pulvenis was unanimously elected, and accepted, to chair the
Committee during the next biennial period.

10. Other matters

10.1 In response to a question raised in relation to the “fishing year” and the difficulties for the comparison which this
time lag could cause between this time period and the calender year, the Delegate of Japan explained that his country has
used this system for a very long time. He explained that this system should be maintained because licenses, quotas and other
fishing authorizations are all issued on the basis of fishing year, and that furthermore this schedule allowed the fishing year
to start just after the longline closed season in the Mediterranean Sea.

Proposals for new measures to improve compliance with Recommendations

10.2 The Committee noted that three Contracting Parties (Equatorial Guinea, Guinea Conakry, and Trinidad & Tobago)
appeared to be engaged in activities that were not in compliance with ICCAT Recommendations. Some discussion ensued
on actions which could be taken. The Committee concluded that a letter seeking clarification would be sent to two of the
aforementioned Contracting Parties (Guinea-Conakry and Trinidad and Tobago). It was agreed that the draft of this letter,
attached as Appendix 7 to ANNEX 8, be forwarded to the Commission for approval. In the case of Equatorial Guinea, the
Committee noted that such action had already been taken in the past and it was therefore appropriate to take action in
accordance with paragraph 3 of the 1996 Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North
Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries. The Committee therefore agreed to forward a Recommendation Regarding Equatorial Guinea
Pursuant to the 1996 Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries,
together with a letter of transmission, to the Commission for adoption. This Recommendation is attached as ANNEX 5-10
to the Commission Proceedings. The letter to Equatorial Guinea is attached as Appendix 8 to ANNEX 8.

10.3 With regard to the activities of Panama, the Committee agreed that it would be appropriate to send out a positive
signal to encourage Non-Contracting Parties to cooperate with ICCAT, but at the same time past actions could not totally
be ignored. It was also noted that Panama should not be subjected to discriminatory treatment vis a vis the other Contracting
Parties and the activities of the Panamanian vessels would be subject to review just as those of the other Contracting Parties,
in accordance with the 1996 Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic
Swordfish Fisheries. The Committee therefore agreed to forward Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Importation
of Bluefin Tuna and its Products from Panama to the Commission for adoption. This Recommendation is attached as
ANNEX 5-8 to the Commission Proceedings.

10.4 The question of ICCAT having a more comprehensive monitoring system was raised. In this regard the Chairman
noted the need to review the consistency of ICCAT Recommendations.

10.5The U.S. Delegation introduced a proposal concerning penalties to impose on Contracting Parties that do not submit
basic data on catches. Due to lack of time for full discussion, it was agreed that the proposal should be considered at a future
meeting.

10.6 The Delegate of the EC indicated that it was time to consider the implementation of an appropriate, integrated
monitoring scheme, adapted to the context of the Atlantic tuna fisheries. He proposed that a meeting of a working group
be held in 2000 to discuss this matter. The Committee took due note of this proposal, and considered there was insufficient
time to develop the Terms of Reference of such a group. The EC’s draft proposal for an integrated monitoring and
inspection scheme is included in ANNEX 4-3 to the Commission Proceedings, for future reference.

10.7 The Chairman concluded the discussions and reminded the Committee that in spite of the ambiguities that some
ICCAT Recommendations may have, it was the Committee’s job to arrive at convergent interpretations. He asked the
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Contracting Parties to give this matter serious consideration.

11. Adoption of the Report

11.1 The Report of the Compliance Committee was adopted.

12. Adjournment

12. 1 The 1999 Meeting of the Compliance Committee was adjourned.

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 8

1999 COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE AGENDA

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of the Agenda

Nomination of Rapporteur

Status of the compliance of the Contracting Parties as concerns statistics

National rules for the application of the ICCAT measures and the collection of catch data
Current ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme

Review of the application and compliance of the ICCAT conservation and management measures
Date and place of the next Compliance Committee meeting

Election of Compliance Committee Chairman

10  Other matters

11  Adoption of Report

12 Adjournment

OCO~NOOOTh,, WN PR

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY MOROCCO
TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE REGARDING CATCHES

It should be recalled that among the measures adopted by the Commission for the conservation of the stocks of bluefin
tuna, particularly the 1994 Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Bluefin Catch Limits in the Eastern Atlantic Ocean and
Mediterranean Sea (Ref: 94-11), Morocco has fully adhered to the 25% reduction in catches, in which the period for this
to be accomplished was the end of 1998.

As concerns the Recommendation by ICCAT on the Limitation of Catches of Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean (Ref: 98-5), Morocco presented and confirmed an objection to this Recommendation.

In effect, the 1994 Recommendation aimed at assuring, that from 1996 and up to end of 1998, a 25% reduction in
reported catches from those of 1994, should cover the active management period up to 1998, according to the interpretation
of the text of the Recommendation.

The comparison between the reported catches and the catch limits shows an excess catch that Morocco is pledged to
absorb, evidently within the conditions which should not totally compromise the activities of the artisanal fishing
communities. This shows the good faith and willingness of Morocco to work actively within the framework of the
Commission, notably in providing the necessary data and information, even if this reflects a situation of over-fishing.

Notwithstanding, Morocco expresses some reservation as regards the allocation of the quota allocated to us for the years
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1999 and 2000, since the catch limits recommended in 1994 end in the 1998 management period, and because the objection
has already been made regarding the manner in which those quotas are assigned, when this allocation is not based on
equitable criteria.

Morocco hopes the Working Group on Allocation Criteria can work actively and quickly towards developing new
criteria. This does not signify at all that Morocco intends to increase its catches in an uncontrolled manner, or fish contrary
to ICCAT conservation measures.

It should also be recalled that Morocco, which has a strategic geographic position in the path of a large number of tuna
resources, and in spite of not wanting to jeopardize the numerous employment linked to these tuna fishing activities,
reiterates its firm commitment of subscribing to the principle of a rational management of resources, particularly the tuna
resources.

Taking all these elements into account, Morocco accepts all the measures aimed a better control of the management of
this species and continues to fight against all abuse of its exploitation.

In this context, Morocco has begun to review this issue relative to the resorption of the negative incidence of its catches
for the 2000 and 2001 management years, reiterating that the base of the calculation for the years 1999 and 2000 is the
subject of an objection on its part and that Morocco is determined to avoid making its fishermen, who only fish on an
artisanal level, undergo severe measures aimed at a drastic limit on the catches.

Therefore, Morocco is willing to reduce over-fishing considering as a catch limit for the years 1999 and 2000, the
catches made in 1998 (2430 MT), which correspond to the last management year for Recommendation 94-11.

Since this has been proposed by other delegations, Morocco hopes that the Working Group on Allocation Criteria can
study this matter closely, in the shortest time possible, in order to bring out in the open all the matters relative to quotas.

Appendix 3 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY CANADA TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

Mr. Chairman,

On behalf of Canada, I would like to emphasize the high priority which my delegation, and indeed all of Canada’s large
pelagics fishermen, attached to the work of the this Commission, and particularly to this Committee. It provides a
mechanism to reinforce our collective accountability to live within the rules set by the Commission. Compliance with these
management measures is a prerequisite for effective conservation.

ICCAT has been in existence for 30 years. During this time, this organization has progressively adopted specific
management measures to regulate harvest levels and harvest practices. These measures are a response to significant, and
in some cases, to alarming declines in the fish stocks we are responsible for managing in a sustainable manner. Adoption
of these measures represents a good start to reversing stock decline; but good intentions are not enough. Contracting Parties
must also implement programs to ensure compliance. Failure to do so means continued stock declines which threaten the
interests of all members. It also undermines the credibility of the Commission, and compromises our ability to impose
restrictions on non-Contracting Parties.

| believe that all Parties are committee to the objectives of this organization, and that we are making some progress. But
I am equally convinced that we need to do much better. Compliance must be improved if we are to succeed in our mandate
and if we are to succeed as an organization.

A review of the SCRS Report again provides a very disappointing outlook on performance in adhering to measures
which have been adopted. It is not my intent to highlight each specific situation at this time as to do so would unfairly
intrude into the working time of this Committee.

However, | do wish to identify the particular problem areas which Canada will wish to see addressed during the meeting
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of the Compliance Committee this year.

We will want to understand the reasons for lack of compliance with quotas in the eastern Atlantic bluefin fishery, and
to learn about strategies to prevent a reoccurrence.

We will want to review measures for improved compliance with quotas in the south Atlantic swordfish fishery.

We will bee seeking assurances of improved adherence to the 1997 Recommendation for swordfish in the North and
South Atlantic that required countries without specific quotas to reduce catch by 45% from 1996 catch levels.

We need to look for solutions to the continuing problem of high catches of undersized fish, a problem that is an
impediment to stock rebuilding, and an embarrassment to this organization.

Finally, we need to address the status of adoption of vessel monitoring systems, an obligation that became mandatory
on January 1 of this year and, | believe, has not been complied with by most Parties.

Mr. Chairman, those are the issues that Canada sees as important for this Committee to address during our Committee
sessions this week. In closing, | would like to reiterate something | said last year - it is not acceptable that fishermen from
some Contracting Parties be expected to adhere to restrictive management measures when fishermen from other Contracting
Parties are not similarly subject to those measures that are applicable to them. Many of the stocks managed by ICCAT are
in various levels of distress. | can fully appreciate the difficulty of imposing restrictions on fishermen, because of socio-
economic reasons. Those same realities apply to Canadian fishermen, just as much as they elsewhere. Despite these
challenges, the sustainability of these stocks must take precedence and all members of this Commission must have the will,
and the capacity to meet our existing obligations.

I would conclude by noting that the actions taken by ICCAT are very much under scrutiny and have been for a number

of years. All members must continue to take their obligations seriously. As responsible fisheries managers, we must ensure
that today’s fisheries are sustainable in the long term so that future generations will reap the benefits of our decisions today.

152



1999 COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE REPORT

Appendix 4 to ANNEX 8

Summary of information from National Reports or reported to the Compliance Committee
regarding the 1997 Recommendation Concerning a Vessel Monitoring System Pilot Program

Contracting Party System established Comments

South Africa Yes Longliners

Brazil Yes Pilot system in place. Negotiations
taking place regarding a more
complete program

Canada Yes 9 vessels fishing on High Seas have
been equipped, in accordance with
the Recommendation

European Community Yes System installed in 1999 on almost
all vessels fishing on the High Seas.
From January 1, 2000, all
Community vessels more that 24m
will be equipped

Japan Yes Almost all longliners equipped

Panama Yes 45% of vessels equipped to date;
100% by January, 2000.

United States Yes The United States has been delayed
in implementing the
Recommendation, but the program
will be 100% operative by June 1,
2000.

United Kingdom (OT) -Bermuda Yes

Venezuela Mo It is planned to establish the system
for the whole fleet soon.

Others No information given
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Appendix 5 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA
TO THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE REGARDING
THE INCREASED USE OF VESSEL MONITORING SYSTEMS

South Africa wishes to report that we have implemented Vessel Monitoring Systems (VMS) on all of our pelagic
longline vessels, as well as on foreign longline vessels permitted to fish on our waters. We have also introduced observer
programs on these vessels.

However, over the past two years, South Africa has noted increasing fishing activity by high seas fleets in waters
adjacent to our EEZ, with many of these vessels using South African ports to bunker or discharge their catches.
Unfortunately, some of these vessels have been observed fishing illegally within our waters. While South Africa welcomes
vessels fishing legally with our waters, we do not wish to provide port access to those vessels engaged in illegal fishing
activities.

South Africa furthermore believes that it sis the responsibility of fishing vessels to prove where catches have been made.
The easiest and most reliable way for this to be done is the implementation of vessel monitoring systems such as that
envisaged in the 1997 ICCAT Recommendation on vessel monitoring. South Africa is therefore now considering options
for making the carrying of a transmitting VMS a mandatory requirement for all high seas fishing vessels entering our ports.

South Africa believes that there are substantial compliance benefits to be derived from standardizing and extending VMS
systems as widely as possible, We therefore urge the Compliance Committee to consider options for extending the VMS
pilot program to all vessels larger than 24 metres operated by ICCAT Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities
or Fishing Entities or Cooperating Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities as soon as possible, as part of the implementation of
an effective and comprehensive ICCAT at-sea monitoring system.
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Appendix 6 to ANNEX 8

Summary of information from National Reports and reported to the Compliance Committee concerning
observer programs in accordance with the 1996 Recommendation by ICCAT on Bigeye
and Yellowfin Tunas and the 1999 Recommendation by ICCAT on the Establishment
of a Closed Area/Season for the Use of Fish Aggregating Devices (FADSs).

Contracting Party

Establishment of observer program

Comments

Angola Yes

Brazil Not reported
Canada 9.4% observers
Cape Verde Not reported
China Not reported
Cote d’lvoire Not reported

European Community Yes In 1998, 41 fishing trips were
covered, for 1760 days of
observation

Gabon Not reported

Ghana Not reported 8 vessels

Japan Yes

Korea Not reported

Namibia Not reported

Panama Not reported

Russia Not reported

Sao Tome & Principe

Not reported

South Africa

Yes

Longliners equipped with VMS
system also have observers on board

Trinidad and Tobago

Not reported

United Kingdom (OT)

Not reported

United States

Yes

Uruguay

Not reported

Venezuela

Yes

Observer program on longliners
since 1991; 18% coverage in 1998
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Appendix 7 to ANNEX 8

LETTER TO THE REPUBLIC OF GUINEA & TRINIDAD & TOBAGO
Pursuant to the 1998 Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated
Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area

At its 1999 meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed the
fishing activities of various ICCAT Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities under its
Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the
Convention Area, adopted in 1998. This Resolution was previously supplied to you as a Contracting Party and is enclosed
for your convenience.

The 1998 Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing
Entities to collect, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and associated information on imported frozen
tunas and tuna-like fish products. Based on an annual review of these and other data, ICCAT will identify those Contracting
Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large scale-longline vessels have been fishing for tuna
and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures.
ICCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities to take all
necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent annual meeting. If those actions are not
sufficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures
on the subject species.

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included landings and import data submitted by Contracting
Parties, as well as other information. Enclosed please find a list of large- scale longline vessels compiled from these data,
many of which are believed to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species in the ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are registered in [the Republic of Guinea] [Trinidad & Tobago].

Based on this information, ICCAT identified [the Republic of Guinea] [Trinidad & Tobago] under its Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area.
Accordingly, ICCAT hereby requests the Government of [the Republic of Guinea] [Trinidad & Tobago] to take all
necessary measures to ensure that large-scale longline vessels registered in [the Republic of Guinea] [Trinidad & Tobago]
do not continue to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures, including, if appropriate,
the revocation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large-scale longline vessels concerned.

At its 2000 meeting, the Commission will review information concerning the fishing activities of your country’s vessels
and consider any actions that may have been taken to control these activities. If it is determined that [the Republic of
Guinea] [Trinidad & Tobago] has not taken appropriate steps to control its vessels, the Commission can, as described above,
recommend that Contracting Parties take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures on the subject species, consistent
with their international obligations, to prevent those longline vessels from continuing the fishing operations that diminish
the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation measures.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Commission Chairman
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Appendix 8 to ANNEX 8

LETTER TO EQUATORIAL GUINEA
Pursuant to the Application of ICCAT’s 1996 Recommendation Regarding Compliance
in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries and the 1998 Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-Scale
Longline Vessels in the Convention Area

Atits 1999 meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed the fishing
activities of vessels of Contracting Parties under its Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tunaand North
Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries, adopted in 1996. This Recommendation was previously supplied to you as an ICCAT
Contracting Party and is enclosed for your convenience.

The subject Recommendation provides that if any Contracting Party exceeds its catch limit during any two consecutive
management periods, the Commission will recommend appropriate measures, which may include trade restrictions. Any
trade measures authorized will be import restrictions on the subject species and consistent with each Party’s international
obligations. In addition, the trade measures will be of such duration and under such conditions as the Commission may
determine.

The Commission has been concerned about the fishing activities of vessels flagged by Equatorial Guinea for several
years and has made a number of efforts to communicate these concerns to your country and to seek your collaboration in
addressing them. On February 26, 1999, the Commission sent a letter to Equatorial Guinea requesting you to take the
necessary action to ensure that your flag vessels do not fish for bluefin tuna since your country does not have a quota
allocation for either stock of bluefin tuna. In agreeing to send this letter, the Commission noted specifically that trade data
collected through the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document (BTSD) Program indicated vessels flagged by your country were
harvesting Atlantic bluefin tuna, although no catch data had been reported to ICCAT. In that letter, the Commission
referenced the Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries and
indicated that this Recommendation provides for the use of trade restrictive measures against ICCAT Contracting Parties
to ensure compliance.

At its 1999 meeting, the Commission took note of BTSD statistics that indicate vessels of Equatorial Guinea are
continuing to harvest considerable quantities of Atlantic bluefin tuna outside ICCAT’s quota regimes and that your country
has not reported any such harvests to the Commission. In addition, your government has not responded to the Commission’s
correspondence or concerns. Therefore, pursuant to the terms of paragraph 3 of the Recommendation Regarding Compliance
in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries, the Commission adopted the enclosed Recommendation at its
1999 meeting that requires Contracting Parties to take appropriate measures to the effect that the import of Atlantic bluefin
tuna and its products in any form from Equatorial Guinea is prohibited.

In a separate action, the Commission also reviewed the fishing activities of various ICCAT Contracting Parties, Non-
Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities under its Resolution Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches
of Tunas by Large-Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area, adopted in 1998. This Resolution is also enclosed for
your convenience. The 1998 Resolution calls upon ICCAT Contracting Parties, Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties,
Entities and Fishing Entities to collect, examine and submit to ICCAT import and landing data and associated information
on imported frozen tunas and tuna-like fish products. Based on an annual review of these and other data, ICCAT will
identify those Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities whose large-scale longline vessels
have been fishing for tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation
and management measures. ICCAT will request identified Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing
Entities to take all necessary corrective actions, and will review those actions at its subsequent annual meeting. If the actions
taken are not sufficient, ICCAT will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-discriminatory trade
restrictive measures on the subject species.

The information available to ICCAT at its 1999 meeting included landings and import data submitted by Contracting
Parties, as well as other information. Enclosed please find a list of large- scale longline vessels compiled from these data,
many of which are believed to have fished for tuna and tuna-like species inthe ICCAT Convention Area. A number of these
vessels are registered in Equatorial Guinea.

Based on this information, ICCAT identified Equatorial Guinea in accordance with paragraph 2 of its Resolution
Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large- Scale Longline Vessels in the Convention Area,
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as a Contracting Party whose large-scale longline vessels have been fishing tuna and tuna-like species in a manner which
diminishes the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures. Accordingly, ICCAT hereby requests the
Government of Equatorial Guinea to take all necessary measures to ensure that its large-scale longline vessels do not
continue to diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures, including, if appropriate, the
revocation of vessel registration or fishing licenses of the large-scale longline vessels concerned.

Atits 2000 meeting, the Commission will review information concerning the fishing activities of your country’s vessels
and consider any actions that may have been taken to control these activities. If it is determined Equatorial Guinea has not
taken appropriate steps to control its vessels, the Commission can, as described above, recommend that Contracting Parties
take non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures on the subject species, consistent with their international obligations, to
prevent those longline vessels from continuing the fishing operations that diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation
measures.

Thank you for your prompt attention to these matters.

Commission Chairman
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Compliance Table 1. Swordfish catch limits and landings
QUi 1997 1997 1998 1998 [: S 1659
Crich Balunee Caich Bulanpes -Al.ﬁl‘.l‘sl‘éd‘. ﬁmif
L1 1 B - o
NORTH ATLANTIC
Total cateh 12480 11690
Total limits :
Comirurting Parties 13620 =334 10438 -f0438
CANADA 1085 41 [ 1115
CHINAPR In 25 | 233 -128.4
EC-ESPANA*+#+ S140 -472 4079 -13.5
EC-FRANCE 164 57 110 177
EC-IRELAND 15 0f: 5 26
EC-PORTLIAL=>** 903 55,5 770 0.5
EC-Lik 3%+ 11 5 11 -12];
JAPAR® 1304 59775 695 60525
KOREA 13 4k o 23
MARDE 267 153 | 267 03,75
SA0 TOME & PRENCIRES* %« 14 A4 14 -28(;
TRINIDAD & TORAGO 14 111 L5 B
UK-Oversens Terr. 5 23 43 7
LLE.A. 2975 446 3005 631
VENEZUELA Ti -1 35 49
AY adhers inclieding e.q and wep, 1204 =33 1104 -t
SOUTH ATLANTIC
‘Total eateh 18473 13476
Total [mits
Contvacting Parties 15124 122978 13545 :
BRASIL 4100 2087 3846.8 -1307.6};
CHINAER I} 24 :
COTE DTVDIRE 16 13
LC-ESPANA 8451 5831 17}
FC-PORTUGAL 441 384 1}
G.EQUATORIAL 2 3 8 ;
GHANA ) 106
JAPAN 229 3671 463 33016}
KOREA 13 231 4 |
S.AFRICA l 249 169
URUGUAY 760 -500 BR6
.5.A 306 -146 295
Uhers 856
Non-Contraeting Prrties, Entitie 2B51 1233

Bolded figures are those reported on the Repevting Tebles veguired by Recammendntion 98-14. Others nre afficinl Task I figures.
In this tsble, all the overages wnd undereges are applied 1o the following year, which is nol meeessarily the ense for sere Porties,
“Tutale ars [rom Task I data which may differ from the sum of figures tiat eame from the Reporiing Tables.

*%

L2114

For Parties which have ne specific yuota, the 1393 catch was wsed o5 the maximum level of eatch, umil 1997 (94-1).

Stariinp in 1298, tha qunin for these Marties {2 55% ofthat altha 1996 Javal o ie the 19956 level, if the caich is less than 100 3T, us reporied by SCRS in 1997,
The ndjusted onteh Bmits nre calculated based on Rec 55-11 and Rec 86-14 for e North Atlantic {since 1997) snd Ree 97-7 for the South Alantic {since 1998),

For Japan, the quote can be sdjusted in 2 S-year period, instead of o 3-vear periad. The entel is in the fishing yeer and 1998 dnta are incomplete (Aug-Dec, 1398).
For the Sauth, 1998 aver/under will be adjusied in the following 2 years; hence, the 1999 adjnsted quota is s3] tenlative.

Alsa it this culeulotjion, discards are not included 1€ pad of the cutehes.

A penolty of & 1254 redustion af the overnge is apphied since 1997 for the Nenh Atlugtic wid sinee 1998 for the Sauth Allantie, except Jor those Purties that objuected
10 Rec 97-8. .

These Purties may b subjeet to peanllics (Ree 96-14), depending on which year the everage is paing to be applied (38-13),

Catchas fund the 1997} ara by fishing yaor, besed on bialogical duta and hence are praliminary, The 1993 eateh is partiai {Aug-Dez, 19UR),

Appticmion of ovenige would possibly be mude afler 2 years.

The Reporting, Table did ned tnken into asconnt the 1997 balanee.

The 1998 overnge will be added 10 the 2000 carch.

Saulh Afriea raporiad that is eateh in 1995 i8 wilhin the eombined quotz for “olhers".

According 10 Rec 96-7, the quots for wll other counisies other than those with individua! quotas are sel.

The cateh of Contracting Parties that heve no individun] quoles are Incfuded and henee duplicated with the totel for Camracting Parties.

Reparied discards are nat included in the catsh, 159



Compliance Table 2-Recommended catch limits and reported catches for east bluefin tuna

1957 2000

Catch Balance Balance

Contracting 39269 -3870 26860 2737
CHINAPR 43 41 74 -11
CROATIA 1108 305 906 152
EUROPEAN 28045 -4029 18230 2581 1/2/5
G.CONAKR 0 0 0 248
JAPAN 3631 -77 2143 573 3/
RKOREA 613 75 0 516
LIBYA* 1020 303 1331 -332 14
MAROC* 2603 791 2430 -1071 1t
PANAMA 0 0
SOUTI AFR | 0 1] 1 -1
TUNISIE 2200 303 1745 132

Dalded fipures are those reported on the Reporting Tables required by Rucnmlﬁendntlun 98-14 and others are from the officind Tasl I figures,

BASE = 1993 or 1994 eatch, whichever higher.

Overage is adjusted since 1997 (Ree 96-14, Rec 98-5).

In this tthle, =l the overnges were npplied to the ollowing year, which is not necessarily the case for some Parties (Ree 96-14 und Rec 28-13).

Disenrds are not included in the shove ealculations,

When nn overnge oecurred in 2 consecutive yenrs, [25% wus subiracted from the quota.

* Ohjection to Rec 98-5 renflirmed. Ree 94-11 was applied.

1/ At lenst purt of the overnge was applied on 2 yenrs later.

7/ Complianee is evaluated ns EC for years 1998 and therealler. The eounlry breakdown is just for reference and does nob necassarily sum up to the EC formal figures,
3/ Catches (nnd BASE) are reported hy fishing year, bused on hiclogicn! dutn nnd hence are preliminury, The 1998 catch is purtinl (Aug-Dee, 1998).

A/ The quotus in 1999 and 2000 are limits equivalent to 1998 catches, imposcd by the country itself,
5/ With ne prejudice to trunslers, vis a wis parugraph of the current report,




Compliance Table 3-Recommended catch limity and reported catches for \‘;i‘:st bluefin tuna

1997 . 1998
Calch IInlnnce | Catch Tnlance
WEST ATL 2309.5 44,5 2302.54 116.96
CANADA 504.5 48.1 596 4,7
FRANCE (O 0.54 3.46
JAPAN 470 -17 479 ~26 U
us.A 1333 114 1226 129.8
UK-BERMU 2 2 1 5

Bolded figures are those reported on the Reporting Tubles required by Recommendation 98-14 und ethers are from the official Task I figures.

Adjustment ol'{he quota sccording to Rec 91-1.{for West only) und Reo 96-14 (for both West and Euat) is not done until 1997,

Lee 96-14 has nol provision for left aver guoly, which was well defined in Rec 91-1. The nvemge in 1997 wus added 1o the 1998 quota in the shove ealeulation.

In this teble, a1l the overages and undernges are applied to the following year, which is not necessarily the ense for some Porties (Ree 96-14 and Rec 98-13).

[Jiscurds nre not included in the above calculations,

When overnges oceurred in 2 consecutive years, 125%

Pl

was subtraeted from the quota,

I/ Cutches re reported by fishing year, based on biological duta and hence are preliminary, Tha 1998 cotch is partinl {Aug-Dec, 1998),
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Compliance Table 4. Information regarding compliance with minimum size regulations

BIGEYE TUNA

BRASIL

CANADA

CAP-VERT

CHINA FR

EUROPEAN COMMUNIT
GHANA

JAPAN

KOREA

NAMIBIA

PANAMA

RUSSIAN FEDERATION
SOUTH AFRICA
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO
U.5.A

UK-OVERSEAS TERR.
TURUGUAY
VENEZUELA

1998 CATCH

644
120

1
1330
19198
13252
22290
163
16
8307
3

1l

4

028
28

50
222

REPORTED ESTTIMATES OF
CATCH OVER 15%
TOLERANCE LIMIT {3.2KG)

0 MT

0 MT

0MT

NOT REPORTED
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT REFORTED
OMT

oMT

NOT REPORTED*
NOT REPORTED
0,75 MT*+*

OMT

NQOT REFORTED
0 MT

O MT

0 MT

0 MT

* Namibiz bacame a member of ITCCAT just prior to the 1999 Commission meeting.
** Weight of total undersized fish. If they are more or less than 15 in number of fsh is not known.

YELLOWFIN TUNA

ANGOLA

BRASIL

CANADA

CAP-VERT

CHINAFR

EUROPFEAN COMMUNIT
GABON

GHANA

JAPAN

KOREA

NAMIBIA

RIFSEIAN FED.

SAO TOME & PRINCIPE
SQUTH AFRICA
TRINIDAD & TOBAGO
U.8.A

UK-OVERSEAS TERR.
URUGUAY
VENEZUELA

162

1998 CATCH

115
2514
57
1417
618
62764
295
17807
5352
as

4931

229
23
5619
257
X8
13970

REFORTED ESTTIMATES OF
CATCH OVER 15%
TOLERANCE LIMIT (3.2K(G)

T

OMT

oMT

NOT REPORTED
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT REPORTED
NOT REPORTED
0MT

OMT

NOT REPORTED
NOT REPORTED
NO CATCH

O MT

NOT REFORTED
0MT

0 MT

0 MT

0MT

SIZE DATA PROVIDED
TO SECRETARIAT

NO
NO
YES
NO
YES
YES
YES (1997
NO
NO
NO
YES
NO
NO
YES
WO
NO
YES

SIZE DATA PROVIDED
TO SECRETARIAT

NO

YE3

NO
PARTIAL
NO
PARTIAL
NQ

YES
YES(1997)
YES

NO

YES

NO

NO

NG

YES

NO

NO

YES




Compliaace Table 4 (Continued)

SWORDFISH - NORTH

CANADA

CHINAPR
EC-ESPANA
EC-FRANCE
EC-IRELAND
EC-PORTUGAL

EC-UK

JAPAN

KOREA

MARQC

5A0 TOME & PRINCIPE
TRINIDAT} & TOBAGO
UK-OVERSEAS TERR,
W.EA

VENEZUELA

SWQRDFISH - SOUTH

BRASIL
CHINA PR
COTE DIVOIRE
EC.ESPANA
EC-PORTUGAL
GHANA
TAPAN
KOREA -
S.AFRICA
URUGUAY
US.A

1998 CATCH

1115
253
4079
110
26
770
1
695
267
14
15
43
3005
35

3846.8
24
i3

5831
384
106
463

169
R8n
285

1899 COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE REPORT

REPORTED ESTTIMATES OF

CATCH OVER 15%

TOLERANCE LIMIT (119 DR 125 CM)

D.4% (<119 CM)
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT REPORTED

0 MT

NO CATCH

NOT REPORTED

NOT REPORTED

NOT REPORTED

OMT

NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE

8 MT

NOT REPORTED
NOT REFORTED
NOT AVAILABE
NOT AVAILABLE
WOT REFCRTED
0MT

NG CATCH

0 MT

O0MT

NOT REPORTED

SIZE PATA PROVIDED
TO SECRETARIAT

YES
NO
YES

NO{

NO
PARTIAL

YES

NO
NO
NO
NO
YES
YES

YES

NQ

NO

YES
PARTIAL
YEB

YES

NO
PARTIAL
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EBLUEE

{ -BAST

CHINA PR
CROATIA
EUROPEAN COMMUNIT
EC DENMARK

EC ESPANA

EC FRANCE

EC GERMANY

EC GREECE

EC fRELAND

EC FTALY

EC NETHERLANDS
EC PORTUGAL

EC SWEDEN

EC UK

GUINEA CONAKRY
JAPAN

KOREA

LIBYA

MAROC
PANAMA
SOUTH AFRICA
TUNISIE

BLUEFIIN - WEST

CANADA

FRANCE -QOT

JAPAN

US A

UK-OVERSEAS TERR.

164

1998 CATCH
74
950
13320

58G0
3319

286
20
4059

377

2143
1331
2430

1745

556

479
1226

REPORTED ESTTIMATES OF
ATCH OVER 15% TOLERANCE
LIMIT (6.4 KG OR 115 CM)

NOT REPORTED
NOT REFORTED
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVATLABLE
NQ CATCH

NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NOT AVAILABLE
NG CATCH

NOT AVAILABLE
NO CATCH

WO CATCH

NO CATCH

0 MT

NO CATCH

NOT REPORTED
NOT REFORTED
NO CATCH

b MT

OMT

O MT
O MT
O MT
O MT
O ME

SIZE DATA PROVIDED
TO SECRETARIAT

ND
NO

NO
YES
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
YES

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

YES
NO
YES

NO




PANEL 1

ANNEX 9

REPORTS OF THE MEETINGS OF PANELS1TO 4

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 1

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The Panel Chairman, Dr. H. da Silva (EC-Portugal), opened the meeting of Panel 1.

2. Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The agenda was adopted without change and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9.

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 Mr. T. Surette (Canada) was nominated as Rapporteur for Panel 1.

4. Review of Panel membership

4.1 Namibia and Panama became members of Panel 1. The Panel now comprises 21 members, as follows: Angola,
Brazil, Canada, Cape Verde, China, Cote d’Ivoire, European Community, Gabon, Ghana, Japan, Korea, Libya, Morocco,
Namibia, Panama, Russia, Sao Tome & Principe, Trinidad & Tobago, United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), United States
and Venezuela. All the members, except Trinidad & Tobago, were present.

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics
5.a) Bigeye

5.a.1 Dr. Powers, (United States) Chairman of the SCRS, presented the main points relevant to bigeye tuna and indicated
that there was a significant increase in landings in the 1990’s, attributed in part to illegal, unregulated and unreported
fisheries. He drew attention to the estimate of small fish as a percentage of the reported catch. The data indicate that 55%
of the of total bigeye tuna catch in number of fish for 1996 to 1998 comprises under-sized fish (less than 3.2 kg) whereas
the regulation allows a tolerance of only 15%. He reported that an important input to the assessment is the Japanese longline
fleet and noted a decline in this CPUE. Production model analysis indicates a MSY level of 79,000 to 94,000 MT.
Management advice takes into consideration current mortality being above MSY levels and a catch reduction to 80,000 MT
is recommended to maintain the current level of biomass, with a further reduction in catch being required to rebuild the
stock. The SCRS is concerned about the high level of under sized fish in the catch.

5.b) Skipjack

5.b.1 The SCRS Chairman presented the SCRS Report on skipjack. He indicated that most of the catch in the Atlantic
is from the east, with lower catch levels in the west. This is primarily a coastal fishery conducted mainly in the Gulf of
Guinea, while the essential part of the catch comes from the high seas. Assessment of this stock is difficult, as there is no
reliable method of measuring fishing effort. He reported that there has been a decline in several indices and indicators. Due
to the lack of sufficient data, an estimate of stock status could not be provided, nor could MSY be estimated for either the
east or the west Atlantic.
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5.c) Yellowfin

5.c.1 Dr. Powers reported that with no new assessment, the SCRS estimates an MSY of 150,000 MT, close to the present
catch level. He commented that annual catch series had increased by approximately 15,000 MT, due to the addition of
estimates of illegal, unregulated and unreported fisheries.

5.d Questions from the delegates to the SCRS Chairman

5.d.1 Dr. Powers responded to a question with respect to the sustainability of the skipjack stock given the present data
by indicating that data do not exist to answer this point. Dr. Powers was complimented on his presentation of bigeye tuna.
The Panel noted the high percentage of undersized fish, 55% of the total bigeye catch, despite preliminary conclusions of
the SCRS that the FAD moratorium has apparently had a positive reduction on the catches of juveniles during the area/time
closure, relative to previous years in the same area/time. Dr. Powers commented that it is premature to assess the effects
of the moratorium on the use of FADs for the stock as a whole, but that catches of juvenile fish had decreased in those fleets
which applied the time/area closure, but not in those which did not respect the closure. [EC]

5.d.2 The SCRS Chairman indicated that the SCRS was unable to provide rebuilding scenarios for bigeye stocks at
this time, as required by the Commission. However, he indicated that a reduction in catches to 80,000 MT is required to
prevent further stock decline but that further reduction would be required for rebuilding. He also noted that Chinese Taipei
had reduced its fishing effort since it had been limiting its catch pursuant to an ICCAT resolution.

5.d.3 It was clarified that recreational fishery catches account for a small proportion of the total bigeye tuna catch. While
recognizing that reported data on recreational fisheries was probably incomplete, the amount of the unreported recreational
catch from this fishery would not have a significant impact on the stock. In surface fisheries, undersized fish predominate
the catch in number, but not in weight. The fish caught by longline are bigger and therefore represent fewer fish per tonnage.
Itwas also confirmed that there were few sources of data to estimate the abundance of small fish, because the major source
of abundance indices was the CPUE of the Japanese longline fleet, which caught larger fish. In response to a further
question regarding the mortality rate of bigeye, he stated that while a high rate of natural mortality of juvenile bigeye exists,
this is not well understood and can be highly variable.

5.d.4 1t was pointed out that the increases in longline catches in recent years was due to an increase in the activities of
illegal, unregulated or unreported vessels, while the Japanese fleet is reducing its catch.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks:
a) Bigeye

6.a.1 The Chairman summarized the management measures taken to date by ICCAT to preserve and rebuild stocks since
1993.

6.a.2 The US delegation made an opening statement in which they indicated that it is of great concern that the production
model analysis indicates that the current biomass is below MSY. They are extremely concerned with the taking of 55%
small fish of the total reported removals. They reported that the US has established a regulation prohibiting the taking of
small fish at 6.4 kg, which is twice the ICCAT limit. These concerns were shared by some other delegations.

6.a.3 The measures taken over the last two years were recalled, and it was noted that a further restriction on small fish
would simply encourage discarding and has little positive effect on conservation. Community shipowners voluntarily
avoided the use of FADS in the Gulf of Guinea, and some delegations expressed the opinion that the ban in the Gulf of
Guinea must be enforced on all fishing vessels if it is to be more efficient. Ghana suggested that a total ban be imposed on
the use of FADs, as this fishing method brought about over-fishing and increased the capture of juvenile fish, as had been
pointed out in a scientific research document in 1985. The phasing out of the use of FADs would allow a more natural life
process for the fish. It was also suggested that further research was also needed on by-catches.

6.a.4 Mexico, as a cooperating party, expressed their concern about the general use of FADs and the transfer of fishing
effort using this method to other seas. Mexico proposed that the Commission carry out studies which would enable it to
determine, in the short term, additional measures to reduce the mortality of juveniles, and undertake scientific research to
quantify by-catch of other species not targeted by this fishery, which would lead to the adoption of measures to avoid such
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by-catch. The statement by the observer from Mexico is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 9.

6.a.5 It was agreed that the component of small fish was also a matter for concern, but the Panel was reminded of the
1998 Resolution by ICCAT on the Bigeye Tuna Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger Than 24 Meters Length
Overall (LOA), with respect to the limits on the number of vessels. It was considered too early to draw conclusions, and
it was proposed that the closure on FADs continue for another year in the selected time and area, and that a yellowfin
assessment will be carried out by the SCRS in 2000, and a bigeye tuna assessment will be conducted in 2001, as planned.

6.a.6 Concern was also expressed that the FAD moratorium did not address fishing effort outside the closed area which
could be targeting small fish. It was noted that studies have indicated that so far redirection effects have been minimal.

6.a.7 Ghana informed the Panel that there were six Ghanian purse seine vessels and 49 from other countries operating
in the Gulf of Guinea, using 100 and 2000 FADs, respectively.

6.a.8 The Panel noted that the Russian fleet will respect the moratorium in the Gulf of Guinea during the closed season.

6.a.9 The Panel reviewed several draft proposals for regulatory measures; one regarding the limitation of catches of
bigeye tuna by the United States delegation, one on the establishment of a closed season/area for the use of fishing
aggregating devices by the European Community, and one on a similar issue proposed by Ghana. It was agreed that EC and
Ghana would work together to revise these later to present a joint proposal.

6.a.10 At a later session, the proposal drafted by the EC for a Recommendation by ICCAT on the Establishment of a
Closed Area/Season for the Use of Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs) was presented. After a brief discussion, the Panel
agreed to forward this proposal to the Commission for its consideration (attached as ANNEX 5-1 to the Commission
Proceedings).

6.a.11 It was noted that the proposal previously made by Ghana had been withdrawn, as the essence of this proposal
was included in the Recommendation by ICCAT on the Establishment of a Closed Area/Season for the Use of Fish
Aggregating Devices (FADs).

6.a.12 The U.S. proposal on bigeye tuna included the following principles; lower overall catches to replacement yield
and regulated expansion of new effort; develop a rebuilding plan with the SCRS; expand the limited access program and
allow the restriction of sale from only vessels listed; eliminate the 15% small fish tolerance and finally continue and possibly
expand the Gulf of Guinea closure to FADs. The statement to Panel 1 by the United States is attached as Appendix 3 to
ANNEX 9.

6.a.13 It was stressed that any new measures must be logical and achieve conservation with reasonable limits. To
eliminate small fish tolerance would result in further discarding at sea, which would be of no advantage to the stock or the
industry.

6.a.14 While recognizing the need to reduce bigeye catches, many delegations felt that this Recommendation could not
be accepted until the work of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria was finished, as it contained issues relating to the
quota share principle while others felt that the proposal was redundant as the Commission had already committed itself to
reviewing the stock in 2001 in earlier deliberations.

6.a.15 It was clarified that the intent of the draft US proposal was to address a serious stock decline in the bigeye
biomass and not to treat any party unfairly. The current catch level is 95,000 MT. It was pointed out that compliance
measures are not working as only one major harvester of bigeye tuna complied with the reporting requirements and no
action has been taken with respect to the high level of juvenile fish in catches.

6.a.16 A modified draft of this proposal was discussed at a later session. The Panel, however, decided not to support
this proposal, as many delegations felt that the Recommendation was too repetitive in the light of existing Recommendations
and Resolutions, and may not be in accordance with international trade law currently in effect. The U.S. delegation
expressed their disappointment, and believed that the proposed Recommendation was consistent with international law and
indicated that they would continue to press for appropriate management measures on this important stock. The draft
Recommendation proposed by the United States is attached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 9.

6.a.17 A draft recommendation on the conservation measures for tropical tunas fished by vessels greater than 24 m was
proposed by the EC. After considerable discussion this proposal was not accepted by the Panel. Of particular concern to
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many delegations were that effort limits were being proposed not only for bigeye but also for yellowfin and skipjack. On
the other hand these delegations agreed that this issue should be discussed after the Working Group on Allocation Criteria
had reached their conclusions. The text of the draft Recommendation proposed by the EC is attached as Appendix 5 to
ANNEX 9.
7. Research

7.1 The Chairman of the SCRS informed the panel that a high priority had been placed on developing the data base for
tropical tunas. Assessment tools will also be developed through the bigeye tuna year program, as well as biological
parameters such as tagging and natural mortality. The change in the purse seine fishery strategy will also be reviewed.
8. Date and place of next Panel meeting

8.1 It was agreed that the next meeting of Panel 1 would beheld at the same time and place as the next Commision
meeting.

9. Election of Panel Chairman

9.1. It was unanimously agreed that Cape Verde would chair Panel 1 for the next biennial period.

10.0ther matters

10.1 No other matters were discussed.

11. Adoption of the Report

11.1 The Report of Panel 1 was adopted.

12. Adjournment

12.1 The 1999 meeting of Panel 1 was adjourned.
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 2

1. Opening
1.1 The meeting was opened by the chairman of Panel 2, Mr. J. Barnes (United Kingdom-Overseas Territories).
2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was reviewed and was adopted without any modification; it attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9.

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 Dr. N. Miyabe (Japan) was nominated to serve as Rapporteur of this Panel.

4. Review of Panel membership

4.1 Panel 2 is currently comprised of the following12 members: Canada, China, Croatia, European Community, France
(St. Pierre et Miquelon), Japan, Libya, Morocco, Panama, Tunisia, United Kingdom-Overseas Territories, and the United
States. All the Panel members were present.

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)
a) Bluefin (North)

5.a.1 Dr. J. Powers, the Chairman of the SCRS, reported that no new stock assessment was conducted in 1999 for bluefin
tuna although fisheries information, including catch data, was updated.

5.a.2 Dr. Powers stated that the catch was around 2,600 MT and 42,000 MT for the west Atlantic and east Atlantic
(including Mediterranean) stocks, respectively. One problem encountered this year was that a significant amount of catch
data for 1998 were reported late or were not reported by many countries, especially for the east stock. The magnitude of
that unreported catch was about 9,000 MT. The SCRS Chairman stressed the importance of providing these basic data in
a timely manner. He also introduced a major catch revision made on the historical catch data for Turkey.

5.a.3 On-going research topics, such as electronic tagging, studies to address the mixing of fish and stock structure were
also briefly mentioned.

5.a.4 The SCRS Chairman further noted that there was no change in terms of the management recommendation from
the SCRS since 1999 is the first year of the stock rebuilding plan.

5.a.5 Responding to a question on basic data, the SCRS Chairman informed the Panel that the quality of the catch data
in the Mediterranean area had greatly improved through the joint GFCM/ICCAT meeting held in 1998. The scientists had
made every effort to provide their best estimates on catch.

5.a.6 A question was raised on the magnitude of the catch revision between 1998 and 1999 for the east Atlantic and
Mediterranean and its consequence on the assessment. The SCRS Chairman stated that the revision was on the order of 20%
or more, but it was hard to tell how that amount affects the stock status.

5.a.7 The Chairman of SCRS noted that it was difficult to obtain indices of abundance for small fish for the east Atlantic
and Mediterranean stock, and this difficulty resulted in a fundamental difference in the assessment between the two stocks.

5.a.8 The question was asked as to why the SCRS preferred to carry out the next bluefin assessment in 2001 instead
on 2000, as originally envisaged. The Chairman of SCRS replied that considerable data preparatory work was necessary
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in order to carry out meaningful assessments, although the SCRS would conduct assessments at any time if instructed to
do so by the Commission. The SCRS indicated, however, that assessments would be better in the year 2001, if data and
inputs are improved in 2000.

b) Albacore (North)

5.b.1 The Chairman of the SCRS commented that no new stock assessment had been conducted in 1999 since a full
stock assessment was conducted in 1998. It was noted that overall landing in 1998 were 28,000 MT, which was slightly
lower than the previous two years, but higher than that of 1995.

5.b.2 Referring to the more pessimistic bench marks (F-ratio and B-ratio) of North Atlantic albacore, as compared to
North Atlantic swordfish, it was asked why the management recommendation was different between the two species. The
SCRS Chairman explained that those were based on the results of the latest assessments but there were some differences
of opinion between the working groups.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks
a) Bluefin (North)

6.a.1 The Delegate of the United States made a statement, attached as Appendix 6 to ANNEX 9, in which he stressed
that his country’s commitments resulted from the rebuilding plan adopted at the 1998 meeting, concerns about catches made
by non-Contacting Parties, Entities or Fishing Entities, concerns about the substantial catch of under-sized fish, and
objections to the quota recommendation for the east Atlantic and Mediterranean stock. He also emphasized the importance
of all Contracting Parties working together for the better implementation of newly-established quotas so that the overfished
stock can be improved.

6.a.2 There was an enquiry as to whether the prohibition of the use of aircraft for the purse seine fishing in the
Mediterranean Sea, as specified in the 1996 Supplemental Recommendation by ICCAT on East Atlantic Bluefin Tuna
Concerning the Mediterranean Closed Season, was still in effect or if it had been superceded by the 1998 Recommendation
by ICCAT Concerning the Changes of Closed Season for the Purse Seine Fishery Fishing for Bluefin Tuna in the
Mediterranean Sea. None of the participants questioned the view that the prohibition of the use of aircraft in June was still
in effect.

6.a.3 With regard to the quota allocation for the east Atlantic and Mediterranean stock, it was confirmed that the quota
has already been agreed for 1999 and 2000 except for those counties which had presented an objection, and that there would
be no change, as the Working Group on Allocation Criteria held this year could not reach an agreement.

6.a.4 The Delegate of Morocco stated the reasons why his country could support all the regulations except the 1998
Recommendation on the Limitation of Catches of Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (Rec 98-5). He
also introduced the actions taken towards the increased scientific activities, improved monitoring and regulation
enforcement for the fisheries operated by Morocco.

6.a.5 Mexico, as a Cooperating Party, reiterated the request made at the 1998 Commission meeting for a bluefin tuna
quota of 120 MT Mexico’s fishing fleet. Other non-Contracting Parties (Denmark-Faroe Island and Iceland) expressed their
views that the legitimate right of fishing for bluefin as coastal States should be acknowledged and considered, and the
respective quotas should be given to them by the ICCAT. The statements made by Mexico and Denmark-Faroe Islands are
attached as Appendices 7 and 8 to ANNEX 9, respectively.

b) Albacore (North)

6.b.1 The Delegation of the United States stated that a draft resolution, requesting the SCRS to create a stock rebuilding
plan in 2000, would be circulated, taking into consideration the status of the North Atlantic albacore stock, which is over-
fished.

6.b.2 The Delegate of EC presented a draft recommendation, which was in line with the1998 Recommendation by
ICCAT Concerning the Limitation of Fishing Capacity on Northern Albacore. The new recommendation asked the SCRS

to analyze fishing performance for different fisheries with a view towards establishing possible management measures.

6.b.3 The Delegate of the EC further proposed to integrate the draft resolution put forward by the United States and that
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of the EC into a single recommendation, as they both address related issues.

6.b.4 After consultation with several delegations, this new draft recommendation was presented to the Panel. The Panel
approved the proposal and agreed that it be forwarded to the Commission for adoption. The Recommendation Concerning
Possible Management Measures for Northern Albacore is attached as ANNEX 5-6 to the Commission Proceedings.

7. Research
a) Bluefin (North)

7.a.1 The SCRS Chairman emphasized various research activities scheduled for the immediate future. In the case of the
west stock, such activities include better prediction of future recruitment and better estimation of MSY proxies. For the east
stock, biological basic inputs to the assessment, i.e. CPUE and catch, are essential, as well as the improvement in
methodology. He also endorsed the need for research on spawning site fidelity, mixing and migration.

b) Albacore (North)

7.b.1 The SCRS Chairman indicated the need to develop and improve the indices of abundance from as many fisheries
as possible. He also referred to the requests made by the Commission to provide effective effort for each component of the
fisheries.

8. Date and place of next Panel meeting

8.1 Panel 2 agreed to hold its next meeting at the same time and place as the Thirteenth Special Meeting of the
Commission in 2000.

9. Election of Panel Chairman

9.1 It was unanimously agreed that the European Community would chair Panel 2 for the next biennial period. The Panel
thanked the outgoing Chairman, Mr. J. Barnes, for his excellent work during his tenure as Chairman.

10. Other matters

10.1 No other matters were discussed.

11. Adoption of Report

11.1 The Report of Panel 2 was adopted.

12. Adjournment

12.1 The 1999 Meeting of Panel 2 was adjourned.
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 3

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The meeting of Panel 3 was opened by the Chair, Dr. R. Lent (United States), who welcomed all the delegates and
observers.

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted without modification, and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9.

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 Mr. S. M.G. Mattos (Brazil) was asked to serve as Rapporteur.

4. Review of Panel Membership

4.1 Panel 3 currently comprises six members, as follows: European Community, Japan, Korea, Namibia, South Africa,
and the United States. All the members were present. Namibia was welcomed as a new member of the Panel.

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics

5.1 Dr. J. Powers, Chairman of the SCRS, summarized the findings of the SCRS relevant to the Panel, noting that more
detailed information on the current status of the stocks could be found in the SCRS Report.

5.2 He stated that current total world catch of southern bluefin tuna is around 19,000 MT, with about 1,500 MT being
taken in the south Atlantic. The total catch for southern albacore was around 30,000 MT in 1998, while the TAC was 28,200
MT for 1999.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks

6.1 Following her summary of the current management measure in place for southern albacore, the Chair asked for
comments on management measures and recommendations that are being conducted and implemented by each Party.

6.2 The Panel 3 members then discussed the implementation of the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT on Revision,
Implementation and Sharing of the Southern Albacore Catch Limit, calling for regular reporting of southern albacore catches
to one Contracting Party. Some comments underscored the difficulties in implementing this system due to delays or
omissions in reporting. The various active participants shared information with other Panel 3 members regarding the
monitoring mechanisms and procedures in place in their countries.

6.3 It was noted that the1998 catches were greater than the TAC and MSY. There was also some discussion of the caps
established in the “gentlemen’s agreement” at the end of April 1998, at the informal multi-lateral consultation on southern
albacore. The Chair noted that landings were within these limits for three out of four of the actively fishing countries,
entities and fishing entities. It was noted that since southern albacore is a by-catch fishery for the United States, an
arrangement similar to that of Japan would facilitate their management of the fishery, particularly since their cap is
extremely low.

6.4 The Chair noted that because the Recommendation by ICCAT on Revision, Implementation and Sharing of the
Southern Albacore Catch Limit only covered the 1999 fishery, it would be necessary for the Panel 3 participants to develop
a new recommendation this year. Although there was some support for attempting to secure a quota allocation agreement,
several Panel 3 participants indicated that they preferred to wait until the completion of the Working Group on Allocation
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Criteria. There was, therefore, general consensus that the Panel recommend to the Commission that the current management
scheme should be extended for one calender year.

6.5 Namibia presented a draft Recommendation that would extend the 1998 recommendation for one year, call for
improved fishery monitoring, and provide the United States with a cap for southern albacore based on 2% of their south
Atlantic swordfish catch. After some discussion, the text was modified to include an increase in the United States by-catch
allowance to 4%, consistent with that of Japan, and forwarded to the Commission for adoption. Th Recommendation to
Extend the Southern Albacore Management Arrangement and to Improve Monitoring is attached as ANNEX 5-7 to the
Commission Proceedings.

6.6 South Africa volunteered to continue to be responsible for bi-monthly collection and dissemination, of catches
reported by actively fishing parties, entities or fishing entities, as specified in the Recommendation by ICCAT on Revision,
Implementation and Sharing of the Southern Albacore Catch Limit. The statement of by South Africa is attached as
Appendix 9 to ANNEX 9.

7. Research

7.1The SCRS Chairman hoped that all those targeting albacore and southern bluefin tuna would implement a monitoring
system to improve data collection to support the research conducted by the SCRS.
8. Date and place of next meeting

8.1 It was agreed that the next meeting of Panel 3 would be held at the same time and place as the next Commission
meeting.

9. Election of Panel Chairman

9.1 It was unanimously agreed that South Africa would chair Panel 3 for the next biennial period.

10. Other matters

10.1 No other matters were discussed.

11. Adoption of the Report

11.1 The Report of Panel 3 was adopted.

12. Adjournment

12.1 The 1999 meeting of Panel 3 was adjourned.
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 4

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The 1999 meeting of Panel 4 was opened by the Chairman, Mr, Ichirc Nomura (Japan). Mr, Nomura referred to
the four species categories managed by Panel 4 including Aflanlic bomito, swordfish, biltfishes, and other species, and
urged delepations to cooperate in accamplishing the Panel’s full apenda.

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The agendn was adapted without modification, and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9.

3. Appointment of rapporteur
3.1 Ms. Catherine Wanamaker (United Staies) was designated rapporteur.
4.Review of Papel membership

4.1 The Chatrman teviewed the membership of Panel 4, which includes the following 13 members: Angola, Brazil,
Canada, European Community, Japan, Morocco, Nainibia, South Africa, Trinidad & Tobago, United Kingdom (Overseas
Territaries), United States, Unignay, and Venezuela, All the Panel members, except Trinidad & Tobago, were present.
The Chairman welcomed Nambia as the newest member of {he Panel.

3, Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)

5.1 The Chairman of the SCRS, Dr. I, Powers, presented the report of the 1999 SCRS meeting concerning the stocks
managed by Panel £,

5.2 Dr, Pawers reviewed the SCRS report on Atlantic bonito, for which there had been no assessmeni. He indicated
that the available information was based on caich data, and emphasized the need for local reporting of catch data in order
10 build the data repository,

5.3 As regards billfishes, the SCRS Chairrnan reported that, while no assessment had been conducted in 1999, a blue
marlin and white marlin assessment is scheduled for July, 2000, Dr. Powers pointed ont the lack of adequate reporting
of blpe marlin and white marlin iandings, and encouraged the submission of caich data and observer data on by-catches.

5.4 The SCRS Chairman then reported on the status of swordfish stocks based on the 1999 stock assessment by the
SCRS, He indicated that the catches were primarily from the longline fisheries. Further, the SCRS Chairman reported
that there is currently a boundary at 5 degrees North latitude dividing the Atlantic stock into North and South, Catches
in the Mediterranean suggest an independent stack in that area, but the exact Himits of the boundary are currently being
debated.

5.5 The SCRS Chairman reported that the biomass of north Atlantic swordfish went below the biomass necessary to
produce MSY in the 1ate 19805, but has stabilized in recent years which is the effect of ICCAT's strict regulations. He
stated that the current estimate of MSY is 13,370 MT, the current yield is 12,175 MT, and the curren( replacement yield
is estimated to he 11,700 MT.

5.6 Dr. Powers reparted that projections for the future of north Atlantic swordfish indicate the stock can be rebuilt in
a period of 10 ta 15 years, depending on the total mortality level. The SCRS predicts that & rotat allowsble catch {TAC)
higher than the status que would probably produce a population decline for the first three years and then respond gver a
tonger periad, while if the TAC wers lowered, the population would rebuild more guickly,
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- 5.7 The SCRS Chairmanr noted that the catches of South Atlantic swordfish are close to the MSY level, He stated that
the current estimate of MSY 15 13,650 MT, the current yield is 13,486 MT, and the current replacement yield is eslimated
to be 14,800 MT.

3.8 The SCRS Chairman reported that if catch levels of South Atlantic swordfish continued at the eerrent level, stock
biomass will likely also remain at the curmrent level.

3.9 A question was raised regarding the percentage of small fish cawght that were discarded alive. Dr. Powers
responded that the survival rate, based on observer and logbook data provided by the United Siates and Canada, that the
percentage of discards yeleased alive was approximately 30%.

5,10 A query was made regarding the reliability of the 5°N boundary betwesn the northern and santhern stocks, and
Dr. Powers answered that the boundary was the most reasonabic compromise between the available biological daia and
management capabilities.

3.11 A guestion was posed regarding the recent two years of good recruitment mentioned in the report, and the
possibility that these year-riasses will contribute to recovery in ten years. Dr. Powers responded that the projections he
reported included thess data from the last two years.

5.12 The SCRS advice on rebuilding scenarios was commended for its clarity and authoritativeness and for providing
a sound scientific hasis for management.

5.15 Responding ta the question as to what the SCRS proposes for stock assessment in the Mediterranean region,
Chairman Powers responded that GFCM and ICCAT have been joinlly working on this issuc and that a Mediterranean
assessment is not warranted with the inadequate data available at present.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks

6.1 Management measures for Atlantic bonilo, bilifishes, and other species were discussed, There were no management
measures recommended for these species.

¢.2 The discussion on billfish management measures centered an Lhe 1998 recommendation to reduce catches by 25%
by 1999, which was extended to 2000 hecause the assessment was delayed by one year. It was decided that no acion would
be taken on bitlfish this year.

6.3 The Panel then discussed South Atlantic swordfisk and a praposal was made io leave the current sharing allocation
and TAC in place, as both had been recommended to be in place vntd the year 2000 while they would be considersd
during the 2000 annual meeting. This was supparted by the Enropean Community and Japan.

5.4 Another proposal was introduced to reduce the TAC to the MSY level of 13,650 MT to ensure precautionary
management and avoid declines similar to those of the North Atlantic stock, This motion was supported by Canada, Brazil,
and the United States.

8.5 Bouth Aftica, Brazil, and the United Kingdem (Overseas Territories) expressed their desire to renegotiale the
sharing allocation for South Atlantic swordfish. The statement by South Africa on South Altantic swordfish allocations
i§ attached as Appendiz 10 t0 ANNEX 9.

6.6 The Panel apreed to wait nntil its 2000 meeting to renegotizte the sharing allocation and the TAC, with the hope
that the Working Gronp on Allocatien Criteria will have reachied a conclusion by that time,

6.7 During the discussions on North Atlantic swordfish management, the United States proposed a 10-year rebuilding
program with a greater than 30% probability of success and inclusive of all sources of fishing mortality, This initiative
was supported by Canada, South Africa, Brazil, and Venczuela. The statement by the United States to Panel 4 is attached
as Appendix 11 o ANNEX 9.

6.8 'The observers from the Natural Resources Defense Council, Sea Web, and the Wildlife Conservation Society stated
they consider the 10-year rebnilding plan would be the most apprapriate,
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6.9 The EC proposed te continue the TAC at 10,700 MT and allow rebuilding over a slightly longer periad of time,
The United ‘Kingdom {Overseas Territories) suppocted rebuilding based on a compromise between the U.S. and EC
positions, and said it would be willing to accept & small cut in its allocation,

6.10 Japan proposed to increasc the TAC to the estimated replacement yigld of 11,700 MT, citing that the current
quota is too low, and emphasized that the amount of by-catch of swordfish in the bigeye tuna fishery is samewhat
unpredictable, depending on the distribution of the tarpet specics, i.¢. bigeye tuna and the shift of the fishing ground for
bigeye tuna.

6.11 South Africa supported the rebuilding program, but expressed concern that this may lead to a further shift in eifort
to the South Atlantic swordfish stack. Their concern was shared by Brazil and other countries,

6.12 The observer from Mexico indicated that swordfish are disiributed through the Mexican EEZ and therefore they
are considering to develop a swordfish fishery, and requested 2 quota to be able to targed this species or catch if as by-catch
in this zone,

6.13 ‘A drafi resolution on the clarification of the stock structure and boundaries between the swordfish stocks in the
Atlantic was proposed. It was understood that boundaries relate to the Atlantic vs the Mediterranean, Sonth vs North, and
Atlantic vs the Indian Qcean. The Resofution on the Clarification of the Stack Structure and Boundaries Between the
Swordfish Stocks in the Atlantic was adopted by the Panel and referred to the Commission Plenary for final adoption
{attached as ANNEX 5-3 {o the Commission Proceedings).

6.14 Two draft recommendations were proposed by the United States and the EC for the conservation and rebuilding
of swordfish stocks.

6.13 The first proposal (attached, for reference, as Appendix 12 to ANNEX 9), was intraduced by the US and would
include a 10-year rebuilding plan and a TAC, inclusive of discards, of 10,000 MT to be distributed based on the current
allocation scheme. This proposal was supported by Canada, Brazil, Venezuela, and the Observer from the Wildlife
Conservation Society, although several delegations expressed a desire to have more time to fully examine the proposal,

6.16 The second proposal (attached, for reference, as Appendix 13 te ANNEX. 9), drafted by the EC, was supporied
by Japan, and would ingtnde a TAC of 10,700 MT (including dead discaeds) for three years to be distributed based on the
current allocation scheme. The allocation scheme would be reviewed in 2002. Japan commented on its previous proposal
to set TAC at the level of replacement vield (11,700 MT), but added that, for the sake of simplicity, it could support the
EC propogal.

6.17 Later in the session, a new draft recommendation for a rebuilding program for North Atlantic swardfish was
presenied by the Chairman, Canada expressed deep dissatisfaction over the process used to develop this final draft
recommendation. While Canada had participated futly in discussions during the meeting in developing a consensus on
this jssue, this final recommendation included a change that Canada had not been consulicd on and has not been given
the opportunity to review its ramifications, There has therefore been no chance to represent Canada's view and there has
not been adenuate time to review the ﬁnal text. However, because of timing, Canada wilt mot abject to this
recormendation.

6.18Re garding operative paragraph 2 of the draft proposal, the United States expressed thai the intent af the language
is that adjustments to TACs must be consistent with operative paragraph 1 and with the goal of achieving Busv, with
greater than 30% probability, with the goal of 10 years, This paragraph is consistent with the U.8. goal of achicving Byey
within g firm time frame of 10 years. During the negotiations, the U.8. rejected the wording "approaching Bis," and
insisted on “achieving Bye," which is consistent with its goal.

6.19 The European Community objected to the adoption of this compromise, pending certain clarifications, After a
short break for consultations, the recommendation was adopted,

.20 The Recommendation by ICCAT fo Establish o Rebuilding Program for North Atlantic Swordfish was adopted
by the Panel and forwarded to the Commission for final approval. This Recommendation is aftached as ANNEX 5-2 10
the Conunission Proceedings.
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6.21 In order 1o accommodate Japan's current difficulty, attributed to the shifi of the bigeye tuna fshing ground lo the
North, which Japan had indicated at a previous session of the Panel, Japan and the EC are negotiating an agreement, as
an emergency Telisf measure, to aliow the EC to transfer part of its quota of North Atlantic Swordfish in 2000 to Japan,
Ir rerarn, Japan will transfer part of its quota far Soulh Atlantic swordfish to the EC in 2000, It was clarified that this
"swap" of allocated quota bas no tmplications on conservation since TACs, North and South, remain unchanged.

6.22 The Panel then considered a draft resolution, proposed by the United States, for the development of possible
time/area closures for north and south Atlantic swordfish and gear medifications to reduce undersized swordfish.

6.13 After introducing some modifications, the Panel apreed to forward the Resolution By JCCAT for the Develupment
of Possible Time/Area Closures for North and South Atlantic Swordfish and Gear Modifications to Reditce Undersized
Sweordfish Catch and Fishing Mortafity to the Commission for farmal adoption (attached as ANNEX 5-5 to the
Commission Proccedings).

7. Research

7.1 Research activities on billfish will focas in the long-ierm on ixoproving catch, effort and size data colleciion
through the Bilifish Program. Short-term activities will emphasize the collation of caich aad CPUE dala to allow an
improved assessment scheduled for July, 2000.

7.2 Swordfish regearch racommendations include continued stock steucture research, and maturily and aging studies.
Additionally, assessment methodologies will be developed to incorporate these data into indices of abundance and
assessment models, |

8. Date and place of next Panel Mecting

8.1 The Panel agreed to meet at the same time and place as the next Commission Meeting,

9. Election of Panel Chairman

9.1 The Delegate of Japan nominated the United States for the Chairmanship of Pancl 4 and this was supported by the
European Communify, The United States was pleased to accept the nomination.
10. Other matters

10.1 Mo pther maiters were discussed.

11. Adoption of Report

11.1 The Panel reiterated its adoption of the Resglution concerning the clarification of the stock structure and
boundaries for Atlantic swordfish stocks, the Resclution coneerning timef/area closures for North and Sonth Atlantic
swordfish and gear modifications aimed at reducing the catch and mortality of undersized swordbsh, and the
Recommendation for a North Atlantic swordfish rebuilding program. The Panel also agreed to adopt the text of its Report
through correspondence.”

12. Adjourrnment

12.1 At the Ume of adjournment, Mr. Nomura, thanked the Panel for its support and collaboration during his ienure
as Chairman of Panel 4 and he wished the incoming Chairman good luck. The 1999 Mecting of Panel 4 was adjourned.

* ‘The Repart of Panel 4 was adopled later,

177



ICCAT AEPGRT, 1298-38 (1B

Appeadix 1 to ANNEX 9
AGENDA FORFPANELS 1 TO 4
Panel 1 (Tropical Tunas)
Panel 2 (Temperate Tunas-North)
Panel 3 {Temperate Tunas-South)
Panel 4 (Other Species)
1. Opening
2. Adoption of Agenda
3. Appointment of Rapporicur
4. Review of Panel memhership
3. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRES)
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks;
Panel 1 Panel 2 Panel 3 FPanei 4
a} Yellowfin a) Bluefin (MNorth) ) Southern bluefin a) Atlantic bonito
h) Skipjack b) Alhacors (Noith) h) Albacore (South) b) Swordfish
c} Bigeye ¢) Billfishes
d) Other species
7. Research
8. Date and place of next Panel meeting
9. Election of Panel Chairmen
8.  Dther matters
11. Adoption of Report
12. Adjournment
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Appeandix 2 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO
ON FISH AGGREGATING DEVICES (FADs)
{Aitached to Report of Panel 1)

Tuna fishing in the different oceans of the werld is being carried out more and more using fish aggregation devices
{FADs), which kas caused the excessive fishing of juveniles. In the case of the Atlantic, the caich of juveniles reached
close 10 55% of the total catch of bigeye tuna, This has, no doubt, put strong pressure or the resource and the capacily fo
sustain the stocks,

Mexico is concerned about the generalized use of this fishing method and for the transfer of fishing effort with this
technique towards other oceans, particularly towards the Pacific Ocean. Since the introduction of this fishing lechnic, the
caiches of small-sized yellowfin and bigeye tunas has increased substantially in the Pacific, and has affected the maximum
sustainable yield of the resources.

The documents of the SCRS (Standing Commitiee on Research and Statistics) clearly esiablish that even when some
fishing manapement measures have been taken, such as time-area closures, the situation has not improved substantially,
and concern persists about the high catches of juveniles in the fsheries uging FADs in the Atlantic, In the same way, In
ihe case of skipjack tuna, information shows that since the introduction of these devices, the data suggest that maintaining
high concentrations of FADS could reduce the prodactivity of the overall stock. Additionally, in the case of yeltowfin and
skipjack tunas, the result of FAD fishing contravenes the ICCAT measurcs on minimumm size of the catch and causesa
maximum catch of juvenile fish.

Together with information provided by the Commission itgelf and considering the information generated by other
repional tuna fisheries manapgement organizations, Mexico respectfully proposes that the Commission carry out the
necessary work to develop, over the shont term, additiona! measures to reduce juvenile fishing mortality. These measures
could include, inter afia, the total prohibition of the nse of FADSs, and that the pertinent scientific research be conducted
to quantify the incidental catches of other, non-target species in this fishery, such as bilifishes, sharks, and marine turtles,
all of which would be aimed at the adopted of measures te avoid such catches.

Appendix 3 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY TEE UNITED STATES TO PANEL 1
(Attached to Report of Panel 1)

As our Panel on tropical tunas begins its deliberations, let us remember that in 1999 ICCAT initlated the first year of
the Bigeye Tuna Ycar Program and asked the SCRS to develop stock rebuilding scenarios for bigeye. Compared ta some
other tuna specics, bigeye has received less attention with respect to research on basic biology, even though it is very
important to thosé fleets for which bigeye tuna is a target or incidental catch. As a result, the SCRS was unable to provide
the requested stock rebuilding scenarios, It is in part, the precarious natvre of this fishery that has led ICCAT to affording
this species special attention and dedicated the next four years for conducting research to clarify the stock sinucture and
1o stedy the impact of the fisheries on the stock.

This year the SCRS was nnable to reach consensus that “Apparently, the total caich has been larger than Gre upper
boundary of the likely range since 1991, causing the stock to decline considerably, Results of production model analyses
indicate that the estimated current biamass is likely below the corresponding biomass at MSY™, Further ™... the various
VPAs all indicate that the spawning stock has rapidly and substantially declined over the past five years and fishing
mortality rates have increased quickly since the early 1990s™, In short, bigeye tuna are over-exploited and are being over-
fished. The availabic information indicates that the stock will continbe to dectine if the current catch level is maintained,
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The SCRS has recommended a catch reduction towards 80,000 MT just to prevent further stock declines; a further
catch reduction is required to rebuild the stock to the level that would support MSY, Indeed, the replacement yield could
be as low as 72,000 MT.

ICCAT has attempted to manage the bigeye fishery primarily thzough a minimum size regulation of 3.2 kg, adopted
in 1980, However, in recent years ICCAT has added limitation on fishery efforl and fishing capacity to its recommenda-
tions. In 1998, a catch limit of 16,500 MT for Chinese Taipei and a closed seasan on the use of floating objects by purse
seiners were adonted.

But, these measures have not yet proved to he sufficient to reverse the declining stock trend, either because they were
net complied with or they were toc littie, tao late. The United States is extremealy concarned that 55% of the bigeye luna
harvest in 1998 was below the ICCAT minimum size limit, Must we wait until draconian steps would be required belors
we take the necessary action to rebuild the stock and accomplish the ICCAT objective of producing MSY? As a
Contracting Party that lands a very small proportion of the bigeys harvest, we are particularly reliant on a healthy stock.
As stocks decline, our opportunities for participating in this fishery are lessened proportionately even greater than
countries harvesting tens of thousands of metric tons of juvenile fish. The United States has established a minimum size
for bigeye tuna landed by all our fishermen that is twice the size recommended by ICCAT without any allowance for
landing undersized hsh, Ii 1s, therefore, in aur self-interest, as well as the interest of FCCAT, to address out failure o
prevent over-fishing now instead of waiting for four more years of research. We can manage this fishery and we should
do so.

The United States urges that this panel adapt a recommendation to ICCAT that would da the fallowing:

First, establish a catch limit of 72,000 MT ta be achieved through a 15% per year reduction fram the 1997 catches for
2000 and 2001 for all countries to no more than 2000 MT per year.

Second, ask the SCRS o develop a rebuilding plac for both juvenile and adult bigeye tuna by the ICCAT 2001
mesting;

Third, apply the same mechanisms currently avallahle to swordfish for achicving compliance to bigeye tunas (Action
Plan, Compliance Recommendation),

Fourth, expand the limited acress program currently in place to all commercial vessels and allow the sale of bigeye
tuna only from those vessels included in the limited access program,

Fifth, eliminate the current 15% tolerance for bigeye {una less than 3.2 kg, and that allow Contracting Parties to
prohibit the sale and landing of tuna smaller than the minimum size.

And lastly the Gulf of Guinea closure, This moratorivm should be continued and possibly expanded, Significant
savings of pre-spawn juvenile fish could result from this closure, which would allow, in the future, greater opportunilies
for Contracting Parties to harvest adclt bigeye tuna,

Appendix 4 in ANNEX 8

DRAFT PROPOSAL BY THE UNITED STATES
Recommendation limiting bigeye catches in the Atlantic
(Attacked to Report of Pancl 1)

Recalling that the goal of ICCAT is to maintain pcpulatmns of tuna and tuna-like ﬁshes in the Atlantic at levels that
will permit harvesting maximum sustamable catch (B*Hysy );

Recopnizing that the Commission’s Standin g Commities onx Research and Statistics (SCRS) has indicated in the 1569
stock assessment that bigeye tuna are over-exploited. Specifically, the SCRS concluded that relative biomass (B, /Bsy)
is about 0.6 and 1he relative fishing mortality (F5; /Fysy) 15 about 1.66 (i.e. current biomass is less than the biomass at
MSY and curtent fishing mostality is higher than that of MSY level},
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Noting that the SCRS rccommended in 1999 (hat in order to have a high probability that replacement yicld is nol
exceeded, the current catch level needs to be reduced to 72,000 MT

Recalling that in 1980 ICCAT adopted a 3.2 kg mirimum size for bigeye. In 1997 ICCAT urged parties to reduce
catches of bigeye to levels below MSY, In 1998 ICCAT adopted binding measures that fimit the number and capacity of
Atlanticbigeye tuna fishingvessels to the average mmber of 1991-1992; placed restrictions on Chinese Taipei, by limiting
their catch to 16,500 MT, and their number of bigeye tuna fishing vessels to 125; and placed a moratorium on purse seine
FAD fishing from. 1 November 1999 to 31 January 2000 (n the Gulf of Guinea;

Noting that 3 ont of 4 of the major harvesting Contracting Parties failed to report to the Comumigsion their efforts to
Iimit fishing effort and cap#city, as required by the 1998 recommendation;

Considering that the Commission requested SCRS to develop a rebuilding plan for bigeye tuna in the Atlantic for 1399
but SCRS did not provide any stock rebuilding scenarios;

Recalling that the FAQ precautionary approach mandates that the absence of adequate scientific information should
not be used as a reagon for postponing or failing to take measures,

Considering the nesd for action to ensure the effectiveness of [CCAT objectives to conserve and manage bigeye tund;
Neting that in 1999 ICCAT initiated the first year of the Bipeye Tuna Year Program;
ICCAT RECOMMENDS THAT;

1 Using the most recent stock assessment, which indicates that the stock is below the level that would produce MSY,
the SCRS shall, during its 2001 meeting, estitnate a sexies of annual total allowable catches (TAC), including dead
discards, that are necessary to rabuild the biomass to levels that would produce MSY with a probability of greater than
50%, within the Hme periods of 3, 10, and 5 years and/or other appropriate times. The Commission, at its 2001
meeting, shall develop a program to rebuild biomass to Jevels that wonld produce MSY, Within the context of
rebuilding, the SCRS shall evaluate recovery patential of the stack under scenarios including full, intermediate, and
current compliance with the ICCAT minimum size recommendations for this species.

2 Inthe next stock assessment, the SCRS shall evaluate the effectiveness of current bigeye tuna conscrvation measnres,
especially the minimum size, and evaluate aliemative methods for reducing small fish mortality, including prohibitions
on certain gears, such as FADs,

31 Coniracting Parties, Caoperating Non-Coniracting Pasties, Entities and Fishing Entities, are authorized to prohibit,
within their jurisdiction, the sale ol bigeye una harvesied by vessels larger than 24 meiers length overall if barvested
by those not included on the Hst resulting {rom Paragraph 2 of the Recommendation by ICCAT Bigeye Tuna
Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger than 34 meters Length Overall (LOA).

4 In order to protect smail bigeye tuna, any Contracting Parly may prohibit the landing and sale in iis jurisdiction, of

bigeye tuna and bigeye tuna pasts, less than any minimum size limit the Contracting Party applies to its fishermen,
provided that no tolerance of bigeye tuna smalier than this minimm size shall be allowed.

Appendix 5 to ANNEX 9

DRAFT PROPOSAL BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY:
Recommendation on tropical tuna conservation measures for vessels >24 m LOA
{Attached to Report of Panel 1)
Recalling that SCRS has recommended that the total fishing effort exerted on yellawfin tuna should not be increased;

Recalling the recommendation on supplemental regulatory measures for the management of Atlantic yellowfin tuna,
adopted by the Comumission in 1993,
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Recalling the recommendation on Lhe bigeye tuna conservation measures for fishing vessels larger than 24 meters
length overall (LOA), adopted by the Commission in 1998;

Recaliing that in 1998, ICCAT decided that the Commission will consider, in 1999, oplions of conservalion measures
o manage by-catch of bigeye tuna by other fisheries targeting other tunas and tuna-like fishes;

Considering that for a multi-species fishery, the most appropriate conservation measure is fishing effort limitation,

ICCAT RECOMMENDS THAT;

1 All Contracting Pardies, Co-operating non-Contracting Parties, entities or fishing entities, shall submit to the ICCAT
Executive Secrefary, by August 31 of each year, the list of their respective vessels larger than 24 m length overall
(LLOA), with the exclusion of recreational fishing boats, that fish for vellowiin, skipjack and bigeye funa in the
Convention area.

This list af vessels shall inclnde the following information;

-- name of vessels, register number

-~ previous flag (If any)

-~ intermational radio call sign

=« Jenpth and gross registered tonnage (GRT)
- name and address of owner

2 The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall circulate the lists annually or upon request of a Contracting Party, Co-operating
non-Contracting Party, entity or fishing entity.

3 Each Contracting Party, Co-operating non-Contracting Party, entity or fishing entity shail, in 2000 and afterwards,
limit their number of fishing vassels larger than 24m length overall (LOA), with the exclusion of recreational vessels,
which will fish for yellowfin, skipjack and bigeye tuna in the Convention area, to the average number of its fishing
vessels actually having fished for those species in the Convention area during the period 1991-1992, Such limitation
shall be associated with a limitation of Gross Registered Tonnage (GRT) so as niot to ingrease fishing capacity.

4 By August 31, 2000, each Comtracting Party, Co~operating non-Contracting Party, entity or fishing entity shall report
to the Commission the limit on the fishing vessel number established pursuant to paragraph 3 above, and the basis for
calculation. The Commission shall review the appropriateness af such limit and its calculation basis at the 2000 annual
mesting.

5 Paragraphs 1 to 4 above da not apply to Contracting Partics, Co-operating non-Contracting Parties, entities or fishing
entities that catch annually less than (750) MT of yellowfin, skipjack and bigeye combined, on an average of the most
recent five years, When the annual catch of these Contracting Parties, Co-operating non-Contracting Partics, entities
or fishing entities exceeds these {750) MT befors 2002, the Commission should comsider and recommend, if
appropriate, new conservation measures applicable to them.

& ‘The Commission shall review, at the 2002 annual meeting, the effectiveness of this effort contral measure.
Appendix 6 t¢ ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES TO PANEL 2
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

Mr, Chairman, distinguished Delegates, ladies and gentlemen:

in recent years, [ICCAT has made great strides in the management of tunas in general, and especially western Atlantic
bluefin tuna, Last year, our efforis resnlted in the estabiishment of a historic 20-year rebuilding program that we hope will
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serve as a modsl for managemeni of all other highly migratory species, The United Stales commends all that participated
in this process. :

We bave implemented our commitimenis resulting from this bluefin tuna rebuilding program through our recently
adopted 1999 Highly Mipratory Species Fishery Management Plan, This domestic management regime —designed in part
1o conform to ICCAT Recommendations — includes pear-specific quatas, discrete fishing seasons, gear limitations, limits
on catches per trip, and size limits. The fishery management plan conirols tofal landings, but perhaps more importanily,
enhances our ability to monitor pur highly migratory species fisheries,

Despite our nalional efforts to manage binefin tuna, and the many sacrifices of our commercial and recreational
fishermen, we cbserve with concern that there are countries fishing outside the ICCAT management rogime for this
species. For example, the People’s Republic of China caught 74 MT of Atlantic bluefin tuna in 1998, despite kaving no
formal guota allocations. We note that substantzal small fish harvests below the ICCAT minimun size continue in the
eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean. The latest SCRS report comments *... the condition of the east Atlantic stock and
fishery could adversely affect recovery in the west Atlantic becanse of mixing between two slocks.” Recent results from
pop-up tag rescarch elevate our concern about the fishery and stock in the eastern Atlantic.

The recent objections to the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna quota recommenrdation adopted last year
are selbacks for both tuna conservation and the integrity of ICCAT. We tecognize the right under the Convention for
members to take exceptions ta JCCAT decisions, bui we cannot let such actions become the norm; objections refiect
negatively on ICCAT as a whele and may result in activities that further threaten our coilective resources, We must work
together, within (he Commissior procedure, to make agreements that we are willing to respect.

The results of the Working Group an Allecation Criteria should help us in this process. We were encouraged by the
participalion of many ICCAT members and cbservers in the first meeting of the working group held last May in Madrid,
Al parties should continue to be involved in the wark of this important gronp. We must note, however, the scriously over-
fished condition: of castern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna. Iinplementation of the quolas established last year
for 1999 and 2000 is essential to begin to address the decline of this resource. We believe that all members should
demonstrate good faith 1o ICCAT as it works toward developing alfocation criteria by following the quota levels
established in the 1998 agreement.

Finally, the SCRS reponed in its 1997 annnal meeting that the northern albacore stock is fully- or over-exploited.
Although reported catch decreased in 1998, the SCRS noted that much of this reduction was prampied by adverse weather
conditions, ICCAT has the opportunity with northern albagore to begin effective management of this fishery before it
shows significant signs of trouble. The United States will therefore propose a resolution that the SCRS develop altermative
rebuilding scenarigs for this species at ity 2000 meetiang,

Appendix 7 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO
REQUESTING A BLUEFIN TUNA QUOTA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

At the 15" Regular Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atfantic Tunas, Mexicoexplained
that in the Gulf of Mexico there is a Mexican fishery that catches bluefin tuna with longline. This fishery targets yellowlfin,
bt catches bluefin tuna as by-catch. These incidental catches vary depending on the total caich, the corresponding year,
the fishing season, tie arcas of concentration and distribution, and the state of the stocks of yellowfin and bluefin tunas.

The fishery is based on 2 policy that is consistent with the conservation program and with sctions for the recovery of
the tuna stocks in the Atlantic, as well as on the principles of responsible fishing,

Therefors, Mexico, as a Cooperating Party, requests a bluefin tuna quota of 120 MT for {he Mexican fleet. Today we
wonld like to reiterate that request.
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Mexico recognizes the state of the bluefin tuna stocks, however, as we have stated before, we consider it strict justice
that a country that has been responsibly administaring this fishery since 1991, that has the perfinent administrative
provisions that are compatiblc with those adopted by this Commission, and that within its jurisdictional walers (here is
an imporiant spawning area of (his species, which has been prolected, deserves (he agreemeni of the Commission to grant
this quota, '

We are sure that ICCAT will centinue working under the mosl ample principle of international cooperation and that
we can rely on the consent that would allow a legitimate participation of a coastal State, whose requesi is rationial and
consistent with its fishery history.

Appendix 8 ta ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM DENMARK (FAROFE ISLANDS)
ON MANAGEMENT MEASURES FOR BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE EASTERN ATLANTIC
{Attached to Report of Panel 2)

As stated in our opening statement, the distribution pattern of the eastern Atiantic bluefin tuna qualify the Faroe
Islands as a coastal Siate in respect to this stock.

Experimental longline fishery in the Faroese Fishcry Zone by Japaness and Faroesa vessels has demonstrated that this
stock is fishable in a viable and sustainable way in our zone.

1t is the view of my Govcrnment that the status as a coastal State should entitle the Farae Islands an appropriate shate
of the TAC adopted for this stock. '

The Faroe Islands are concerned over the over-fishing of this stock, which has taken place for many years and are
ready to supporl management imeasures, which can stop this vnfortunate development.

The Faroe Islands, however, arc net responsible for the mistakes of the past and canznot accept being excluded from
the allocation because of these mistakes.

The Faroe Islands consider the possibilities of being a Contracting Party to ICCAT.

The recommendation by ICCAT on the limitation of catchies of bluefin funa in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean
(Rec 98-5), however, gives rise for concern in this regard, as it may be interpreted as having the effect of prohibiting
fishery for those Coniracling Parties which have not been fishing for this stock in 1993 or 1994 and irrespective of the
actual distribution of the stock in question and the status of Contracting Parties as coastal States.

The Faroe Islands can therefore not associate itself with this Recommendation for limitation of the catches of the
bluefin tuna in the eastern Adantic and Mediterranean,

Having said this the Faroe Islands want to stress their willingness otherwise to cooperate with ICCAT and comply with
its management measures.

Appendix 9 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA TO PANEL 3
ON EXTENSION OF THE SOUTHERN ALBACORE SHARING AGREEMENT
(Attached te Report of Panel 3)

Sonth Africa notcs that the South Atlantic albacore catch in 1998 was again above the estimated replacement yield,
despite the implementation of a specific TAC and undertakings by members of Panel 3 to ensnre that catches remain
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within this limit, Given the incvitable time delays associated with collecting and collaling international catch data on a
real-time basis, South Africa remaing of the opinion that reaching an agreement on country allocations is essential to
cffective implementation of the sonther albacore TAL.

At the close of the 1998 meeting of ICCAT Panel 3, when gecepting a catch monitoring system rather than a formal
sharing arrangement for southern albacore, South Africa requested that all Panel members come lo the next meeting
prepared to finalize the southern atbacore sharing arrangement. Sonth Africa remains prepared to do so. However, we alse
recognize concerns of other Panel members that propress should first be made with the work of the Working Group on
Allocation Criteria before finalizing a sharing arrangement,

However, in accepting an extension of the 1998 southern albacore caich monitoring arrangement, South Africa would
emphasize the importance of ensuring that catches are reported on a timely basis, to ensure that the TAC is not over-
fished, Tt is essential that Panel 3 members improve catch reporting systems to ensure that all caiches are reported within
the required two-manth peried, particularly over the coming peak in the southern atbacore seasan.

Appendix 10 to0 ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA TO PANEL
ON SOTUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISHE ALLOCATIONS
(Autached to the Report of Panel 4)

There has been a long history of pelagic long linisg in South African waters, after South African vessels first fished
for tuna using longling in 1960. Between 1965 and 1995, long lining in South African waters was conducted almost
entirely by Asian distant water longline fleets fishing under permit. However, other distant water fleets have recently
expanded operations in waters adjacent to our ERZ, and some of these vessels have been observed illegally exploiting
swordfish within the South African EEZ, We believe that longline catches made witlin the South African EEZ should
be made by South African fishcrmen and, as reported af last year’s meeting, South Africa ias therefore recomunended
pelagic longline fishing,

South Aftica notes that the bulk of the southern Atlantic swordfish TAC has been allocated to distant water feets from
developed countrics whose coastlines do not border on the South Aflantic Ocean. We note further than it is these foets
which have been responsible for depressing the sonthern Atlantic swordfish resource Lo its current level over a relatively
short period of time, South Africa considers the current allocations to seuthern Atlantic coastal states be inequitable and
is therefore, regrettably, still not in a position to tetract our objection to the ICCAT Recommendation Regarding
Compliance in the South Atlantic Swordfish Fishery,

Natwithstaniding our request at the 1998 meeting of Panel 4 for a southern Atlantic swordfish allocation, South Aftica
has imptemented a number of strict controls on her experimental pelagic longline fishery. A precautionary catch limit of
1,000 MT was eslablished for the South African EEZ for 1998, and retained for 1999. In addition, we have lirrdted entry
to this fishery 1o a maximum of 30 vessels, imposed a 15% by-caich trip limit on swordfish catches to encourage targeling
on tureas and implemented VMS and cbservar programs on these vesscls, However, in order for us to develop this into a
viable fishery, and to incorporate catches by distant water feets in our waters under a South Adrican allecation, South
Aftica requires an allocation of 1,500 MT (dressed weight) of swordfish to be canght within the ICCAT Convention Area.

The 1999 assessment of southern swordfish showed the resource to he at about the maximum sustainable level, and
thie SCRS has recommended that catch and effort be capped at the 1998 level Any development in southern Atlantic
coastal state fisheries will therefore necessarily have to be accompanied by a reduction in the TAC allacation to distant
water fleets. South Africa proposes that this transfer of access be achieved by applying an annual atfrition rate to the
allocation of the hiph-sens fleets, to release part of the TAC for distribution among the developing coastal states. We
believe that this should be a fundarnental principle adopied by the ICCAT Working Group on Allocation Criteria, and
would urge that Group to reach firm recommendations on revised allocation criteria during the course of next year, before
e sonthern Atlantic swordfish TAC sharing arrangement is revised by Panel 4 at next year’s [CCAT meeting, South
Afirica then intends to make proposals for revision of the southern Atlantic swordfish sharing arrangement at next year's
mecting of Panel 4.
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Appendix 11 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES TO PANEL 4
{Artached to Report of Pane] 4)

Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delepgates, Ladies and Gentlemen;

The 1359 meeting of ICCAT is a critical onc for North Atlantic swordfish. While the SCRS has indicated that the
action taken by the Commission over the past three years appear (0 have slowed and/or arrested the decline in the North
Atlantic swordiish stock, we must work diligently at this meecting to implement a rebuilding program t return this stock
to levels that can support maximum sustainable catch. It is the United States’ objective to reach this goal in ten years.

Mr. Chairman and fetlow delegates, ['wonld like to emphasize that there are many benefits of a rebuilt North Atlantic
swordfish stock, and that we should take measurcs to ensure that we can reap these benefits in ten years or less. A rebuilt
North Atlantic swordfish stock means;

- We can harvest a full 25% rmore swordfish that we currently have allocated.

- More fish means more cconomic activity in connected industries including processing and fishing pear sectors,
more jobs, stronger fishing communities, increased recreational oppartunities, and a beiter supply of swordfish
for consumers worldwide,

-~ 8o, there are strong social and economic reasens to support a 10-year rebuilding program for North Atlantic
swordfish,

-~ Finally an increased quota may provide ICCAT the opportunity to allow new participants to enter this fishery,
consistent with the results of our allocation criteria deliberations,

It is the recognilion of all these benefits that has led the cntire U8, constituency, including commercial and
recreational fishermen, environmientalists and the general publie, to entlusiastically and firmly support the development
of a ten year rebnilding program. With a relatively modest reduction in current swordfish TAC (13%), we will have a
better than 30 % chance of attaining the ICCAT poal — maximum sustainable catch — within 10 years. Two strong year
classes have afforded us the unique opportunity to rebuild this fishery within a remarkably short time period for an ICCAT
species, In fact, if we take this opporiunity, we can preside over the first recovery of a fishery in [CCAT -- a5 opposed to
its decline.

The United States is preparing a draft recommendation outlining a comprehensive, 10-year rebuilding program for
North Atlantic swordfish, It is designed along the lines of 1ast year’s historic rebuilding program for western Atlantic
bluefin tuna, and includes a time limit, adjustment mechanisms while rebuilding, and the inclusion of all fishing mortality.

In closing on swordfish, I would like to note that the United States is analyzing time/area closures designed to reduce
interactions with undersized swordfish, as well as possible modifications in gear design and/or deployment. We are
considering varions alternative timefarea closures within our EEZ for the protection of undersized swordfish, to be
implemented next year, In addition, we will be sponsoring & resolution requesting the SCRS to evaluate and idenlify times
and areas of small swordfish concentration, as well as gear modifications, as a means of reducing bycatch and/or bycatch
mertality of undersized swordfish throughout the Convention area,

Finally, I would like to address billfish, As you know, the biue and white marlin stock assessment will be conducted
next year. We were encouraged ta learn of the increased participation in this year's billfish warking group mesting at this
year's SCRS. However, we continue to be concerned by the Iack of data and hope that countries will collaborate in the
billfish stock assessment, most importantly by providing their data and their participation. et me just reiterate that we
have implemented measures in the United States designed to reduce recreatfonal biilfish [andings and we are confident
that we can reach the 25% reduction by the end of 1999
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Mr, Chairmian, I leok forwarg {o working with yoo and my Fellow delegates as we address tie imperiant management
issues of this Panel. Thank you.

Appendix 12 to ANNEX 5

DRAFT PROPOSAL BY THE TINITED STATES:
Recommendation to establish a rebuilding program for North Atlantic swordfish
(Attached to Report of Panel 4)

Recognizing that the Conmmission’s Standing Comrmitiee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) has indicated inthe 1999
stock assessmment that the Narth Atlantic swordfish stack is over-exploited (B<By, gy, F>Fygy, L8 current biomass is 65%
of the bicrnass at MSY and current fishing moriality is 1.34 times that of the MSY level), and that the expected 1999 catch
lewvel of 11,800 MT, which includes overages, with a greater ihan 50% probability, will result in & decline in stock statas;

Noting that the objective of the Conventien is to maintain populations of fishes at levels that permit maximum
spstainable catch (nsually referred lo as MBY) requiring Bz Bygy and FsFygy:

Recalling that in 1998, the Comumission adopted a resolution for the development of recovery scenarios by the SCRS
for North Atlantic swordfish to pravide the Commission with the information needed to consider, davelop, and improve
long term stock rebuilding plans in 1999;

Considering the rebuilding scenarios developed by SCRS based on the 1999 stock assessment; and

Desiring to achieve, with greater than 50% probability, stock and catch levels consistant with the objectives of the
Convention within 10 years; and '

Noting that dead discards of swordfish ocowr due to compliance with minimum size and catch of predator-damaged
fish:

Recalling that a rebuilding plan must account for all sources of fishing mortality, and that dead discards of North
Atlantic swordfish reported to ICCAT have avaraged 500 MT over the past three years, and that all countries must bear
the burden of recovery equitably,

ICCAT RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 ‘The Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishinp Entities (Contracting Partics, Non Contracting
Partics, Entities and Fishing Entities) whose vessels have been actively fisking for swordfish in the North Atlantic
will initialc a 10<year rebuilding program beginning in 2000 and continuing through 2009, with a total allowable

catch (TAC), inclusive of dead discards, of 10,000 MT annually, until such time as the TAC is changed based on
advice from SCRS, in accordance with paragraphs 2 and 3.

2 The annual TAC may be adjusted if subsequent SCRS advice indicates that a TAC preater than 10,300 MT or less
than 9,700 MT will allow tha B,sy targat to be achieved within the 10-vear rebnilding penud with a graater than 50%
probability,

3 At such time as the SCRS determines the stock size has achieved, with greater than 30% probability, the level that
would preduce MSY, TAC levels up to the level of MSY will b considered,

4 The allocation of the annnal TAC, inclusive of dead discards, will be as indicated below;

a  Anamount equal to 500 MT, ar 5% of the TAC, whichever is greater, will be deducted fram the TAC to allow
for dead discards. The TAC, minus the allowance for dead discards, is the amount of catch that can be retained,

b The United Kingdom (in respect of Bermuda) receives a quota (for catch that can be retained) of 24 MT;
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¢ The remainder of the TAC, after subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quota for the United
Kingdom (in respect of Bermuda), will be allecated aceording to the 1996 recommendation on establishment of
percentage shares of North Atlantic Swordfish adepted by the Commission in 1995:

Country "Porcentage Caich that can be retained
Share {Share of 9,476 MT)
EC* 49,85 % 4,724 MT
U5, 20% 2,748 MT
Cunada 10% S48 MT
Tapan 6.25 % 592 MT
Others 4.9 % 464 MT
TOTAL 100 % 9476 MT

* Includes ail EC countries, including those who were "Others™ in the previous management recommendations.
Percentage shares for EC and "Others” have been adiusted accordingly.

188

d  TheOtherFarties (Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parlies, Entities, and Fishing Entities) shall cach reduce
their landings from their allowed levels under the 1997 Supplemental Recommendation by JCCAT Regarding
Catches of North Atlantic Swordfish for 1998 and 1929 by an amount proportional to the redoction necessary
to achieve the reduction in tatal catches that can be retained under “Others”. The caps for these years were based
on a 5% reduction in each country’s 1996 landings, unless landings were less than 100 MT, in which case the
landings were capped at 1996 levels.

The distribution of the allowance of dead discards will be 80% for the United States and 20% for Canada, If a
Contracting Party’s fishing activity results in an amount of dead discards in eéxcess of the Contracting Party’s
allowance, it must dednct the armount in excess of the allowance from its allocation of catch that can be retained in
the following year. If a Coniracting Party's fishing activity results in fewer dead discards than its allowance, 50% of
the difference between the ameonnt of dead discards and the allowancs shall be added to that Contracting Party’s
allocation of catch that may be retained during the current year or in the following year, and 25% of such difference
shall be added to the total catch that can be rciained in the following year,

In the year 2000 and thereafier, unused quota from the previous year may be added {o the subsequent year's quota
that can be retained.

Provisions of the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in the Biuefin Tuna and North Atiantic
Swordfish Fisheries adopted at the 1996 Commission Mecting, shall be applied 1o the implementation of the country
quotas in paragraph 4c and for over-harvests that occurred in 1998 and/or 1999, for all counhies, except Japan. Each
year is considered a separate management period, as that term is wsed in the Recommendation Regarding Comupliance,
except for Japan, for which the management peried is five years (e.g. 1997-2001).

If Japan’s landings exceed its quota in any vear, the overage shall be deducted in subsequent years such that total
landings for Yapan shall not exceed its total quota for the five-year period comumencing in 1997, When annual
Iandings by Japan are less thar its guota, the underage may be added to the subsequent years™ quota, such that total
landings for Japan do not exceed its total for the same five ycar period. Japan's quota for 1597, 1998 and 1999 was
706.25 MT, 687.5 MT, and 668.75 MT, respectively. At the Commission meeting in the year 2000, the Comumission
shall conduct a comprehensive review of Japan's landings,

All Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities catching swordfish in the North
Allanticshall endeavor to provide annually the best available data to the SCRS, including catch, catch at size, location
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and month of capture in one degree blocks. The data submitied shall be for the broadest range of age classes possible,
consistent with minimum size restrictions, and by sex when possible. The daia should aiso include discards and effort
statistics, even when no analytical stock assessment is scheduled. The SCRS should review these data annually.

10 In the year 2002, and thereafter every thres years, SCRS will conduct a stock assessment and provide advice relative
to paragraphs 2 and 3.

F1 Inotdertoprotact small swordfish, Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities shall
take the necessary measnres to prohibit the izking and landing of swardfish in the eatire Atlantic ccean weighing less
than 23 kg live weight, or in the alternative, 125 cm lower jaw fork leagth (LIFL); however, the Contracting Parties,
Non-Contracting Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities may grant tolerances to boats which have incidentally capiured
small swordfish, with the condition that this incidental caich shall not exceed 15 % of the number of fish per landing
of the total swordfish catch of said boats,

12 Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 11, any Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and
Fighing Entities may choose, as an alternative to the minimum size of 25 kg/i25 cm LIFL, to take the necessary
measures to prohibit the taking by its vessels in the Atlantic Ocean, as well as the landing and sate in its jurisdiction,
of swordfish and swordfish parts less than 119 cm LIFL, or in (ke alternative 15 kg, provided that, if this alternative
is chosen, no tolerance of swordfish smaller than 119 cm LIFL, or in the allemative 15 kg, shall be allowed. A Party
which chooses this alterrative shall require appropriate record keeping of discards.

13 Inocrderto avoid increasing directed fishing mortality of swordfish in hoth the North and South Atlantic, Contracting
Partics, Non-Contracting Parties, Entities, and Fishing Entities will take measures 10 prohibit any transfer of directed
fishing effort between the North and South Atlantic.

14 Notwithstanding the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, with respect to the annual country
quotas cstablished above, the Contracting Parties, Non-Contracting Parties, Entitics, and Fishing Entities whose
vessels have been actively fisking for North Atlantic swordfish shall implement this recommendation as scon as
possible in accordanice with the ragulatory procedures of each Contracting Party, Non-Contracting Party, Entity, and
Fishing Entity.

Appendix 13 to0 ANNEX 9

DRAFT PROPOSAL BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY:
Recommendation on the Hmitation of catches of North Atlantic Swardlivh
(Atiached to Report of Panel 4)

Recalling the Resolition By TCCAT for an Action Plan lo Ensure the Effectiveness of the Conservation Pragram for
AHantic Swordfish [Ref: 95-13] establishing an action plan to ensuze the effectiveness of the conservation programme for
Atlantic swordfish, adopted in 1993;

Recalling the Recommendation Ry ICCAT on North Atlantic Swordfish Catch Quotas for 1997, 1998, and 1999 [Ref:
95-7] fixing the catch quotas for swordfish in the North Atlantic in the yoars 1997, 1998 and 1999, adopted in 1997,

Recalling the Recommendation By ICCAT on the Establishment of Percentage Shares of Total Allowable Catch (TAC)
and Overage and Underage Provisions for Notions Fishing for North Atlantic Swordfish [Ref: 95-111 establishing the
percentage shares of total allowable catch (TAC) and overage and underage provisions for nations fishing for North
Atlantic swordfish, adopted in 1998;

Recalling the Resolution By ICCAT on Recovery Scenarios for Norih and South Atlantic Swordfish [Ref: 98-17]
relative to the development of recovery scenarios for North and South Atlantic swordfish, adopted in 1998;

Considering the recovery scenario to reestablish the stocks of North Atlantic swordfish developed by the Standing

Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) in 1999 pursuant to paragraph 1 and 2 of the Resolution By [CCAT on
Recovery Scenarios for North and South Atlantic Swordfish [Ref; 98-17];
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Recalling that the objective of the Convention is to mainiain stocks of fish levels which permit the maximum
sustainable yield (MSY):

Desiring 1o achieve, with 3 probubility greater that 50%, a stock and catch level, including dead discards, in
accordance with the objective of the Convention, within a 10 to 15 year time period, :

ICCAT RECOMMENDS:

I For 2000, 2001 and 2002 the total allowable catch (inclsive of dead discands) for North Atlantic swordfish will be
10,700 MT. ST

hl

2 The share of the TAC established in paragraph 1 is divided as follows:

Party %a Annual guota (2 IT)
Cannda 10 1070

Emropean Comumunity ¥ 49 85 5334

Iapan 6.25 669

Urited States 29 3103

UK (Ovarseas Territorias) 0.21 23

Others 4.69 501

TAC TOTAL 100 10700

1/ Inclpdes all the Member States of the Eurppean Commumity, with corresponding adjustments to the percentages of the EC
from the Others category.

3 For Contracting Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entties without specific quotas for Norih
Aflantic swordfish:

-- thoss with 1996 catch levels below 100 MT shalt not increass (heir annual catclies beyond the 1956 level as
reported by the SCRS at its 1997 meeting,

-~ those without any reported catch in 1996 shall refrain from developing any directed swordfish fishery in the
North Atlantic during the years 2600, 2001 and 2002,

4 The allacations in paragraph 2 may be revised in 2001 or 2002 in the light of recommendations from the Working
Group on Allocation Criteria.

5 Ifthe landings of a Contracting Party exceed its quota in a given year, the excess shall be deducted from its quota in
the following years so that the total landings of that Contracting Party for each three year period, starting in the period
2000-2002, do not cxceed its total quota for the three year period. Equally, if the landings of a Contracting Party are
below its quota in a given year, the deficit may be added to its quota in the following years, provided that the total
landings of the Contracting Party for reach three year period, starting in the period 2000-2002, do not exceed its total
quota for the three year peried. In the case of Japan, the three year period may be extended to five years.

6 The Contracting Parties shall carry out studies on (he possible time period and area for a elosure in order to protect

juveniles. At the time of the nexi stock assessment for North Aflantic swordfish in 2002, the SCRS may make
recommendations on the terms for a possible time period and area closure.
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ANNEX 10

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE
STANDING COMMITTEE ON FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION
(STACFAD)

First Session - Tuesday, November 16, 1999

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The 1999 meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) was opened on Tuesday,
November 16, 1999, by the Committee Chairman, Mr. J. Jones (Canada).

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Agenda, circulated in advance of the meeting, was adopted without change and is attached as Appendix 1 to
ANNEX 9.

3. Nomination of rapporteur
3.1 The Secretariat was asked to serve as rapporteur for the meeting.
4. Administrative Report - 1999

4.1 The ICCAT Executive Secretary introduced the 1999 Administrative Report (COM/99/6), which includes
information on Commission membership, status of ratification of the Madrid Protocol, dates of the implementation of the
Recommendations and Resolutions adopted in 1998, update on acceptance of the ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme, listing
of ICCAT inter-sessional meetings and meetings at which the Commission was represented, the results of the 1999 tagging
lottery, relations with other countries, organizations and entities, the list of publications issued in 1999, and the current
composition of the Secretariat staff.

4.2 It was noted that in 1999, Trinidad and Tobago and Namibia became Contracting Parties to ICCAT, thereby
bringing the ICCAT membership to 28 Parties.

5. 1999 Financial Report

5.1 The Executive Secretariat reiterated that the 1998 Auditor’s Report had been transmitted to the Contracting Parties
in early 1999.

5.2 The Committee reviewed the 1999 Financial Report (COM/99/7) prepared by the Secretariat, which provides
information on the Commission’s financial status for the second half of the 1998-1999 biennial period (up to October 31,
1999). The Executive Secretary briefly summarized the key points of the Report and the statements attached to it on the
General Balance Sheet (at the close of 1998), the status of Contracting Party contributions, budgetary expenditures
(estimated to the end of the Fiscal Year), budgetary and extra-budgetary income received in 1999, the composition and
balance of the Working Capital Fund (estimated to the end of the Fiscal Year), cash flow, and the status of cash and bank.

6. Status and implications of ICCAT programs

6.1 Dr. J. Powers, SCRS Chairman, summarized the budgetary implications of ICCAT’s three on-going research
programs: Bluefin Year Program (BYP), Program for Enhanced Research for Billfish, and the Bigeye Year Program
(BETYP). He noted that the BYP funds are utilized mostly for coordination purposes. Billfish funds are applied to
coordination activities and towards the enhancement of data collection in selected areas. ICCAT funding needing in 2000
for the two aforementioned programs would amount to the same level as that of 1999. The Bigeye Year Program, on the
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other hand, requires more extensive funding, given the scope of this program, but such funding would come from voluntary
contributions and external sources.

6.2 The SCRS Chairman explained that based on recommendations from both the Sub-Committee on Statistics and the
Ad Hoc Advisory Group on Organization, the SCRS requests the hiring of a biostatistician and set-up costs for a modern,
relational data base, in response to increasing demands by this Commission.

6.3 The hiring of Mr. Guillermo Fisch as Bigeye Program Coordinator was noted. The Committee expressed its
appreciation to the European Community, Japan, the regional governments of the Azores, Madeira and the Canary Islands,
and Chinese Taipei for the voluntary funding provided in support of the BETYP. The EC and Japan also confirmed their
best efforts to provide funding in 2000 at the same level as that of 1999.

7. Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Madrid Protocol

7.1 The Executive Secretary informed the Committee that there had been no changes in the ratification of the Madrid
Protocol since the last meeting. France, Gabon and Ghana reported that the ratification processes were in the final stages.
It was pointed out that ratification of the Madrid Protocol by the newest Commission members (i.e. Panama, Trinidad &
Tobago, Namibia) was automatic when they deposited their respective instruments to become Contracting Parties to ICCAT.
He also informed the Committee that ratification by France and three other Contracting Parties was required for the Protocol
to enter into force.

7.2 The importance of implementing the Madrid Protocol was stressed as a means to lighten the financial burden of
the developing Contracting Parties.

7.3 The Executive Secretary also reminded the delegates that the entry into force of the Protocol would entail some
modifications to the Commission’s Financial Regulations, and that the input parameters for the new scheme to calculate
the contributions would also require a review by the Commission

Second Session - Monday, November 22, 1999
8. Budgetary implications of the Commission’s general activities in 2000

8.1 The STACFAD Chairman noted that there are three major items that had significant budgetary implications in 2000.
One is the request from the SCRS for the hiring of a biostatistician, which had been deferred for consideration in 1998, by
the Commission until 1999. Another important item concerns the administrative structure of the Secretariat, to bring it in
line with the U.N. Common System, as it is applied in FAO. The Chairman recalled the Executive Secretary’s Note
circulated at the 1998 Commission Meeting relative to this matter, and the Advance Estimated Budget distributed in early
March, 1999, which provided additional details and the budgetary implications of updating the Secretariat staff benefits
package (which had not been updated since 1983). The third major item for consideration by the Committee due to its
budgetary implications concerns the SCRS request in 1999 to re-organize the ICCAT data base to a relational data base
system. He also pointed out that this last item would be a one-time expenditure.

8.2 While several delegations noted that the percentage increase in the overall budget was substantial for the year 2000,
after considerable discussion, the general consensus was that the updating of the Secretariat staff benefits was long overdue
and could not be postponed any longer. The need for additional resources and the necessary tools to carry out the ever-
increasing work load of the Secretariat was pointed out. The Committee also supported the hiring of a biostatistician in
2000, and the updating of the data base system in two stages over the 2000 and 2001 period.

8.3 In view of the above decisions adopted by STACFAD, the Secretariat was requested to circulate a revised 2000-
2001 Biennial Budget that includes the staff benefits, the hiring of the biostatistician, and the updating of the data base
system over the two year period.

8.4 The Committee was informed that even though the current ICCAT computer system and software are outdated,
preparations had been made for the “Y2K” problem and the continued operation of the system was insured.

8.5 Again referring to SCRS proposals that had budgetary implications, the SCRS Chairman informed the finance

committee that stock assessments on billfishes, yellowfin, bluefin and albacore were planned for the year 2000. He also
reiterated the need for a biostatistician on the permanent staff of the Secretariat, and the importance of the data base revision

192



STACFAD

for the Commission’s increasing data processing work and provide better access for the users. He noted that updating the
system in two years, instead of one, is a valid option. It was noted that the billfish assessment was tentatively scheduled to
be held possibly in Miami in July, whereas the dates and venues for the other two stock assessments will be decided later.

8.6 It was brought to the Committee’s attention that the updating of the Secretariat staff benefit package would entail
modifications to various articles of the “ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules” (which were last modified in 1996). The
Executive Secretary indicated that this work would be done later by the Secretariat and the amended articles would be
circulated among the Contracting Parties for their review and approval.

9. Budget and contributions for the 2000-2001 biennial period

9.1The Committee was referred to document COM/99/8, the Revised Estimated Budget and Contributions for the 2000-
2001 Biennial Period, which had been circulated in advance of the meeting to the Head Delegates of the Contracting Parties.

9.2 It was pointed out that 1997 is to be used as the base year for the catch and canning data for the calculation of the
2000 Contracting Party contribution since the data for 1998 are not complete (see Table 3). The delegates were asked to
review these catch and canning figures as well as their Panel memberships.

9.3 Based on STACFAD?’s decisions, the Secretariat re-calculated the Commission Budget and Contracting Party
Contributions for the 2000-2001 biennial period for the Committee’s review. Following some discussion, the Committee
adopted the Revised Budget for 2000, which amounts to 245,752,000 Pesetas (Table 1), and the corresponding Contracting
Party contributions (Table 2). The Commission Budget and Contributions for 2001 (Table 4) were adopted provisionally,
and are subject to review at the next Commission Meeting.

10. Date and place of next meeting of STACFAD
10.1 The next meeting of STACFAD will take place at the same time and place as the next meeting of Commission.

11. Election of STACFAD Chairman

11.1 The Committee recognized the efficient work of Mr. Jim Jones, the current STACFAD Chairman and decided to
re-elect him by acclamation.

11.2 The Chairman thanked the Committee for the confidence place in him. He also expressed his appreciation to the
delegations for having supported the budget proposal, in spite of the sacrifice involved due to the increase in the member
contributions.

12. Other matters
12.1 No other matters were discussed.

13. Adoption of Report

13.1 While STACFAD adopted the 2000-2001 Budget and Contributions prior to the adjournment of the meeting, the
Committee agreed to adopt its Report in its entirety through correspondence.”

14. Adjournment

14.1 The 1999 meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) was adjourned on
Monday, November 22.

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10

1999 STACFAD AGENDA

* The STACFAD Report was adopted later.
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Opening of the meeting
Adoption of Agenda
Nomination of Rapporteur
1999 Administrative Report
1999 Financial Report
-- 1998 Auditor's Report
-- Financial status of the second half of the Biennial Budget - 1999
6  Status and implications of ICCAT programs
-- Bluefin Year Program (BYP)
-- Program of Enhanced Research for Billfish
-- Bigeye Year Program (BETYP)
7  Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid:
1992) and repercussions
-- review of input parameters
-- classification of countries
-- change in Financial Regulations
8  Budgetary implications of the Commission's general activities in 2000:
-- Research and statistics
-- Inter-sessional meetings
-- Publications
-- Next meeting of the Commission
9  Budget and contributions for the 2000-2001 biennial period
10 Date and place of the next meeting of STACFAD
11  Election of STACFAD Chairman
12 Other matters
13 Adoption of Report
14 Adjournment

O wWNPE
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Table 1. COMMISSION BUDGET ADOPTED FOR THE 2000-2001 BIENNIAL PERIOD (Pesetas)

PROVISIONAL
BUDGET BUDGET
ADOPTED ADOPTED
FOR 2000 FOR 2001*
Chapters (COL. 4) (COL. B)
1. Salaries 109,752,000 113,044,560
2. Travel 6,500,000 6,695,000
3. Commission Meeting (Annual & Inter-sessionals) 11,000,000 11,330,000
4, Publications : 5,000,000 5,150,000
5. Office Equipment 1,200,000 1,236,000
6. Operating Expenses 14,500,000 14,935,000
7. Miscellaneons 900,000 927.000
Sub-total Chapters 1 10 7 148,852 000 153,317,560
8. Coordination of Research:
a) Salaries 60,600,000 62,418,000
b) Travel to improve statistics 5,500,000 5,665,000
¢) Statistics/Biology 5,000,000 5,150,000
d) Computer-related items 3,500,000 3,605,000
— Major data base revision 6,050,000 6,050,000
¢) Scientific meetings (including SCRS) 9,700,000 9,991,000
D) Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 2,200,000 2,266,000
2) Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 0 0
h) Billfish Research Program 1,700,000 1,751,000
1) Miscellancons 900,000 927,000
Sub-total Chapter 8 95,150,000 97,823,000
9. Contingencies 1,750,000 1,802,500
TOTAL REVISED BUDGET 245,752,000 252,943,060

* For the Provisional 2001 Budget, a 3% increment across the board was applied, except for the data base revision. The Commission decided

{o implement the data base revision in two stages, over the 2000-2001 biennial period.



Table 2. Contracting Party Contributions to the 2000 Commission Budget uUss$ 1.00= 158,399
Based on 1997 figures

Total Budget (Convertible Pesetas) 245,752,000

Contracting Parties Panels Panel Catch  Canning c+C c+C Fee Panel Panel C+C Total
# Y% MT MT MT % Conv. Pts  Conv. Pts Conv. Pts Conv. Pts Conv. Pts

(A B) © D) (E) & (Q) (H) @) (4] (K)

Angola 2 3.750 4] 96 337 0.046 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 70,801 3,459,499
Brasil 2 3.750 41,710 3,098 44,308 6.056 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 9,410,060 12,798,758
Canada 3 5.000 1,508 0 1,908 0.258 158,399 475,197 3,884,668 400,695 4,918,959
Cap Vert 1 2.500 3,035 287 3,322 0.449 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 697,694 2,956,826
China, People's Rep. 2 3.750 614 0 614 0.083 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 128,945 3,517,643
Cote d'Ivoire 1 2.500 425 1,400 1,325 0.247 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 383,264 2,642,396
Croatia 1 2.500 1,131 0 1,131 0.153 158,399 158,399 1,942 334 237,519 2,496,651
European Community 4 6.250 297,205 86,433 383,638  51.849 158,399 633,596 4,855,835 80,566,974 86,214,804
France - Dep. Terr. 1 2.500 0 0 0 0.000 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 0 2,259,132
Gabon 1 2.500 225 0 225 0.030 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 47,252 2,306,384
Ghana 1 2.500 53,930 44,093 98,023  13.248 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 20,585,569 22,844,701
Guinea Ecuatorial 0 1.250 2,991 G 2,991 0.404 158,399 0 971,167 628,133 1,757,699
Guinee, Rep. de 0 1.250 463 0 463 0.063 158,399 0 971,167 97,234 . 1,226,800
Japan 3 _ 6.250 39,616 0 39,616  5.354 158399 633,596 4,855,835 8,319,669 13,967,499
Korea 2 3.750 1,924 0 1,924 0.260 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 404,055 3,792,753
Libya 2 3750 1,474 1,747 3,221 0.435 158399 316,798 2,913,501 676.533 4,065,231
Maroc 3 5.000 17,208 135 17,343 2.344 158,399 475,197 3,884,668 3,642,165 8,160,429
Namibia 3 5.000 1315 0 1,315 0178 158399 475,197 3,884,668 276,160 4,794,424
Panama 2 3750 13,378 0 13,378 1.808 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 2,809,484 6,198,182
Russia 1 2.500 5,959 0 5,959 0.805 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 1,251,437 3,510,569
S8.Tome & Principe 1 2.500 891 ] 891 0.120 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 187,117 2,446,249
South Africa 2 3,750 6,841 0 0,841 0.925 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 1,436,663 4,825,361
Trinidad & Tobago 2 3.750 3,782 ] 3,782 0.511 158,399 316,798 2,913,501 794,250 4,182,948
Tunisie 1 2.500 4,176 0 4,176 0.564 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 876,993 3,136,125
US.A. 4 6.250 29,475 31,933 61,408 8.299 158,399 ° 633,596 4,855,835 12,896,159 18,543,989
UK- OS Terr, 3 5000 637 0 637  0.086 158399 475,197 3,384,668 133,775 4,652,039
Uruguay 1 2.500 988 it 988 0.134 158,399 158,399 1,942,334 207,488 2,466,620
Venezuela 2 3.750 31,937 7,207 39,144 5.290 158,399 316,798 2,513,501 8,220,632 11,609,330
Total 52 100 563,479 176,430 739,909 100 4,435,172 8,236,748 77,693,360 155,386,720 245,752,000

A: Pane] membership.

B: % annual and panel membership (G+H).

C: Catch (live weight).

D: Canned production (net weight).

E: Total (C+D3).

F: Percentage distribution of E,

G: Pesetas equivalent 1o $1000 annusl membership fee (ot the time of celculation).
H: Pesetus equivalent to $1000 for each panel membership (ut the time of colculation).
I: 173 of {Total Jess G+H) distributed according to col. B %.

I: 213 of (Total Jess G+H) distributed according to col. F %.

K: Total (G+H+I-+T)




Table 3.

Catch and canning figures {(in MT) of the Contracting Parties

p Preliminery datn./ Donnees preliminaires./ Datos preliminares,

pt+ only partial datn {quick estimotes or seleoted gears or specics only)

nr= national report

ar¥ = ooteh ond canning form compleled but only bluefin reported
*+* does not include Martiniques or Guadaloupe
co Carried over from previous budgel base

Tallean 3. Chiffres de prise et de mise en conserve (TM) dea Parties Contractantes
Tabla 3. Cifras de captura y conserva (M) de las Partes Contractantes
1996 1997 1998
Countries Catch Canning Total Catch Canning Taotal Cateh Canning Taial Countries
Pays Prise Conserv Prize Conserv Prisa Conserv Payps
Faises Captura Conserv Caphirn Conserv Capiura Conserv Paises
Angala 396 3% 241 * D6 ** 337 623 pt+ 623 Angola
Brasil 38392 38392 41710 * 3098 ** 44808 44276 p 44276 Brasil
Canada 1667 0 1667| 1908 0 1908| 1919 0 1919 Canada
Cap Vert 2506 * 2506 3035 * 287 ** 3322 1273 p 1273 Cap Vert
China, People's Rep. B68 * 0 BGB| 614 * 0 6147 2313 0 2313 China, People's Rep
Cote d'Tvoire 590 590| 425 or 1400 ** 1825 295 mor Cote d'Ivoire
Croatia 1386 1386} * 1131 0 1131 941 277 1218 Croatia
Eurvpean Community | 263553 20887 2844401 297205 co 86433 co  383638] 197406 19894 217300 European Commun
France - Dep. Terr. 0 0 0 France - Dep. Terr.
Gabon 1035 ¢ 225 0 225 373 0 373 Gabon
Ghana 38546 31515 70061 53930 * 44093 *+ 98023| 66479 p 66479 Ghana
Guinea Fouatorial 216 216] 2991 ** g ** 2991 Guinea Ecuatorial
Guinee, Rep, de 463 ** 0 ** 463 Guinee, Rep. de
Japan 30655 0 50655 39616 f 39616| 37455 p Japan
Korea 2758 2758 1924 g = 1924 290 290 Korea
Libya - 1708 1708] 1474 * 1747 ++ 3221 1383 1383 Libya
Maroc 11232 79 11361} 17208 135 17343 | 13441 225 13666 Maroc
Namibia 1061 ' 1061 1315 * 1315 1441 * 1441 Namibia
Panama 27508 27908( 13378 O *+ 13378) 18820 18820 Panama
Russia 3229 0 3229 59539 0 ** 5959¢ 7870 0 7870 Russia
S.Tome & Prineipe 208 208 891 0 *+ 891in/a S.Teme & Principe
South Africa 5800 0 5800 G841 0 6841; &BB6 0 8886 Seuth Africa
- Trinidad & Tobago 3132 0 3132 3782 0 3782 45 pt 0 45 Trinidad & Tobago
Tunisie 4357 4357 4176 Q 4 41761 4220 nr* 1612 5832 Tunisie
U.S.A. 28745 46073 74827 29475 31933 61408] 26189 32288 58477 U.S.A.
UK- OS Terr. 512 0 512 637 0 637 6%1 p a 691 UK- OS Terr.
Uruguay 1016 : 1016 988 0 988| 1187 0 1187 Uruguay
Venezuela 32559 32559 31937 * 7207 ** 39144| 15847 or 19847 Venezuels
Total 524089 98559 622648| 563479 176430 739909 457663 54296 474209 Total
b enly blucfin tuna reported



Table 4. Contracting Party Contributions to the 2001 Commission Budget Uss 1.00= 158.399

Based on 1997 figures
: Total Budget (Convertible Pegetas) 252,943,060

Contracting Parties Panels Panel Catch  Canning C+C c+C Fee Panel Panel c+C Total
# % MT MT MT Ya Conv. Pts  Conv, Plg Conv. Pts Conv. Pts Conv. Pis
(A) 45)) {©) (2] (E) {F) Q) () [69] Q) 9]
Angola 2 3.750 241 26 337 0.046 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 72,986 3,551,572
Brasil 2 3750 41,710 3,098 44808  6.056 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 9,700,382 13,178,968
Canada 3 5.000 1,908 0 1,908  0.258 158,399 475,197 4,004,519 413,057 5,051,172
Cap Vert 1 2.500 3,035 287 3,322 0.449 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 719,220 3,038,277
China, People's Rep. 2 3750 - 614 0 614 0083 158399 316,798 3,003,389 132,923 3,611,509
Cote d'Ivoire 1. 2500 - 425 . 1,400 1,825 0.247 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 395,089 2,714,146
Croatia 1 2.500 © 1,131 0 1,131 0.153 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 244,847 2,563,904
European Community 4 6.250 297,205 86,433 383,638 51.849 158,399 633,596 5,005,649 83,052,652 88,850,296
France - Dep.Terr. 1 2.500 0 0 0 0.000 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 0 2,319,058
Gabon 1 2.500 225 0 225 0.030 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 48,710 2,367,767
Ghana 1. 2.500 53,930 44,093 98,023 13.248 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 21,220,681 23,539,739
Guinea Ecuatorial 0 1.250 2,991 0 2,991 0.404 158,399 0 1,001,130 647,513 1,807,041
Guinee, Rep. de 0 1.250 463 0 463 0.063 158,399 0 1,001,130 100,233 1,259,762
Japan 4 6.250 39,616 0 39,616 5.354 158,399 633,596 5,005,649 8,576,350 14,373,994
Korea 2 3.750 1,924 0 1,924 0.260 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 416,521 3,895,107
Libya - 2 3.750 1474 1,747 3,221 0.435 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 697,405 4,175,991
Maroc 3 5.000 17,208 135 17,343 2.344 158,399 475,197 4,004,519 3,754,535 8,392,650
Namibia 3 5.000 1,315 0 - 1,315 0.178 158,399 475,197 4,004,519 284,680 4,922 795
Panama 2 3.750 13,378 0 - 13378 1.808 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 2,896,164 6,374,750
Russia 1 2.500 5,959 0 5,959 0.805 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 1,290,046 3,609,104
5. Tome & Principe 1 2.500 891 0 891 0.120 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 192,890 2,511,947
Sonth Africa 2 3750 6,841 0 6,841 0925 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 1,480,988 4,959,574
Trinidad & Tobago 2 3.750 3,782 0 3,782 0.511 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 818,754 4,297 340
Tunisie 1 2.500 4,176 0 4,176 0.564 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 904,050 3,223,107
T.5.A. 4 6.250 29,475 31,933 61,408 8.299 158,399 633,596 5,005,649 13,294,036 19,091,679
UK- OS Terr., 3 5.000 637 0 637 0.086 158,399 475,197 4,004,519 137,902 4,776,017
Uruguay 1 2.500 9B8 0 "~ 988 0.134 158,399 158,399 2,002,260 213,889 2,532,947
Venezuela 2 3.750 31937 7,207 39,144 5.290 158,399 316,798 3,003,389 8,474,258 11,952,844
Total 52 100 563,479 176,430 739,909 - 100 4435172 8236748 80,090,380 160,180,760 252,943,060

A: Panel membership, :

B: % annunl and panel membership (G-+H).

C: Catch (live weight).

1 Canned production {net weight).

E: Total (C+D).

T: Percentage distribution of E.

G: Pesetns equivalent to $1000 annual membership fee (at the time of caleulation).

H: Pesetas eguivalent to $1000 for each pane! membership (at the time of calculntion).
I: 1/3 of (Total less G+11) distributed nccording 10 col, B %,

J: 2/3 of (Total less G+H) distributed according to col. F %4,

K: Total (GHHAI+T) .




NATIONAL REPORT: BRAZIL

NATIONAL REPORTS

NATIONAL REPORT OF BRAZIL'

1. Fisheries information

In 1998, the Brazilian funa longline flect consisted of 67 vessels operating from the following ports: Itajai-SC (6
vegsels), Santos-SP (16), Cabedela-PB (27), and Natal-RN (18). This represents a 13% increase in the number of vessels
from 1997 and i5 a result of a national policy designed to promote the development of Brazilian high seas fisheries, a right
the country has, according to international law, The number of baithoats remained stable and operated out of the same
ports as in the previcuns year; Itajai-SC, Rie de Janeiro-RJ and Rio Grande do Sul-RS,

The Brazilian catch of tnnas and tuna-iike fishes, including billfishes, sharks, and other species of minor imporiance
{e.g wahoo and dolphin fish) was 44,236,5 MT (round weight) in 1998 and did not differ greatly from the catch in 1997
{44,551 MT) (Tables 1 to 5). The majority of the catch was faken by haithoats (58%4), with skipjack tmna accounting for
more than 90%. Catches of this species remained stable, declining by only 47 MT from the previous year, With a total
catch of },238,9 MT, yellowfin tuna was the second dominant species in the baitboat fishery, The total catch of the tuna
longline fishery {11,693,.3 MT) was ahont 25% higher than in 1997, mainly owing to a sharp increase (five-fold) in catches
of albacare. Swardfish remained the predominant target species with a total catch of 3,844 MT, which was approximaiely
5% lower than the pravious year.

2. Research and statistics activities

Catch and effort data from Brazilian tuna fisheries are regularly collected via the use of log sheets which skippers are
required to complete after each set. Submission of log sheets is mandatory for any vessel {including national and leased)
greater than 20 GRT, Because leased and national vessels have exactly the same rights and obligations under Brazilian
law, for the purpases of this report, all refarence to Brazilian boats includes both cateparies of vessels. In addition to log
sheats, supplementary information on landings is provided by the fishing companies.

Prinr ta November, 1998, IBAMA - Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente ¢ dos Recursos Naturais Renoviveis
(Brazilian Institate for the Environment and Natural Renewable Resources) was in charge of managing the Brazilian tuna
fisheries, Their responsibilities included log sheet collection, processing of available data (witl: (he exception of data from
San Paule State, which has always heen collected and processed by the Instituto de Pesea) and submission of summaries
to ICCAT. In November, 1998, a Federal Decree (No. 2840 of November 14, 1998) transferred the respansibility for all
issues relating o highly migratory species {including dala coliection and submission to ICCAT) to Fisheries and
Aquacnliture, Department of the Ministry of Agriculiure, Accordingly, Task I and Task II data from 1998 have already
been prepared and submitted. Three institutions currently assist the Ministry of Agriculture in processing and analysis
relevant data. These inciude the Universidade Federal Rural de Pernambuco {(UFRPE), located in the northeast, the
Instituto de Pesca, lacated in the sontheast, and the Universidade do Vale do Ltajai, located in the south. These institutions
also conduct several other research activitics on tuna species caught by Brazilian boats, Further, since 1996, dog to the
growing interest in swordfish, biclogical and morphometric data have regnlarly been collected,

The UFRPE is currently conducting studies on the reproduction, feeding habits and age and growth of yellowfin tuna.
albacore, swordfish, wahoo, and several shark species, Thess studies are part of the Brazlian Program for the Assessment
of Living Resources in the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ), entitled REVIZEE (Programa de Avaliagan do Posencial

* Original report in English.
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Sustentdvel dos Recursos Vivos na Zona Econdmica Exclusive). REVIZEE is the Jargest national research program an
maring seience and fisheries ever initiated in Brazil and encompasses a broad range of surveys in oceanic areas off the
south, sontheast and northeast coasts, Since 1995, surveys have been conducted by several universitics and institnlions
and involve the collection of oceancgraphic data, such as temperaturs, salinity, nutrient concentrations, primary biamass,
sediments, phyto- and zooplankton densities, eic., as well as fishery-related information from mwultifilament and
monofilament longlines.

A telemetry study of swordfish off northeast Brazil is scheduled for October, 1999, and will represent 2 cooperative
cffort between UFRPE and U.S. scientsts from NMFS (National Marine Fisheries Service). This work will be the first
of its kind in Brazil,

Substantial work has also been done to adapt monofilament longline technolagy to artisanal and smali-scale vessels,
with the aim of mitigating harsh social conditions faced by small coastal fishing villages that currently depend on the
exploitation of coastal species (see SCRS/99/35).

In addition to being responsible for processing all fishing data from the baitboats cperating off sputhern Brazil, the
Universidade do Vale do Itajai (UNTVALT) is also collecting biological information on skipjack tuna (see SCR5/99/68),
aimed at carrying omt stock assessments. Biological information on this species has also been collected by
CEPSUL/IBAMA.

During the past year, the Tnstituto de Pesca de Sao Paulo State collected, processed and analyzed all data from the
longliners operating out of San Paulo. They also conducied several other research activities using on-board ghservers to
tag juvenile swordfish and collect biological samples, size frequency data, etc. Data have also been collected from several
recreational fisheries based off sontheastern Brazil and mainly in Rio de Janeiro-RY and Tlhabela-SP where sport
tournaments are conductad by local yacht clubs. Veluntary minimum weights have been ¢stablished, although these vary
from one club ta another, Tn general, the minimum weights far sailfisk, white marlin and blue marlin are around 35 kg,
50 kg and 150 kg, respectively. As a consequence of these weight restriciions, most captured fish are subsequently
released. During the 1998-1999 season, a total of 894 sailfish, 26 blue maslin, and 12 white marlins were caught and
released with some being tagged. It is anticipated that for the 1999-2000 season, some yacht cinbs will adopt even stricter
rules, increasing the minimum weight of blue marlin to 230 kg and, ir some cases, applying a ban on all biilfish iandings.

3. Implementation of ICCAT conservation and management measures

As already indicated in the 1998 National Report, in order 10 adequately comply with ICCAT recommendations,
several fishery regulations have been implemented by the Brazilian Govermiment over the past year. Thess include:

— A minimum size limit for swordfish (in 1998 the Brazilian catch of fish Jess than 125 cm was only 6.4% of the total
production),

— Prohibition of shark finning (shark fins can only be lended with their respective carcasses) and mandatory
submission of information on the weights of fins landed.

~ A maximnm length for pelagic drifinets.

As mentioned above, the development of Brazilian high seas fisheries and effective occupation of the EEZ is a national
policy having high priority for the Brazilian Governmeut. Jt should be stressed that this palicy is fully supported by ali
relevant agreements and instruments of internatinal law. In order to facilitate the effective exploitation of the EEZ, the
Brazilian Government initiated the REVIZEE Program (sae above) in 1995, More recently, in 1959, the Fisheries
Department of the Ministry of Agriculture, now in charge of the management of Brazitian high seas fisheries, began a
program for the development of national fisheries with the EEZ and in adjacent high seas. Several actions, taken in accord
with this national policy, resulted in a 15% increase in the number of Braziliun tuna lengliners, In spite of this, the
Brazilian swordfish catch was 3% lower than in the previous year. Consequently, the proportion of Brazilian swordfish
catches in excess of the limit established by ICCAT was reduced by almast half (from 104% in 1997 to 64% in 1999).
Althoogh these figures are still above the quota aliocated to Brazil, they represent the result of a tremendous effort by the
Brazilian Government to curb swordfish production in order to comply with the ICCAT recommendation. This effort
reflects the solid determination of the Brazilian Government 1o respect the catch limits established by ICCAT in 1996,
in spite of the nation’s belief that they are unfair to Brazilian intarests and incompatible with inernational law.
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It was also the unfairness of another ICCAT recommendation concersing compliance in the South Atlantic fishery
that forced Brazil to ohiect it. As already outlined in the last report, this recommendation is clearly discriminatary and
unbalanced in nature, since it effectively harms developing couniries which export more than developed nations that are
iraditinnatly importers,

The unfaimness of the allocation of quotas mainly bascd (if not solely) or historical catches is 8 question that has
troubles several ICCAT member conntries and led 1o the approval at the [zst Commission meeting, in Santiago de
Compostela (1998) of a recommendation to create a working group to discuss the issue and propose new criteria.
Accardingly, the working group met in Madrid {from May 30 to June 3) and altheugh a consensus could not be reached
at the meeting, substantial progress was achieved. The Brazilian Government’s position, which was presented at the
beginning of that meeting, is endorsed. As a result of that meeting, three documents were produced, including separate
proposals from the United States, the Eurcpean Community and a proposal supported by several countries (Brazil,
Morocca, Libya, Panama, South Africa, Venezuela, and Uruguay, as member countries; and Belize, Colombia, Faroe
Islands, Guatemala, Iccland, Mexico, Namibia, Norway, and Turkey, as observers). In these documenis, a broad list of
new criteria to be used for quota allocation were considered.

At the next meating of the Commission (to be held in Rio de Janeire), ICCAT will have been in axistence for 30 years.
Some cof the practices and policies are consequently antiquated and in vrgent need of updating. Despite the progress
recently achieved, the Brazilian Government believes that there is still a long way to go before ICCAT policy is adjusted
ta the present times, parHenlarly with respect to the current international legal framework, However, the Braziliun
Government is convinced that the good will and cooperation that have always inspired the Comemission will provide the
endurance and enlightenment it needs to safely carry out this transition,

Table 1. Brazilian longline catches in 1998 (in MT round weight)
Effort (in oumber of heoks} = 10,211,023

Species Catch

Yellowfin tuna (YFT) 1,013.6
Albacore (ALB) 3,012.3
Bipeye tuna (BET) 644.6
Swordfish (BW0O) 3,844.0
Sailfish (SAT) 106.3
White roarlin (WHM) 100.9
Blue marlin {BUM) 340.5
Wahoo (WAH) 45.9
Dolphin fish {DOL) 1148
Sharks 2,304.6
Chhers (OTH) 1658
TOTAL 11,693,3
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Tabie 2, Brazilian baitbeat catches in 1998 (in MT round weight).
Effort (in number of fishing days) = 4,411

Species Catch

Yellowfin tuna (YFT) | 1,228.9
Albacore (ALB) 404.7
Bigeye tuna (BET) . 0.0
Skipjack (SKI) 23,5673
Frigare tuna (FRI) 11%.8
Atlantic black skdpjack (LTA) 13
Dolphin fish (DOL} 192.6
Others (OTH) 10.6
TOTAL CATCH 25,526.2

Table 3. Brazilian porge seine catches in 1998 (in MT round weight),

Specizs _ Caleh

Skipjack (SKI) 219.2
Frigate tima (FRI) 349
Dolphin fish (DOL) 7.6
TOTAL CATCH 261.7
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Table 4, Brazilian catchies from other fisheries in 1998 (in MT round weight)

Species Catch

Yellowfin tuna [YFT) 270.8
Albacore (ALR) 0.0
Bigeye tuna (BET) 01
Swordfish (SWO) 2.8
Billfishes 339.2
Blackfin tuna (BLF} o 54,5
Sldpjack tuma (SK.J) | o Do ey 27
Frigate funa (FRI) | 6.7
Atlantic black skipjack (LTA) : 920.2
Braziltan king mackarel {BRS) | 3 i,515.6
King mackerel (KGM) - 3,594,3
Wahoo (WAH) 0.8
(hhers (OTH) 47.4
ToraL | 6,707.1

Table 5, Brazilian fotal catches in 1998 (in MT round weight).

Spacias - Catoh
Yellowtin tuna (YFT) 2,513.3
Albacore (ALB) 3,417.0
Bigeye tuma {BET) 644.7
Skipjack (SKJ) 23,789.2
Swardfish (SW0) 3,346.8
Billfishes (BIL) 886.9 -
Sharks (SHAR) 2,304.6
Othees (OTH} 6,834.0
TOTAL CATCH 44,236.5
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NATIONAL REPORT OF CANADA, 1998+
by

J. M, Porter®* and C. J. Allen***

1, NATIONAL FISAERTES INFORMATION

1. I Bluefin tuna

Bluefin ocour in Canadian waters from July to December over the Scotian Shelf, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, in the
Bay of Fundy, and off Newfoundland, In adherence with the ICCAT agreement, the Canadian quota for the 1998 calendar
year was 600.7 MT (552.6 MT allocated quota plus 48,1 MT of carry-over from 1997). The Canadian nominal landings
of Atlantic bluefin tuna in 1998 were 596.0 MT (Table 1), leaving 4.7 MT uncaiight which witl be carried over to the
19389 quota, It should be noted that the annual differences between the Canadian quota and the landings in Table 2 reflect
the strict management regime established to ensure that the Canadian quoia is not over-ron (see Appendix A4), tather than
difficulty in catching bluefin In addition, based on data from at-sea Observers on the swordfish longline fleet, the actual
tonnage of dead bivefin discards during 1598 on vessels carrying Obsarvers was 1.3 MT. Document SCRS/59/77 shows
the calculation of a preliminary estimate of the tonnage of dead discards from the entire catch (16.3 MT of bluefin tuna),
however there are concerns abau the validity of the estimate in 1998, due to sampling problems,

The major fishery since 1988 has been the lended line fishery in the Heil Hale hetween Browns and Georges banks
{180 km southwest of Nova Scotia), thaugh in recent years its imporiance has decreased substantially to about 25% of the
Canadian landings (from 70% in the early 1990s; Table 2). Farther, the fishery in the Hell Hole is much more spatially
dispersed than in past years. Fish captured in this fishery weigh about 200 kg {round), on: average. The CPUE has bzen
declining in recent years, and is at a much lower level than at the incepiion of this fishery in 1988 (SCRS/98/42). In 1998,
19% (115 MT) of the Canadian catcli came fom the Gulf of 8t Lawrence. This represents the level of harvest generally
seen during the 1990s. The nominal CPUE levels presently cbserved are much lower than the CPUE observed in the carly
1980s (SCRS/98/42). The Gulf of St. Lawrence fish weigh about 400 kg (round), on average. Additienal catches were also
taken from the St Marparet’s Bay traps (68 MT), from the rod and ree] fishery off northeastern NMova Scotia (82 MT), and
from new fishing areas off Halifax and Liverpool, Nova Scotia (L06 1), The latter fisheries {Hulifax and Livacpool) are
becoming increasingly important {Table 2), In the Bay of Fundy, 36 MT were taken by electric harpoon. In 1958, 21 MT
were taken in the tended line fishery on the Tail of the Grand Banks of Newfoundland; this fishery has shown marked
fluctuations in recent years {Table 2) due primarily io decreased effort in the groundfish fishery and irregular presence
in the offshore fishing grounds. The offchore longline vessel, which directs for tuna other than bluefin in the northwest
Atiantic caught 16.1 MT of its 20 MT by-caich limit in 1998,

In 1998, 419 licensed fishecmen actmally participated in the directed bluefin fishery, one offshore longline license was
duthorized to direct for other tuna with a small bluefin bycatch provision, and four fish-trap license halders in 5t
Margaret's Bay used 24 blucfin tuna trapnet licenses (Table 3).

1.2, Swordfish

Swordfish accur in Canadizn waters from May to November, primarily on the edge of Georges Bank, the Scotian 8helf
and the Grand Banks of Newfoundland, The ICCAT recommendation for the Canadian swordfish quota for 1998 was

* Original report in English.
** Fisheries & Ovenns Conads, Biologicel Stotion, 81, Andrews, New Brunswick EDG 2X0.
¥e= Fieheries & Qeeays Canada, Rezourcen Manopement Hranch, 200 Kent Street, Ottawn, Untario K1A UES.
NOTE: 4ppendix A is cvailable upon request.
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1,100, plus the carry over from the 1997 quota of 40,5 MT, giving Canadaa queta of 1140.5 MT. The Canadian narnzinal
landings of swordfish in 1998 were 1115 MT (Table 1), leaving 25,5 MT uncaught which will be carried over to the 1899
quota. As for bluefin luna, there is a strict management 1egime established to ensure that the Canadian swordfish quota
is not exceeded (see Appendix A), and the carry-over amount is refiective of this, rather than as & resuit of difficulty in
catching swordfish, Landings of undersized swordfish were as close to zcro as possible (0.4%). However, based on data
from at-sea observers on the swordfish longline ffeet, the actual toneage of dead swordfish discaeds {small fish) during
1998 onvessels carrying abservers was 5.5 MT SCRE/99/77 shows the calenlation of 4 preliminary estimate of the tonnage
of dead discards from the entire catch {51.7 MT of swordfish), however there are concerns about the validity of the
estimate in 1998, due to sampling problems,

In 1998, 875 MT were taken by iongline (or 78% of the catch), while the tonnage taken by harpoon was 240 MT
(Tnble 4). This is the highest tonnage taken by harpoon since 1967, due to both increased interest and to favorable
oceanographic conditions. The mean weight (round) of longlined and harpooned swordfish was 61 kg and 126 kg,
respectively (Table 4). The swordfish longline CPUE values for 1997 and 1998 are higher than the historic low in 1996,
and show an upward trend (SCRE/99/76), If the Canadian longline CPUE time series are ip fact indicative of relative
abundance of swordfish in Canadian waters (the assumplion made when catch rates are used to calibrate the VPA), then
the relative abundance of swordlish has increased since the historical low in 1994. This might imply that the drastic cots
in quota taken in 1997 and 1998 in tbe North Atlantic as a result of ICCAT Regulatory Recominendations have had a
positive offect on swordfish abundance.

Only 49 of the 77 licensed swordfish longline fishermen Ianded fish in the 1998 fishery (Table 4). This is in marked
contrast to 1993-96 when all, or nearly all, of the swordfish longline licenses were active (Tihle 4) due o the decline of
groundfish stocks, The rednced effort in the 1998 fishery was a result of a combination of factors including the rednced
quota, increased opportunities for fishing other species (especially crab and shrimp in Newfoundland), and relatively low
prices, Although a tatal of 1,400 fishermen are eligible for harpoon licenses, about 109 actually landed fish in 1998,
Harpooning swardfish is usually an opportunistic activity conducted during other fisheries, though in recent vears several
fisherman fish early in the szason solely by swordfish harpoon, and this was particularly successful in 1998, In additien,
one offshore longline licenss was issued for tunas other than bluefin with a swordfish bycatch prevision.

1.3 Other tunas

The other tunas {albacore, bigeye and yellowlin) are at the northern edpe of their range in Canada, hence catches are
simnall, They are found along the edge of the Gulf Stream and Georpes Bank, the Scotian Shelf and the Grand Banks during
summer months. One Canadian offshore longline vessel has been designated to direct for other tuna species with a bhuefin
tunabycatch, and the 77-vessel swordfish longline fleet has a dual license capability enabling theo to direct for other tunas
during the swordfish fishery with no bluefin tuna bycatch. In addition, bluefin tuna vessels are authorized to catch and
retain an incidental bycatch of other tuna while fishing for bluefin. The fshing activity (calch and nominal CPUE,
SCRS5/98/44) for other tunas in 1996 1o 1997 showed a similar pattern, In 1998, swordfish [ongline vessels directed for
yeliowfin (56.6 MT) and bigeye (119,86 MT) early in the season {Table 1). There were also snall catches of albacore (23.2
MT;, Tahle 1}.

1.4 Sharks

Historically, blue shark, porbeagle and shortfin make have been a bycatch of the Canadian swordfish and groundfish
longline fisheries altitongh small ameunts are also landed from other fisharies. It is believed that the bycalch is larger than
reported because of discarding, though regulatory amendments are addressing (his problem. A directed longline fishery
has been developing in recent years and a Management Plan for these species was implemented in 1995-86. This plan was
furiher developed in 1996 {and approved for 1997-99; Appendix A). The intent of this plan is te provide the basis fora
Scientific Monitoring fishery by enabling a minimum number of Canadian exploratory shark fishing licenses to diract for
shark while providing detailed scientific daia on stock abundance and distribution. This information will be vsed to
determine whether or not a conuuercial shark fishery is sustainable after 1999, and, if so, under what conditions,

In 1998, 44 explomtery shark fishing licenses were anthorized to land porbeagle and/or blue shark, with all other
sharks, including shorifin mako regulated to a bycatch (Table 3). The management plan has pul a freeze on any new
exploratory shark fshing license anthosizations. In fact, there were 11 less exploratory shark fishing licenses in 19938 than
in 1996 as the Atlantic Large Pelagics Advisory Commitlee agreed that licenses not fishing wonld lapse. Total reported
landings in 1998 were 1008 MT of porbeagle, 5 MT of blue sbark and 70 MT of shorifin make (Tabke 1), In addition,
there were 735 recreational shark licenses restricted to hook and release only (Table 3).
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2. RESEARCH AND STATISTICS

The Canadian Alantic statistical systems provide real time ntonitoring of catch and effort for all fishing trips, Tn 1994,
an industry-funded Dockside Monitoring Program (DMP) was established in Atlantic Canada, according 1o Department
of Fisheries and Oceans (DFQ) standards, for the swordfish longline fleet and the majority of bluefin landings. Since 1996,
this system has applied 10 all fleets (inclnding sharks), and included monitoring of all trips even when nofish were caught.
At the completion of each fishing trip, log record data must be submitted by each fisherman to a monitoring company that
inputs the data into a central computer system. Log records contain information on caich, effort, environmental conditions
{c.g., water temperature) and bycatch. Log records from trips with catch must be received from fishermer before they can
proceed with their next fishing trip (log records from zero catch trips can be mailed in ai a later time). Ideally, this ensures
100% caverage of properly completed log records and individual fish weights, Prior to the implementation of the Dackside
Maonitoring Progeam, even though the snbimission af lugi:-nuks was compulsory, less than 50% of trips were represented
by useable log records and information on individual sizes of fish (see Table 4 for swordfish), The effectiveness of this
- system was thoroughly reviewed in 1998, and appropriate changes implemented, as necessary, Problems such as bycatch
and high grading are assessed through Observer Programs and at-sea surveillance on the domestc fleat. License holders
that fail to camply with the domastic regulations and corditions of license are liahle to prosecution that may include fines,
and suspension of license privileges.

2.1 Bluefin tuna reseavch

The 1998 scientific rescarch program at the Biological Station St. Andrews was as follows:

1) Updated and corrected standardized CPUE analyses for the Gulf of St, Lawrence fisheries (1981-57). This included
a correction of historical bluefin catch rates (1981-95), and an inclusion of all fleets sectors and gears in the Gulf, Updated
standardized CPUE for Hell Hole/Bay of Fundy fishery (1988-97) that included an expanded data sel.

2) Initiated a collaborative (Canada/USA/Science/Industry) high-tech satellite (agging project: completed training,
established industry cooperation, and taggad five biuefin with point location pop-up satellitc tags.

3) Conducted a thorough review of the commercial data coliection system to ensure complete submission of log records
in a timely fashion.

4) Dockside Moniioring for all biuefin tuna landed in Canada, and dala entry by Regional Statistics offices. Since
1296, there has been monitoring and daia entry for all trips aven when ne fish were landed, In 1998, bioclogists provided
training lo the monitors, and to fisheries officers,

5) Collected bluefin blood and tissus samples for 8 NMFS (USA) research project on hluefin sexmal maturity and
genetics,

2.2 Swordfish research
The 1998 scientific research program ai the Biological Station St, Andrews was as follows:
I) Updated age-specific CPUE for Canadian swordfish longline (1988-1997), and new sex-specific CFUE,
2) Preparation of Canadian swordfish sex-ratio at size data,

3) Condnucted a thorangh revisw of the commercial data collection system to ensure complete submission of log records
in a limely fashion. ¥

4) Dockside monitoring in place for all longline swordfish landed in Canada and data entry conducted by regional
Statistical offices. In 1998, there was dockside monitering for all swordfish landings including harpoen, and the system
improved the monitoring of late season caiches while vessels were still at sea in order to closely menitor the quota.

3} Provided estimates of dead swerdfish and bluefin discards based on Ohserver coverage of the domestic large pelagic
longline fleet.
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6) Completion of the juvenile swordfish cooperative tagging study with the Nava Scotia Swordfishermen s Assaciation.
Since 1993, 357 swordfish were tapged with seven recaptures to date (SCRS/99/78).

2.3 Other tunas

Biological sampiing of other tunas (albacore, bigeys, yellowfin) has heen conducted on the Cazadian offshore and
Japanese fisheries within tlie 200-mile fisheries zone. Sampling of the domestic flzet consisted of submission of tally sheels
and legs, and 9% Observer coverage. Nominal CPUE for bigeye, vellowfin and albacore has generally shown a moderate
increase from 1994 to 1997 (SCRS/98/44),

2.4 Sharks

A maodest research program on sharks was initiated at the Bedford Institate of Oceanography (Dartmuuth) in 1994,
and the research effort was intensified in 1998 as follows:

1) Aimost all of the active participants in the 1998 exploratory commercial fishery for porbeagles participated in an
arrangement with DFQ Science to tag young porbeagles and collect detailed catch, sex and length composition
information. At the end of 1998, this arrangement was formalized and enhanced in the form of a Joini Project and
Agreement (JPA) when the fishing industry committed funds to DFO Science and supported an on-board scientific
presencs to accelerate porbeagle research. This JTPA rerained in effect thronghont 1999,

2) Detailed catch-effort and size composition information from past years are currenily being analyzed and wiil be
intograted with the data resulting from the JPA to form the basis for a complete slock assessment of porbeagles in the fall
of 1998,

1) To take full advantage of the industry-supported research program on porbeagles, a scientific callaboration with
the Apex Predator Group of the National Marine Fisheries Service was initiated. The collaboration covers all aspects of
porbeagle life history and population dynamics, including age and growth, maturity and reproduction, migration patierns,
diet and temperature preferences. Both DFO and NMFS ate contribuating resources to this collaboration.

43 The only directed fshery for biue sharks is recreational. Therefore, catch-effort, sex and size composition data were
collzcted from all shark derbics in eastern Canada in 1998. Logbook records were also obiained from recreational shark
fishers.

3. MPLEMENTATION OF ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

For blucfin, swordfish, sharks, and the other tunas (bigeye, yellowfin, and albacors) Canada has issued multi-year
magagement plans pricr to the opening of the respective fishing scasons. Details of management measures and their
enforcement are provided in Appendix A, These plans are compiled in consuliation with the fishing indusiry and
incorporatic all relevant ICCAT regulatory recommendations, They are implemented under the Fisheries Aet of Canada.
The neeessary ICCAT regulatory recommendations are cither specified in the Atfantic Fishery Regulaiions {1985) {made
puersuant to the Fisheries Aet) or are handled as written Conditions of License, both of wh:ch are Jegally binding on
fishermen. The ICCAT Reporting Table for the Compliance Cornmitiee is Table 5.

3.1 Bluejin tuna

Canada has implemenied the ICCAT regnlatory recommendations that apply fa bluefin tuna in the Canadian Atlantic
Bluefin Management Plan {4ppendix A). The 1998 quota was set at 600, 7 MT{573 MTef allocation plus 27,7 MTof carry-
over; see 1.1 above), and no person shall have in their possession any bluefin weighing less than 30 kg, In addition,
Canada has limited eniry into the fishery; and restrictions on the amounnt and type of pesr used, vesse] replacement,
management fishing areas, and license transfer requirements.

Since 1995, Canada has had a compnierized system to record the implementation of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna

Statistical Document Program, Prior to the ICCAT program, Canada already had n system of uniquely numbered tags lo
be attached to all bluefin tuna Janded in Canada.
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Canada has implemented a time/area closure for the area west of the 55°-30'W Jine to reduce the bycatch of bluefin
tuna and small swordfish. In previous years there had been discards and mortatities of bluefin funa in this area and the
Depariment of Fisheries and Oceans applied a cautionary approach and involeed a Closure Criteria and a Contingency
Protacel for the Atlantic Swordfish Fishery in this area.

3.2 Swordfish

Canada has implemented the ICCAT regulaiory recommendations that apply 1o swordfish {n the Canadian Atlantic
Swordfish Management Plan (ppendiv.4). The 1998 quata was set to 1140.5 MT (1,100 allocation plus 0.5 MT of carry-
over), and there is a prohibition on the taling and landing of swordfish less than 119 cm LIFL (ro tolerance). In 1998,
increased enforcement surveillance was successfully applied throughout the fishery to reduce landings of fish <119 ¢m
LIFL (o as close to zero as possible (0.4%). In addition to the ICCAT ropulatory recommendations, Canada has limited
entry into the fishery, stricl bycatch provisions, time-arez closurcs to protect small fish and minimize bycatch, and gear
restrictions. In an effort ta pratect large (spawning stock) swordfish, a substantial portien of the Scotian Shelf has besn
closed for the past three years fram early antumn to the end of the season. Since 1495, a relatively large portion of the
southwestern part of tie Scotian Shelf has been closed io swordfish longline gear for a period of up to two months to
protect small swordfish and minimize bycatch of bivefin tuna. During that period, test fisheries were condneted in
adberence to stringent test fishery protocols, including use of industry-funded Observers, to determine whether or not the
area should be opened and if so, under what conditions, A further 12 swordfish longline trips were observed during the
end-pf-season swordfish fishery to ensure no quota overrans {overall 9,4% of trips observed), Based on these gbserved
trips, a preliminary tennage of dead discards of syordfish and binefin tona were estimated (sec 1.1, 1.2, and SCRE/99/77).

1.3 Other funas

In 1998-1999, the first Canadian Atlantic Integrated Fishery Management Plan was issued far bigeye, yellowfin and
albacore. Fishing effort is restricted by Hmiting entry into the directed fishery to vessels having a swordfish longline
license and to one offshore longline license specifically allowed to direct for these other tunas, Thers was 5.4% Observer
coverage (by trip) on the feet fishing for other tunas, although the coverage was not well stratified by time and area (see
SCRS/99/77). No person shall have in their possession any bigeye or yellowfin weighing less than 3.2 kg,

3.4 Sharks

ICCAT has no regulatory recommendations for sharks. However, Canada has a three-year domestic management plan
which includes provisions for a small number of limited entry exploratory longline licenses, regulated total allowable
catch, bycatch restrictions, full deckside monitoring of all landings, restrictions on processing of the landed/caught fish
(including a prohibition on finning), gear restrictions, time-area closures, industry-funded Observers, and requirgmerits
to provide detatled at-sea fishing and biological data (Appendix A).

4. INSPECTION SCHEMES AND ACTIVITTIES

Canada has a Port Inspection SEcheme consistent with the ICCAT Regulatory Recommendation that entered into force
o 13 June 1998. Canada uses 2 comprehensive enforcement protocol that involves a combiration of the Dockside
Monitoring Program (see section 2), and shore and sea-based patrols of Department of Fisheries and Oceans Fisheries
Officers to ensure compliance with domestic regulations (which include ICCAT regulatory recommendations; see section
3). No foreign vessels land tuna in Canadian ports and cfforts ate concentrated on thie Canadian flest. The Japanese vessels
fishing in the Canadian 200-mile fishing zone are required to have 100% Observer coverage while in Canadian waters.
As well, their activities are monitored by aerial swrveillance and at-sea inspections,

In addition to the Dackside Monitoring Program to gnsure complete coverage of the catch and effort of the Canadian
fleet (see 2 above), acrial and vessel swrveillance are used to monitor the feets al-sea. Shore-based patrols moniter routine
landings, watch for illegal landings and canduct airport and border surveillance. Obscever coverage is used periedically
te monitor specific important management questions in the commercial fishery, Test fisheries are established to define
areas and times te minimize the catch/bycatch of restricied species or undersized targeted species (see scotion 3.2).
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Table 1. Canadian landings (MT round vﬁ_eight) of large pelapic fish species, 1991-98

Spacies Landings
198} 1992 1993 1994 1995 1396 1997 1998

Swordfish 1026.5 1546.5 22337 1675.7 1609.2 739.1 10895 1,115.1
Bluefin tuna 4817 443.5 458.6 3%1.6 576.1 598.0 304.5 5064
Albacore tuna 57 1.0 B.7 322 11.5 238 30.8 23.2
Bipgeye tuna 271 67.3 124.1 110.5 148.6 144.0 165.7 118.6
Yellowlin tuua 28.0 255 713 52.3 174.4 154.5 160.1 56.6
Unspecified tuna 20 32 9.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Blue shark 320 101.1 208 133.0 123.0 11.8 10.9 4.5
Shortfin mako 346,0% 119.0 1322 157.2 107.0 67.4 110.1 69.5
Porbeagle 61.4 741.0 919.0 1549.0 1305.0 1015.4 13394 10078
Unspecified sharks 0.0 49.0 22,7 107.1 . 384 127 42,5 37.3
White marlin 0.0 00 240 2.0 0.0 8.3 7.9

*Mackerel sharks

Table 2. Canadian bluefin tuna landings (MT round weight) by fishing arca, 1921-1998

Bhvefin fishing area
{west to east) ., Landings

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Bay of Fundy 0 0 34 43 32 55 i
Hell Hole a2 280 223 165 211 147 101 152
St. Margaret's Bay 0 1 29 4] 72 20 59 68
Halifax 0 0 1] 0 0 60 a4 106
NE Nova Scotia 14 29 43 ig 61 41 69 82
Gulf of St. Lawrence 43 61 1it 6l 175 111 101 115
Newfoundland 105 36 36 5 10 85 30 21
Offshore 13 8 25, 0 4 22 6 16
Year-end adjustment® 5 - ~ 7 - - - -
Total landings
Canadian quota 4817 443.5 458.6 3916 576.1 598.0 504.5 596.0

373.0 373.0 387.5 3i6.8 Gid.0 6135 3320 600.7

* o.p., seizod, Bermuda fishery,
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Table 3. Distribution of tuna, swvordfish and shark fishing licenses by region and species’ in 1998

KRegion Number of licenses
Blnefin Swordfish Other tunas’ Sharks’

Toial Active Tatal Aotive Total Aetive  Explor. Ree.
Gulf 598 348 0 0 a ¢ 19 15
Newfoundland 542 10 S 0 8 0 0 8
Scotia-Fundy 42 42 6% 49 69 49 23 712
St. Margaret’s Bay’ 4 4 - - - - - -
Laurentian _54 _15 0 0 ] _b 2 _b
Total 753 415 77 49 17 49 44 735

i Bluefin tuna, swardfish, other tunas, and sharks (exploratory longline licensgs) are regulated by limited entry,

Recreational shark licenses are resiricted to hook and release only,
? Four fish trap license holders with 6 bluefin trapnet licenses each,
? 3% of these licenses are subject ta a reduced level of fishing activity and restricted to NAFO Divisions 3LNQ.
4 Reslricted ta hunas other them bluefin (albacore, bigeye, yellowfin).

Note: Active fishermen are those that picked ug their licenses, license conditions and tags, and submitted log records.

Table 4. Summary of 1988-98 swordfish vessels landing fish, landings (MT round weight) and average weight of
fisk (ke round) by gear, perceatage of small fish*, and pevcentage of catch sampled for size

1988 1989 189{) 98] 1992 1993 1994 1995 1896 1997 1008
Number of vessels
landing fish
Longline 39 52 50 53 44 75 T4 77 71 60 49
Harpoon + 4+ + 6l 72 72 32 o7 112 105 109
Landings (WT)
Longline B87 1097 819 953 1486 2206 1654 1421 646 1000 875
Harpoon 24 146 o a3 _60 _28 _22 _188 93 &9 240
Total 911 1243 211 1826 1546 1234 1676 1609 739 1089 1115
Average weight
(kg) 50 52 61 61 57 56 63 o8 69 70 61
Longline (1315) (3502) (10280) (BLL1) {5904) (19469) (26279) (20247) (9077) (14438) (13447)
(# sampled)
- 129 138 78 67 129 120 122 161 131 126
Harpoon O (637 (164 (46) (136 (I51) (83 (1131) (561)  (652) (1911
(# sampled)
% small fish landed
(by #y+ 16 16 11 11 16 15 11 ] 3 3 3
<125 cm B 11 5 B 7 9 6 4 <1 2 <i
<119 cm
7 23 ra! 49 23 50 99 G4 a7 160 95
% of catch sampted

* Minimum size under regulation in bold: <23 kg round weight or <123 cm LIFL with 15% tolerance (by number) from
1991- 1995, and <119 cm LIFL with no tolerance since 1896.

+ undelermined number, but <160,
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Tahle 5. ICCAT reporting table — Canada 1998

Panel 1
Species/Region 1998 Catch Limit (MT) 1998 Landings Estimated landings over/under | Estimated londings over 13% talerance of fish below
A1) catch limit (MT) 3.2ke '
Bigeye none 119.6 n/a none
Yeliowfin none 56.6 n/a none
Skipjack n/a 0 n/a n/a
Panel 2
Species/Region 1998 Catch Limit (MT) 1998 Landings Lstimated landings | Catch of | Estimated landings over | Estimated landings over
MT) over/under caich Age 0 15% tolerance of fish 8% tolerance of fish
{imit (M) below 6.4 kg (by below 30 kg or 115 cm
number) (hy weight)
Western BFT 600.7* 596.0 0 0 0 0
Eastern BFT n/a 0 n/a n/a nfa n/a
N. Albacore none 23.2 n/a n/a nfa n/a
* 352.6 allocated quota, plus 48.1 MT carry-over from 1997.
Panel 4
Species/Region 1998 Catch Limit (MT) 1998 Landings Estimared landings Estimated SWO landings < 119 cm; OR
{(MT) aver/under catch limit landings > 15% tolerance of fish < 125 cm (By number)
MT)
N. Atlantic SWO 1140.5** 1115.1 0 < 119 cm: 0.4%***; > 15% tolerance < 125 cm: 0
S. Atlantic SWO n/a 0 n/a nfa
Ail. White Marlin none 7.9 0 n/a
‘Atl, Blue Marlin none 0 n/a n/a

** 1100 MT allocated quota, plus 40.5 MT carry-over from 1997.

*** In 1998, increased enforcement surveillance was successfully applied throughout the fishery to reduce landings of ﬁsh <119 cm LJFL to as close to zero as possible

(0.4%). Canada also has a time-area closure to protect small fish. See section 3.2.

NOTE: In 1998, ICCAT Regulatory Recommendations applied lo landings, not calches, and the table headings have been changed to reflect this. Information on Canadian

dead discards can be found in sections 1.1, 1.2, and SCRS/99/77.
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NATIONAL REPORT OF CAPE VERDE"

1. Introduction

Tunas are cosmopolitan, migratory, pelagic, species and are one of the most imporiant fishery resources in (he world.
Tunas are vary important to Cape Verde, not only because of the number of fishermen involved in tuna fishing aclivities,
but also because these species constitute a source of foreign currency income for the country.

The Cape Verde Islands are located i an area considered as a spawning area for tropical tunas and the most recent

esiimate of their potential catch was 25,000 MT (Hallier, 1996}, cven though Cape Verde's catch is currently well below
this potential (3,000 MT in 1998).

Arlisanal and industrial fishing in Cape Verde waters is carried out by national and forcign fleets (baitboats, purse
seiners and lonpliners). The national antisanal fishery shows a stable trend, whereas the national industrial and semi-
industrial fishery is somewhat irregular, showing a declining trend, and proporiional to the effort cxerted.

Carrently, it can be noted that even thoupgh the semi-industrial fleet increased by 20 vessels (measuring 11 m) and thers
was ar improvement in the access to the resource, the catches did not increase as expected, but instead they decreased
proportionally from 1997 fo 1998, This is a matter of great concern,

2. The fishing fleet
a} Artisanal fishery

Up to now, Cape Verde fishing has been ¢ssentially artisanal. With 5,724 fishermesr and 1,400 boats, of which only
966 arc motorized, fishing effort in 1998 was 148,158 trips.

This fleet is comprised of boats measuring 4-7 m and the fishing pears used traditionally are heok and line, rod and
recl and purse seine {Table 1).

b) Industrial and semi-indusirial fishery

There were an average of 53 indusirial and semi-indusirial boats in operation in 1997, 1998 and 1999, most of which
arc polyvalent and fish tuna dering the fishing season. These vessels have more autonomy and utilize liand lines, rod and
regl, baitboat and purse seines (Table 1),

¢} Foreign vessels licenses fo fish

These are mainly surface longliners which pertain to the European Community and to Japanl. A total of 78 licenses
were issued for fisling in peneral (Table 2).

There is no on-board observer program, and since the landings are not effected at national ports, it is difficalt to
conduct an analysis of the data collected iy the vessels.

* Original report in Spanish,
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3. Statas of tuna research in Cape Verde

The estimate of the fishing potential of turias presents some difficulties since these are migratory cceanic resources
which are seasonally preseat in Cape Verde waters, Thus such an estimation depends on the assessments of the stocks at
the tegional level in the Atlantic. The International Commission for the Conservation of Atiantic tunas (ICCAT), an
international arganization in which all the coastal countyies of the Atlantic that have a common interest in tuna Sshing
are members, promotes the assessment of the stocks and develops recommendations to the governments aimed al
guaranteeing the sustainable exploftation of the resource.

Since Cape Verde is an couniry in which tuna fishing is a very important activity, it contributcs, with its fishery
infermation, to the updating of the stock assessments at the ICCAT level, '

Int accordance with our research program, Cape Verde is continning with the size sampling of tunas and tuna-like fish
and enterinp these data in & data base,

Biological sampling of wahoo and yellowfin are included in Cape Verde's rescarch program, due to their importance
1o studies on these species, but it has been difficult to conduct such sampling,
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Table 1. Cape Verde catches {(in MT) by the pationat fleet

Yellowfin  Bigeye Skigjack At Black  Frigote .
Year funa fung tuna skipfack  tuma Wahoo Others Total
| Industrial fishery
1996 271 0 573 11 24 70 gs5
1997 422 4 517 24 15 86 1,067
1098 213 i 609 33 137 9 1,152
1999 1477+
Artisanal fishery
1996 1,318 13 161 03 7 481 2,043
1997 1,259 6 75 63 7 517 245 2,212
1998 1,145 0 i 79 34 330 1,681
Industrial + Artisanal fisheries
1996 1,589 13 770 74 31 351 2,998
1997 1,721 10 592 86 22 603 245 3,279
1998 1,418 1 683 112 191 429 2,835
+ Provisional data up to Seplember.
Table 2. Reported catches (in Kg) by the forcign fleet
Fessels i99¢ 1997 1598 1998 {Jan-Jun
European Union

Surface longline 342 775 1,002

Baitboat 26

Purse seine 0

Japan
Surface longline 367 72 94
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NATIONAL REPORT OF CHINA"

1. Fisheries information

A present, lorglining is the only fishing method depleyed by China for tuna and tuna-like species in the Atlantic
Ocean, In 1998, the number of tuna longliners with Chinese flag reached 16 vesscls, Of these, seven longliners are
hetween 301 and 1000 GRT and the remainder are between 201 and 500 GRT. Fourteen {14) vesscls target higeye tuna.

in 1998, the total catches of tunas and tuna-like species by the Chinese tuna longline fleet amounted 1o 2312.5 MT
(including sharks), which was 1,695.3 MT more than in 1997. The increase is explained by the addition of 12 longliners
with Chinege flag, Bigeye tuna, yellowfin tuna and swordfigh are the main iarget species, which comprised 57.5%, 26.7%
and 12.0% of the tolal catches, respectively, Table 1 shows the Chinese caiches of tunas and tuna-like fishes, 1993-1998.
Tahle 2 shows the area hreakdown of Task I catches by the Chinese longline fishery in 1968,

2, Research and statlstics

Since China becams a Contracting Party to [CCAT in 1996, many measures have been taken in order to comply with
its relevant obligations and responsibilities. Supported by the Burcaun of Fisherics, the Ministry of Agnculture and the
China Distant Water Fisheries Association, a ron-governmental organization, a “Tuna Fishery Scientific Research and
Working Group" kas been established at Shanphai Fisheries University. The main objectives of the Werking Group are
to conduct tuna research and tuna fisheries management. In March, the Working Group successfully organized a two-diy
training session aimed at improving accuracy in daia coliection and statistics, All the tuna fishing companies considered
this matter carefully and thoughi ihat such a session was warranted. The participants at tiie session ineluded managers
of all the fishing companies involved in the oceanic luna fishery. The content of the training course included discussions
on the follawing: the Law of the Sea concerning highly migratory species, the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries,
oceanic species identification, completion of catch data forms, biological information on tunas, sampling methods, tuna
size sampling, etc. In order to accurately identify species, a set of color photographs of over 30 oceanic species was
preparad and distributed ta cach participant. By the end of the raining session, alk the participants were familiar with the
data requirements to complete the forms required by the various regional and sub-regional tuna organizations and were
able to fulfil the task required. In accordance with the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, China, as a Contracting
Party to ICCAT, will continue ta support the Commission's work and abide by ils management regulations,

* Oripinal repor! in English,
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Table 1. Summary of Chinese catches of tunas and tuna-like fishes (in MT), 1993 to 1998

Jpecies 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Bluefin tuna - B4 118 B0 42 13.5
Yellowfin tuna 123 138 177 110 74 618.0
Bigeye tuna 52 3718 421 460 7R 1,330.0
Swordfish 55 65 79 100 30 277.0
Albacore -~ 14 8 20 - -
Skipjack - - -- -- — 4,0
Sharks — - - - 2 5..0
Spearfish . - - - - 2.0
Whiie marlin - - - - - 3.0
QOthers 4] 68 76 80 9(t n-
TOTAL 281 748 879 850 616 23125
Table 2, Area breakdown of Task I catches {(in MT) by the Chinese longline fishery, 1998 -

Spacies o ) Northwest Northeast Soutinvest Southeast TOTAL
Bloefin tuna - 735 - - 73.5
Yellowfin tuns 505.0 60.0 50,0 30 618.0
Bipeye funa 6200 1200 130.0 460.0 1,330.0
Swordfish 228.0 25.0 0.0 4,0 2770
Skipjack tuna - -- - 4.0 4.0
Sharks 50 - - - 5.0
Spearfish - - - 20 20
White marlin -- - - 3.0 3.0
TOTAL 23125
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NATIONAL REPORT OF COTE D’IVOIRE”

by

Centre de Recherches Océanologiques ™~

1. Introduction

The “Centre de Recherches Océanalogiques” (CRO) i5 a national research center that depends on the Ministry of
Secondary Education and Research. The CRO is in charge of high seas and lagoon marine research in Cote d'Tvoire. It
is, therefore, responsible for Atlaniic tuna research. This report explains the activities of the Center as concerns fishing
statistics of large pelagic species in 1998, Its research work is divided into two main activities: industrial tuna fishing
which the CRO camrted out in coeperation with the TRD {ex-ORSTOM), and artisanal maritime fishing for large pelagics,
which is its abjective. This report provides information on the activities of the Frerch tuna fishing vessels and NET purse
seines {which fish in the Gulf of Guinea) up to 1998, from raw data collected at the fishing port of Abidjan, and an
estimate of the caiches of large pelagics (tunas, billfishes, and sharks) 1aken by the maritime ariisanat fishery by pelagic
drifinets off the Cbte d'Tvoire coasts, Information on the industrial una figet is provided in the section on catches made
in (he national EEZ, as comparad {o the total catches in the central eastern Atlantic, from 1985 to 1997.

2. Monitoring of tuna Iandings at the fishing port of Abidjan

Tuna landings at the port of Abjdjan are made mainly by French and Spanish purse seiners (about 20 per conntry) and
by same vessels with Guinca and Vanuatu flaps, The landings of the French and NEI vessels are monitored daily by
Tvorian technicians, whereas a Spanish tochnician monitors the Spanish vessels. The French and NEI data are processed
and published by French scientists, and the Spanish data are processed by Spanish scientists. This repord contains the raw
data as they were callected at the port of Abidjan (Table 1}, The total landings of the vessels, with the exception of the
Spanish vessels, amounted to 78,929 MT in 1996, 50,334 MT in 1997, and 46,122 MT in i998. There were also reported
catches of “false fish” {i.e. fish rejected by the cannerics becanse they are too small, too salty or are too damaged for
canning), which amounted 10,299 MT, 8,221 MT, and 2,168 MT, respectively,.

Comsumption of these “false fish™ hase been increasing in Céte d Ivoire since 1990, with the introduction of objects
fishing (Figure 1).

Another important observation which should be noted, from data obtained in the last three years, refers to the effect
of the moratoriura, which can be observed in the monthly landings. Figure 2 shows that contrary to that which occurred
in other years represented by 1996, there has been a decline in landings at the end of 1997 and 1958, when the moratoria
were in effect. This proves that these measures has been well monitored and that the recommended reduction in fiching
effort on juveniles has been effective.

Tuna catches in the Céte d Tvoire EEZ during the pexiod of 1985 and 1997 by foreign vessels (Cote d'Ivoire does not
have tuna vessels to fish in its waters) rose lo an annual average of 10,000 MT, with a record catch of 25,000 MT in 1987
(Figure 3).

* (riginal repart in French
«s B.PV-18 Abidjan (Cte d'Ivoirs), Tel: (225)35 5014/ 35 5880; Fax: {225) 35 1155; Email: ngoran@@ora.isd.ci
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3. Aritsanal catches of large pelagic species by Clite d"Ivoire

In addition to the industrial catches, which are all taken by foreign vessels, there is an artisanal fishery that catches
tunas and other large pelagics on Céte d"Ivoire's continental shelf, This is a fishery carricd out by canoes using drifinets,
The number of such vessels and the amount of their caiches, in quantilative and qualitative terms, have an important
economic effect and provide the population with a significant saurce of animal protein, In addition, after several years,
the artisanal canoe fishery is now routinely monitored. In 1997, there were an estimated 100 canocs actively fishing, and
in 1998 there were Y0 such boats in operation, In the Iast two years, and as bezn customary, the months from December
to February constitute the peried of ihe least canoe fishing activity, During this period, the majerity of the fishers, who
are foreign (Ghanian) return to their country. It is also noted that during this period, an average of only 25 canoes are
active. The total catches, by species, estimated for these two years {1997 and 1598) are shown in Table 2. The catches
are comprised of billfishes, sharks, tunas, cailfish and swordfish,

4, Conclusions and perspectives

About 150,000 MT of tunas are Ianded or transshipped annuaily at the fishing port of Abidjan. Thesc catches supply
the three important canneries in Abidjan which sustain un important source of employment and provide impressive
economic activity. The regular moniforing of the statistics of these landings by CRO contributes to the improvement of
ICCAT’s kmowledge on the Atlantic tuna fisheries. The breakdown of the data from surveys carried out on the artisanal
drifinet fishery has shown the importance of this fishery, not only in terms of landings, but also for their species diversity,
The CRO hopes o increase monitoring of the industrial fshery, to improve the statistics ot the artisanal drifmet catches
and to carry out, inasmmuch as possible, biological studies on the ather major large pelagics (sailfish, billfishes, shatks and
swordfish) which comprise the catches of this fishery.

Table 1. Landings of funas (in MT) at the fishing port of Abidjan, by French and NEI vessels,
and landings of “false fish™

Year Total tunas “False fish™
1996 . 78,929 10,859
1997 50,334 9,221
1998 | 46,122 9
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Table 2. Total estimated catches (in MT) of the major grouns of fish ianded
by canoes in 1997 and 1998 at the fishing port of Abidjan

Groups Speciey Commercial name 1997 1998
Sailfish Isticphoruy albicans Sailfish 36.8 4.7
Billfishes Makaira nigricans Bluve marlin 2204 1085.2
Teirgpiurus aibidus While marlin 15.5 9.2
Swordfish Xiphias gladius Swordfish 6.1 13.1
Sharks Carcharhinus faiciformis Silky shark 0.7 0.1
Sphyrna zygaena Smooth hammerhead 476 18.9
Sphyrna lewini Scalloped hammerhead 15.6 5.2
Isurus spp. Mako shark 30,6 7.5
Varicus sharks 14.3 47
Small tunas Thunnus albacares Yellowfin tuna
Katsuwonus pelamis Slapjack tuna 1135 108.1
Euthynnus alletteratus Atlantic black skipjack
Auxis Thazard Frigate tuna
Large tunas Thunnus albacares Yellowfin tuna 21 0.0
TOTAL 533.3 331.7
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Fig, 1. Tatal Iandings of “Falsc fish” at the fishing port of Abidjan, 1931 to 1998.

Fig. 2, Monthly variations in total catches landed at the fshing port of Abidjan, by all fishing types combined,
1996, 1997 and 1998,

220 Fig. 3. Tuna catches in the Céte d*Ivoire EEZ from 1985 tp 1997,



NATIONAL REPORT: EC

NATIONAL REPORT OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY"

1. The fisherics

The various fleets of the European Community fish all the major species that are regulated by ICCAT in the Atlantic
Ocean and the Mediterranean Sea, The total catches of tunas and tuna-like species by these fieets in 1998 was somewhat
more than 218,000 MT, i.c. 3% less than in 1997. The declining {rend in total Cammunity catches, that started in 1991,
contimued in 1958,

The Community caiches of the major tuna species in 1998 are shown in Table 1. The National Reporis of the varions

Member States of the Community present details and technical information on the different fisheries, by species and by
fishing gear, :

2, Research

All the Member States of the Community have aational research institutes ar regional [aborateries which, in some
cases, are supervised by the major universities of the country.

As regards the tropical tuna fisheries, the Member States work in clase collaboration with the research institutes of
third conntries, in which the fleets of these States land all or part of their caiches.

In 1998, scientists of the European Community and its Merber States participated regularly in the scientific meetings
organized by [CCAT. Thie Community financed all or part of the research programs on large migratory fish, implemented
Jjointly with the Member States directly involved. The major research carried out in 1998 within the framewaork of these
European programs was as follaws:

a) Bluefin tuna (ICCAT Bluefin Year Program-BYP)

~ Biology of reproduction

— Time-prea dynamics

— Spawner abundance indices in the Mediterrancan

— Bexual maturity, throngh hormonal and histolopical analysis
~ Tagging

b) Swordfish

- Analysis on the structure of the Atlantic and Mediterranean stocks by nuclear DNA (FAIR Program)
Observers on-board longliners (catches of juveniles, analysis of by-catches and discards)

) Tropical tunas

— Improvement of fishing data by time-area strata and by fishing methad

— Observers on-board purse sciners (analysis of bigeye catches - BETYP Programy)

— Review of the curreni data bases, within the framework of 2 future Furopean laboratory for tuna research (ORDET
Program)

~  Study of fishing power of trapical purse seiners (ESTHER Program)

o) Other tunas

Biological parameters and ihe impact of purse seine directed at clepeids on the catches of small tunas.

¥ Original ruport in Frinche
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In addition to the Community programs, some Member States finance research programs jointly with other Member
States or with third conntrias, as foilows:

o) Bluefin tuna

— Relationship between biclogical parameters and tha recruitment area of juveniles.
— Amalysis of trap abundance indices (ICCAT BYP Program)

The European Corrmunity pointed out that the implemeniation of the bluefin tuna conservation measures adopted by
ICCAT in 1998 has caused a problem of understanding and acceptance on the part of its fishermen, which has resulted
in minar collaboration in certain fisheries sectors with the biological research programs developed by the countries.

b} Alhacare

Atlantic: .

~  Structure of the sizes analyzed by sampling of the landings.

— Relationships betwean biological parameters and yield of the surface fisheries.
— Observation of water temperatures hy tele-detection,

Mediterranean:
— -Analysis of a possible genetic homogeneity of the stock, .

¢) Swardfish

Analysis of the criteria of ICCAT Task I data and sexing of the fish.
Tagping cruises

d) Tropical funas

— Analysis of the associations between schools and tena baitboats

- Stody of environmental factors in the Gulf of Geinea

- Analysis of the causes for the increase in bigeye catches by pursse seiners
~ On-bourd scienlific observers

— Bipgeye tagging cruises

3, Statistics

In 1998, the European Commumity as wekl as its Member States continued close collaboration with the, SCRS.

The Community naw has obligatory regulations in place for its Member States, applicable to all the ficets that calch
large migratory fish in their varions areas of activity. These regulations are aligned to the ICCAT recommendations.

The purpose of the EC regulations, included in the national legistation of its Member States, is to respond 1o the
TCCAT Task I and T requirements. The instuments nsed {logbooks, landing declarations, ¢tc.) and the possibility of
cross-checking of data, should result in improved, faster and more precise manitoring of the catch data.

On the other hand, Mermber States adopt and apply regulations at the national level which, in some cases, compliment
the Community regulaticn, in order to encompass the special characteristics of national fisheries.

The European Community finances programs aimed at improving fshing statistics, such as: sampling schemas,
correction of fishing loghooks, and compilation of landing data on bluefin tuna in the Mediterranean,

The Member States also organize networks for the coliection and processing of catch data from the various fleels
involved in the fisheries.
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4. Implementation of ICCAT conservation and management measures

Afler each ICCAT annual meeting, the Enropean Community incorporaies the conservation measares adopted into
its rcpulations, in order to make them mandatory for the rationals ef its Member States in the time frames stipulated by
ICCAT, :

In addition, the Member Statcs make an effort, on the national level, 1o comply with ICCAT’s requirements, in terms
of reduction of cafches as well as the analysis of biological criteria of the catches.

The pragrassive reduction in the reported catches of the major species of large migratory specics, carried out in 1998
by the Community in general and in particular by its Member States more invalved in fishing, adjusts to the ICCAT
requirements and, occasionally, goes bevond the criteria established.

5. Complementary management and conservation measures

The Earopean Comumunity and its Member States pot into effect a program of structural adaptation, in order to Hmit
fishing capacity and fishing effort of the fieets, based on the state of the 1arget resource. For blueflin tuna, this adaptation
requires that all the Members States involved reduced their capacity by 20% by 2002,

All the Member States involved have incorporated the Community conservation and management measures in their
respective national legislation, which ara also aligned with the ICCAT recommendations.

Further to these abligatory regulations, the pertinent Member States adopt, for some species, more stringent regnlations
that those imposed by the Community or by ICCAT. Such regulations, rdapted ta the national context, are aimed at
rational management and more close monitoring of the fisheries, including the commercialization of the catches,
According to the States and thefisheries, the following insmments are required: annwal fishing plans, permits issuzd prior
1o the start of the activities of the vessels, vessel regisiries, mandatory annual specific license, limit an the number of
licenses, withdrawal of licenses for infraclions, detailed fishing Iops, scientific observers onboard vessels, commnmication
of entries and exits from the ports and the fishing zones, regular declaration of aansshipments and landings, limits on
by-catches, fishing quots per vessel, hall in fishing once the quotz has been reached.

Currently, some Member States are studying the future application of new measures aimed at mo'nﬂoring fishing
activities of large migratory species and the protection of the resources. These measures should considerably reinforce the
monitoring of the movement of the fish, from their caplure to their commercialization.

The European Community has also created specific programs for some species and gears:
- Bifinets used to catch albacore: a 60% decrease, starling in 1598, in the number of vessels aulhorized to nsc this
gear, in relation to the sverape number of vessels that have atilized {hese in the 1995-1997 period; a limit on the

iength of the driftnets to 2.5 km, pervessel; a prohibition of this gear starting from January 1, 2002; and mandatory
Community fishing logbooks.

— Scientific observers an-baard longliners (juvenile catches).

— Monthly reporting of bluefin tuna catches,

— Closure of the purse seine fishery on floating objects in the Gulf of Guinea. This limit, initiated in November, 1997,
by Community boat owners for a four-month period, has been expanded with Community coverage in Novernber,
1998,

The European Community, on the oftier hand, has reinforced its monitoring regime in three priority areas:

improvemeni of monitoring afier Ianding, control of vessels of third parties that fish in Community waters, and
cooperation among the Member States and the European Commission.
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6. Inspection schemes

6.4 Port inspaction

Or-land controls by the Member States are generally conducted at the landing port or a¢ the time of sale when this is
done by auction. Controls can also be carried out during transpori or at the central markets. These controls concern, in
essence, the quantities landed, sizes, ages and weight of the fish, and observance of the closed fishing seasons. In some

cases, there are contrels during the commercialization pmcass in arder to cross-check the data. In cases of infractions,
fines are impased,

Some Member Statcs have created an information network emong the different 1anding ports, in order to better
supervise the movements of the vessels.

During the course of the landings of tropical tunas by Community vessels in Africa, staff employed at the scientific
institutes conduct pariodic controls,

These same controls at port are also carried out on transsh:ppad catches, mcludmg from forzign vessels, of ICCAT
Contracting and non-Coniracting Parties.
6.2 At-sea inspection

In addition to port inspections, the Member States have the maritime and aerial means to monitor fishing activities
and the compliance af the Comumunity vessels with the technical and administrative requirements iposed in cach fishery,
Aenal and maritime cruises are organized regularly or tlmely, particularly during the ﬁshmg seasons. [f warranicd,
judicial sanctions can be imposed.

This device is not an impediment to the extreme difficulty of a practical nature faced by the administrators of some
Member States to effectively monitor a number (often a large number) of landing points in their respective territories,

7. Inspection activities

The aerial and mariime inspections carried out by each Member State on Conarounity vessels or third Party vessels,
as well as the tesults, are shown in the National Reports,

In the same way, the European Commtunity has an Inspection Unit comprised of 25 fishery inspeciors, whose function
is 10 supervise the inspection and moritoring activitics carried out by the national gervices of the Member States.

-In 1999, thers were 17 inspection missions carried out, which represents 40%; of the total inspections carried oul for
the surveillance of the una fisheries, pardculardy those for bluefin tyna and albacore, in the Mediterranean and
northeastern Atlaniic, respectively, A total of 229 inspection days were carried ont, with 163 days at sea in national patrol
vessels in Comuunity and adjacent waters.

The major objeckives of these missions were:

- Verify compliance with Community regulations relative to pelagic drifinet fishing in the Mediterranean and the
poriheastern Atlantic,

- Monitor the measnres taken by the Member States to assure compliance with Community teclinical measures in
effect in the Mediterranean and especially thase that are derived from ICCAT recommendations,

— Assessment of the regulations implemented by the Member States to regulate the access to the fisheries, in
particular, the bluefin tuna and albacore fisherics, and subsequént gvalnation of the fleets involved.

-~ Verify the implemeniation of Community regulations conceraing the reporting of catches and tendings of bluefin
tuna in the Mediterrangan,
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- Evaluate the schemes implemented by sach Member State with respect to the monthly reporting of the catches of
bluefin lupa to the Commission,

~ Evaluate the monitoring schemes implemented by the Member Siates and 1heir entry into force.

— Analysis of commercialization course of bluefin tuna.

8. Other arctivities

Teclinological rials are carried out with the financial support of the European Community with a vicw towards the
reconversion of the pelagic drifinet fleets, The use of this fishing gear will be definitively prohibited in the Commuity
starting on January 1, 2002,

9. EC implementation of a satellite monitoring system
@l Basic provisions

In December, 1996, the Furopean Union reached a political agreement to introduce, in two phases, a scheme to
monitor the activities of the fshing vessels on a satellite-based vessel monitoring system (VMS),

[n the first phase, initiated on June 30, 1998, all vessels Iarger than 24 m between perpendiculars, in the following two
vessel categories, are required to install the VMS system:

— Vessels that operate on the high seas, except in the Medilerranean Sea.
— Vessels that catch fish for their transformation into meat and oil

In the second phase, starting from January 1, 2000, all vessels larger than 24 m in length will be included in the
syslem.

In 1998, the scope of VMS was extended, In fact, starting in 2000, third Party fishing vessels that aperate in the
Community fishing area are also required to be equipped with a VMS position monitoring system,

The Member States ara obliged to establish and operate Fisheries Monitoring Centars, equipped with the apprapriate
staff and resources {o enable the Member States to monitor their flag vessels, as well as applicable vessels flying the flags
af other Member Siates, and third Parties that operate in waters under the sovereignity or jurisdiction of the said Member
State.

A Community financial contribution is foreseen for both the Monitoring Centers estabtished by the competent
sutherities and the satellite tracking equipment (blie boxes) installed on board the fishing vessels.

The European Commission organizes pericdic meetings of the Group of Experts in Fisheries Monitoring with the
pertinent nadonal civil servants of the Member States, to facilitate and harmoenize the simultaneous implementation of
VYMSE in the Buropean Union.

The calendar to introduce VS was part of the compromise that ded to the political agreement on VMS, It is expected
that the Member States comply with the deadline dates established for the implementation and entry into in force of the
regulations relative to VS,

by Current stafus
The Commission regularly orpanizes mectings of the Expert Group on Fisheries Control with the nationa! officials

in charge in the Mcmber States in order to facilitate the harmonized and simultancous implementation of YMS in the
European TInion,

I~
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o) Expectafions for enforcement

The timetable for the introduction of VMS was part of the compromise leading (0 the political agreement an VMS.
Member States are expected to meet the deadlines for the implementation and to enforce VMS regulations,

Firthermore, in July, 1999, Member Siates encouniering significant dealys were recalted, recorunending them to step

up efforts to ensure that the timetable prescribed in Community regulations is ohserved. Infringement procedures are
foreseen apainst Member States whose monitoring centers won't be effective in due time.

Table 1, Estimated EC catches of tuna species in 1998 (in MT). The SCRS 1987 figures are in ().

Species 1998 997
Bluefin tuna 18,200 (28,000)
Albacore | 25,100 - (27,400)
Swordfish 24,100 (23,200)
Yellowfin tna 62,800 | (54,700)
Skipjack funs 58,100 (56,900)
Bipeye tuna 16,200 (23,700)
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NATIONAL REFORT OF EC-GREECE, 1998
by
Directorate General of Fisheries
1. General information

Fishing activities concerning large pelagics in Greece were carried out in 1998 in the Acgian, Ionion and Levaniing
Seds. Landing of fish products is made at a large number of fishing ports, due to the complicated genmﬂrpholnglc profile
of the Greek consts (widely dispersed islands and extenswe caasts, continental and insular),

For the firsi time, in 1998, vessels involved in the bluefin tuna and the fisheries for ma-like species were issned
special permits that were based on provisions of Ministerial Decision No. 249837/98, in accordance with EC Reguld lions
No. 1626/94 (EC}, 1075/96 (EC), and national legislation.

The category, number and characteristics of the fishing fleet that targeted bluefin tuna and tuna-like species (swordfish,
albacore, efc.) are shown int Table 1,

The overall length of the majority of these vessels was between 8-15 m, with hand line and longline as the fishing gear.
There were na special permits for purse sciners during this period. Practically the entire production of blucfin tuna was
exported to Japan, .

2. Statistics

The total catches of bluefin tuna in 1998 amounted 286 MT round weight (246.2 MT dressed weight), which represents
a decrease of 76%, as compared to 1997 (1,217 MT}. The total catch of swordfish for the same period was 1,650 MT.

The decrease in bluefin tuna catches was due to restrictions imposed by Council Repulation 65/8C/98, which
established a TAC of bluefin tuna for each Member State of the European Community for 1998. Due to the low TAC that
was allocated to Grecee, the Greek fishing fleet was seriously affected and severe opposition by fishermen has heen
observed.

The Directorate of Fisheries Extensions of the Ministry of Agriculture is in charge of the collection of fishery statistical
data for bluefin wna and tuna-like species.

The preliminary 1988 catch estimates (Task 1) for tuna-like species were reported to the [CCAT Secretariat (the
compilation of these data is in progress and will be completed soon), The data included in Task [ statistics are presented
in Tahije 2,

3. Implementation of ICCAT conscrvation and management measures
3.1 Catch quotas management system

EC Regulation No. 65/EC/98 established the TAC of bluefin tuna for each Member State of the EC for 1998. Based
on the obligations of this Regulation, Greece issued Ministerial Decision No. 249837/98. In accordance with the
aforementioned Decision, fshing for blusfin tuna, swordfish and albacore can only be conducted by vessels which have
a speeial permit. That permit 15 cancelad after verification that the assigned TAC has been reached. The owners of these
vessels are required to report their landings of bluefin tuna and tuna-like species te the port avthorities, including
informatiosn on tie landing port,

* Origingl repon in English,
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4. Regearch

Since 1998, the University of Athens (Department of Zoology-Marine Biology) has participated in several joint
research projects concerning studics on the biology, fishery and population dynamics of swordfish and bluefin. The
Institute of Marine Biology of Crete coordinates research projects on statistical data, and data on fishing effort and size
composition of the catches for bluefin tuna and swordfish.

The financing of these projects is supported by the European Community and the national budget,

Table i. Category, number, & characteristics of Greek fisking vessels
largeting bluefin and tuna-like species (ywordfish, alhacore, eic.)

Category Number of vessels Capacity (GRT) Power (K}

Smalil-scale fishery 277 3,319 19,807

Table 2. Gireek catches, by species (in MT), 1998

Fishing area Gear Biuefin tuna Swordfish
Eastern Mediterranean Longline 3 1,650
Pursg seine 4
Haxd line 279
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NATIONAL REFORT OF EC-IRELAND, 1998+
by

Michaet Keatinge**”

1. National fisheries information
I.1 Background

The sumuner driftnet fishery for albacore tuna has assumed considerable importance for Ireland since 1994, with up
to 30 vessels taking part in the fishery annually ai its peak. In 1398 and 1999, participation was restricted to 18 vessels.

Recently there has been considerable controversy abont the nse of drifinets arising from the alleged by-calch of
cetaceans, resulting in the total ban of driftnets by the end of the year 2001, according to arendment 54/98 0 EC Council
Regulation No. 894/97. In order to offset the nnfavomble social and economic repercussions of this ban, Ireland initiated
commercial trials in 1998 1o establish new technigues such as pair pelagic trawling and mechanized troiling, [IFREMER
in France carried out technical trials using pair pelagic trawls in 1987 (George, 1987) and consequently this method
became established as a legitimate tuna fishing technique for the French tuna fleet Ireland had previously (Daly,
McCormick and Molloy, 1994} conducted trials with pelagic trawls and made a preliminary assessment of the potential
of this technique for Irish lupa fishermen.

1.2 The 1998 Irisk tuna fishery

During 1998, nine vessels participated in exploratory fshing trials for tuna: 4 pairs employed pelagic trawls, 3 vessels
trolling gear, and a single longline vesssl. These were in additior to the 18 vessels participating in the drifinet fishery.
Catches were taken mainly in an area bounded by latitndes 46°-50°N and longitudes 11°-15°W and in an area bounded
by 46°-47°N and 5°-6°W, The fishery took place between late July and early October. The total catch in 1998 amounted
10 3,744 MT of albacere, In addition, these vessels canght, as by-cateh, 20 MT of bluefin and 26 MT of swordfish. Detsils
af Irish landings of albacore for the period 1990-1998 are shown in Table 1 and Figure 1.

2. Scientific munituring program in 1998

A scientific monitoring prograin was canducted during the 1998 fishery, This included on-board observers an all
vessels talinp part in experimental fishing trials and comprehensive sampling of landings from: the drifinet fishery, The
results of this program have been reported to ICCAT. Results from the sampling program indicate that typical landings
from both the driftnet pnd paired pelagic trawl fisheries are in the size range of 50-90 cm, with a median size of 64 cm
(see Figure 2). These results indicats that both these fisheries predominantly target juvenils albacore in the age range 1
1o 3 years old. While the percentage of anc year-old fish appears to be greater in the caich of the paired pelagic traw] flect,
the total catch from the drifinet fishery was substantially higher and consequently the majoring of albacore 1aken by Irish
fishing vessels in 1998 were 2 years old.

3. Fleet activitics in 1999

During 1999, twenty (20) vesscls participated in exploratory fishing trials for tuna: 8 pairs employed pelagic trawls,
3 vessels trolling gear, and a single long line vessel, These were in addition to the 18 vessels participating in the drifinct

= Driginal report in English.
** BIM, Irish Seufisheres Bowd, Dun Laoghaire, Ireland,
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fshery. Calches were taken mainly in an area bounded by latitudes 46°-50°N and longitudes 11°-15°W and in an area
bounded by 44°-48°N and 2°-3°W. The fishery took place between early August and early Oclober.

An observer program was again in place for the 1999 (una fighing season and al vessels engaged in exploratory fishing
trials were required to carry an observer on every trip. In addition a comprehensive sampling program tarpeting landings
from the drift net fishory was conducted dering 1999,

4, References
George 1.P.. 1987, Essais de péche dn permen au chalut-boeuf pélagique, TFREMER repart No, DIT/87.05, IPCM.

Daly J., McCormick R, and Molloy J,, 1994, A Report on the 1994 Experimental Fishery for Tuna and the Commercial
Gill-net Fishery in the Bay of Biscay, Unpublished report

Table 1, Irish catches (in MT) of albacore 1990-1998

1950 1991 1992 (993 i994 1905 1996 1997 1998

0 1 451 1,946 2,534 318 874 1,915 3,744

4,000 .
3,500
3,000
2,500
2,000 |
1,500
1,000 .

500 |

Albacore Landings (tonnes)

1880 - 1891 ‘ 1892 1293 1994 1995 1poe 1997 1438
Year

Figure 1 Irish Albacore catches in the period 1950 — 1998,
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NATIONAT. REPORT OF EC-ITALY 1998°

L Introduction

European Union membership in ICCAT in November, 1997, and the posterior adoption of Regulation No, 65/98
which defined the catch limits applicable to bluefin funa and similar species, posed serfous fishery management problems
on the fishers and the Italian Administration because of regulations previously in effect, Seme of these measures, such
as lhose relative to minimum sizes, were in effect in Italy since the end of 1969,

The new juridical sitwation, created by the adharence of the European Union to ICCAT, involves 4 series of
comunitments for ltaly, notably concerning the catch quotas fixed for bluefin tuna for the 1998 fishing seascn.

The general regime of fisheries management in Italy is not based on the ¢riteria of catch guatas, but on the concept
of the monitoring of fishing eifort, implemented by the application of traditional measures, such as ragulation of the
fishing seasons and the technical chamcteristics of the vessels {tonnage and engine power), on a limit on the number of
fishing licenses that are granted only for renewal or replacement of fishing units. The fishing license indicate the gear or
gears autherized, but they do not stipulate the target spacies.

The introduction of additional limits on fishing activities requires the concession of compensatory financinl measures
in favor of the fishing companies, in order to guarantes employment stability and to assure that income is maintained,

These two requirements have been taken into accowat, for example, in the “Swordfish Plan” which has an atlocation
of 240 million lirg,

The introduction of quotas on the basis of the EC Regulation 65/98 has caused serious problems for the different Ttalian
fishing secters. The historical right to fish by means of a fishing license hasbeen questioned, which lias angered the sector.
Tt has elso compromised in a short time the collaboralive relations esiablished over the last few decades, not ondy among
the fishermen and the administration (althongh the atter is opposed te the quota system, it is required to apply it), but also
among the fishers and the scientific research sector (since it is perceived as a instrument of control on the catches)

In other words, since collaboration of the participants in the sector has become practically nil, the data transmitied by
the research instifutes, both in terms of catches as well as the sizes caught and other biological parameters, are now of
doubtful reliability, It should be noted that in 1998 the research staff could only carry out random sampling. There is an
added complication due to the exdistence of fixed traps, which are easily monitored, and the numerous sliding seines, that
are nat as easy to monitor (purse seing) and some professienal vessels (in addition to those specialized in swordfish
fishing) that use hooks in the case of bluefin tuna or hand lines or trawls, not counting the important number of non-
professional fishers,

Taking all this into acconnd, it should be noted that with a coastling of more than 8000 km, with more than 800 [anding
poings {excluding the unlimited possibitities of transshipment ai sep), it is difficult 1o exercise efficient control on fishing
activitics without the collaboration of those involved in the sector,

2, Information concerning the national fishery

In Italy, the main species caupght are bleefin tuna, swardfish, albacore, Atlantic bonito and frigate tunas, The gears
used differ depending on: the species, and some of these can be used to catch numerous species.

* Driginul report in Franch,
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a) Blusfin tune

In the case of bluefin tuna, the centuries old fishing by fixed traps is still used. The few remaining active traps are
jocated off Sictly and Sardinia, where the total catches reached 200-300 MT, with minimal annual variaGons, It isnot casy
te reduce the volume of the trap catches since the traps are anchored on the sea bottom, and also becanse of the serious
repercussions it would have on employment and the economic loses that their discontinuance would cause the companies.

Tuna fishing is also carried out wsing purse seines by several vessels thal are exclusively specialized for this type of
fishing or which, in some cases, carry out this activity by alternating with the seasonal fishing of other species.

This fishing activity is carried out in all the Ralian seas, from the Ligurian Sea to the Adriatic Sea and can, according
to the season, result in the catch of spawners or fish from 10 to 40 kg. The caiches are aleatory and vary annually from
a few fish to a few hundred kilos of bluefin, depending on the size of the schivol. The landing of the caiches takes places
in the ports closest to the fishing area, at the end of the uperation of bringing the fish on board, which can vary
considerably from one vessel to another and involves some difficulties of identification of the [anding points and the
gorresponding fishing areas,

Anpther important technique for fishing tuna is the usc of longlines that is carried out by more than 200 vessels, that
generally measure between 8 and 30 meters, Some vessels are capable of quickly reaching the fishing grounds and they
fish every day, Others, on the contrary, move towards the areas whers intensive trawl fishing takes place and they only
fish the weckend afier the closure of the trawl fishery, The caiches are quite variable in time and area and it is difficult
to enforce monitoring at ports, since the landing procedure is very quick and the figh are destined for transformation or
cxport outside the official market.

Fishing by hand lines is also carried out using hooks and this constitutes a tragditional fishing technique in the Strais
of Messina, with a limited cateh of a few fish per day.

The bluefin tuna sport fishery is conducted by about 1000 vessels using non-professional techniques (rod and reel) and
this fishery catches an important number of fish. Begides the fishery directed ai bluefin tuna, this species is also taken as
by-catch in the swordfish fishery and other fishing activities using hiand lines, but when other species are larpeted.

According ta the relevant statistics that the fishers are required to collect and transmit to the administration, the 1998
catches of blucfin tuna have been broken down are given in Table 1.

h} Swordfish, albacore and smatl tunas

Swordfish fishing, which is currently carried out using hooks and, to lesser degree, by drifinet is conducted in all the
Italian seas, except in the northern Adriatic and in other MedHerranean areas. The fishing of Mediterranean swordfish
is not subjected to a quota system, but following the introduction of a quota on bluefin tuna and faking into account the
reduction and future prehibition of driftnet fishing, it is difficult to obtain reliable data on the catches of this species.
Italian catches of swordfish in 1998, in light of the abrve-mentioned reservations, amounied o almost 10,000 MT (9,792
MT}.

Albacore fishing is carried out using drifinets, whose use will be discontinued and during the autumn months albacors
are caught by surface jongline. The 1998 estimated catch was 3,672 MT.

As regards other small innas (Atlantic bonito, frigate tunas), these spacies are abundant in Italian waters, but their
commercial imporiance is negligible. The total estimated catches of these species is between 5,000 and 6,000 MT (5,659

MT),
4, Research and statistics

The statistical data callection system for tunas and tuna-tike species is mandated by European Union Regulations (EC
Repulations Na. 2847/93, No. 686/97, No, 853/94 and No, 65/98), A ministerial decree of January 14, 1999, makes it

mandatory for fishers to report tunta catches to the port authorities and to enter the information in a loghook specifically
prepared for that purpese.
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Through administrative circulars (No. 6221164 of March 3, 1999 No, 6222610 of May 3, 1989; No. 6223035 of May
25, 1999; No. 6223037 of May 25, 1999; and No, 6223038 of May 25, 1999 the Italian Administcation called atiention
of the peripheral services on the need io rigorously respect the deadiines established for the transmission of statistical
teports by the fishers to the Italian General Directorate of Fishing and Aquaculture.

The entry into force of regulations adopted by ICCAT refative to the establishment of export docwnents has besn
entrusted to the port authorities (Pert Captaincy) and/or to the Chambers of Commerce. In spite of the nrgent reminders
from the General Directorate concerning the rapid transmission of the information required, it has not been possible to
comply with this task within the time required due to the other work which has also been requested by other Ministrics
to carry out various institutional tasks (e.g. the monitoring of clandestine immigrations that occur daily and is becoming
an ever more serious problem for the Italian Government, as well as work derived from the recent crisis in the Balkans
whose operative implications are still on going),

A ministerial decree to be pnblished soon establishes the breakdown (by vessel and by fishing type) of the catch quota
allacatcd to Italy for 1899. It has not been possibie to adopt a similar measure for 1998, since prior verification was needed
on the state of the tuna fleet and the fishing vessels involved in the bluefin tuna fishery. It is imporfant to note that the
result of this verification cannot be considered as definitive, since there is still an unresolved conflict between the
Administration and the participants in the sector concerning the real operational character of the vessels that have licenses
Lo fish using purse seing ar with hooks which had previously carried oot bluefin tuna fishing,

The statistical reporting scheme currently in force is not satisfactory to the Halian Administration or to the Community,
but it is the anly system available up to now, following the important decrease in the surveys carried out by the research
institutes, which provide a summary of the catch data by areas.

1n spite of the contimiance of an triennial research project involving 10 research institules throughout Italy, and within
whose framework studies are carried out on size sampling of the landings at some ports as well as biological data, the
tensian creaied has considerably limited the possibilities of a rapid collection of information on the locations and time of
the landings, which thus hinders the preparation of the reports. Thers is only some sporadic information available, which
15 not too representative of the sector, in the case of blwefin tuna and swordfish.

4, Application of the HCCAT conservation and management measures

As indicated on several occasions, the introduction of a quota regime on bluefin tuna fishing has caused considerable
difficulties and has reignited the tense climate that was already perceivable within the fishing sector. In a spinit of
collaberation with the Commission, the Italian Administration has made further efforts to apply the conservation and
management measures adopted by ICCAT.

Thus, on Oclober 31, 1998, a specific study group was created by ggvernment decres and a “Rationpl Plan for Bluefin
Tuna Fishing in Italy” was developed. This has already been approved hy the central Commission of maritime fishing,
but sven though it has been prepared by this administration, it still requires the favorable review by the pertinent financial
bodies (Inter-ministerial Committes for Economic Planning). '

Amnather prablem ihat has been pointed many times, by ICCAT as well as by FAQ, concerns catches of large pelagics
below minimum size. To reduce the catches of small swordfish in the Fall, which are taken as by-catches in the albacore
surface longline fishery, the Italian Administration is now reviewing, in accordance with the interested professianal
categaries, a proposal to prolbit albacore fishing using hooks during the October to December period, and is tnitiating
this in an experimental area in the southern Adriatic Sea, The application of this measure still requires some time, in view
of the problems involved in (he reduction in the nse of driftnets and passible incidences from this and the simultaneous
prohibition of longline in this fishing method. There is, in ffect, a real risk ihat traditional albacere fishing in Italy may
come to an end.

5. Inspection schemes and activities

Monitoring of catches reported by the fishing vessels is carried out directly at the landing ports by the maritime
authorities (Port Captaincy and the maritime police forces), Monitoring is alse carried out on the minimum sizes of the
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calches for the different species. Monitoring activilies are also extended to all levels of commercialization and includes
a delegation of inspectors M sitn,

As concerns vessels flying flags of other nationalities involved in transshipment operations of bluefin tuna at Italian
ports, the above-mentioned authorities conduct verifications in accordance with international laws corrently in force,

The resulis of the aforementioned peripheral activities, coordinated by the General Commander of the Part Autharities,
are nol yet available. This information is being revised in order to prepare a sumimary table that will serve as an instmment

of information and work to put into effect now strategics of prevention and control relative to the management of the
bluefin tuna.

Table 1. Italian catches (in MT) of bluefin tuna (Thunrus thynnus), by gear, in 1998

Fishing goar MT
Hand line 5269
Rod ard reel (RR) 4279
Longtine (LL) 291,720
Hand ling sport fishery (SFOR) 4.500
Pelapic trawl (PSFB) 3,334.441
Trap (TRAP) 418,512
TOTAL | 4,058.721

Note; Reguests for detailed information on the measures taken at the national level concerning the ICCAT
mandgement recommendations should be directed to the Italian Authorities.
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NATIONAL REFORT OF EC-PORTUGAL, 1998°

1. General informution of tuna fishing

The Portugnese flect fishes for tuna and similar species in the eastern Allantic and Mediterranean, the North Atlantic,
and the South Atlantic,

In 1398, Portugal canght 12,579 MT, using pole and line vessels from the Azores (8,020 MT) and Madeira (3,563
MT). The breakdown of the catches of the major species is as follows: bigeye tuna (6,219 MT), skipjack tuna (4,625 MT),
swordfish (1,155 MT), bluefin tuna {320 MT}, albacore (201 MT).

The amount of biuefin tuna caught in 1998 in Poituguese waters decreased, with the inshore fleet registered in ports
in the Azores and Madeira catching 282 MT. There was also 4 sharper decline in catches in the Mediterranean than in
previous years, Bluefin tuna catches by surface longliners in the Mediterranean amounted 1o 54 MT. The decline was due
to reduced activity by longliners in that area in 1998,

1.1 Blyefin rune

Buefin tusa arc found along the coast of continental Portugal and offthe Azores and Madeira Isiands. Portugal catches
of this species in the eastern Atlantic and in the Mediterranean. Blucfin are cavght in the Mediterranean in the months
of March, April and May.

The major component of the catch is taken by the inshore fleet registered in ports in Madeira, mainly in February and
May, but alao in Scptember and October. Bhuefin tuna are novmally present off the Azores between April and June, but
this varics from one year io another, Although bluefin tuna are caught off the entire coast of continental Portugal, catches
off the southern coast using a pound net shiould be noted.

A substantial part of Portugal’s catch of blucfin tuna is intended for export to Japan. There were 137 MT exported
under 93 export docoments,

1.2 Swordfish

Swordfish are present in Portuguese waters all year round and Portuguese catches of this species are made in the North
and South Atlantic,

An ICCAT Recommendation allocated Portugal a catch quota of 825 MT for 1998 in the North Atlantic North of 3N,
However, since the Portuguese fieet had exceeded its quota in 1997 by 55,3 MT, at the 1998 annual meeting of ICCAT,
the European Commission undertook to radnce fhe Partiguese quota by that same amaunt, thereby resulting in a reduced
quata of 769.5 MT,

Catches of swordfish in the North Atlantic North of 5°N amounted to 770 MT, taken by 83 vessels with surface
longline licenses to fish for this species, plus by-catches, mainly fram small vessels also holding licenses te fish with other
gears,

At the national level, the Portuguese quata was fixed by Order No. 397/98 of Tuly 11, 1998. The quota i was broken
down by groups of vessels, depending on the port of registry.

* Original repart in Enplich.
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In the case of the fleet registered in continental ports, a quota per vessel for catches of swordfish Nerth of 5°N was
established. Monitoring of calches and landings was undertaken an sach vessel and, after fishing had ended, checks were
carricd oul on cach vessel when it had exhausted its quota,

Since this measure has proved an effective management 1ool, it also provides the basis for the establishrnent next year
of a breakdown by guotas by vessel in the case of the fleet registered in the ports of continental Partugal.

In the South Atlantic, South of 5°N, catches by surface longliners, mosily registered in ports of continental Portugal,
under conditions permitting fishing activity far distant from the Portugnese coast and supplementing their activity by other
caiches, totaled 384 MT, as compared to Portugal's quota of 385 MT,

1.3 Bigeye tuna

Bigave tuna are present in Partuguese waters off Madeira and the Azores through the year, starting in March. This

species comprises a large part of Portugal’s tuna catches.

1.4 Other tuna

Thea Portuguase fleet also catches yellowdin tuna, skipjack tuna, and atbacors. Yellowfin tuna are normally found off
Madeira during the second half of the year and off the Azores in July, Augnst and September. Calches in 1998 totaled
4,599 MT,

2. Implementation of ICCAT management and conservaticn measures
2.1 Bluefin tuna

Portugal is implementing the ICCAT Recommendations concerning bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic Qcean and
Mediterrancan Sea,
2.2 Swordfish

In accordance with the ICCAT Recommendation establishing TACs and quotas by country for 1997-99, Order No.
397/98 of July 11, 1998, divided the quota allocated to Portugal for 1997 among vesscls registered in the ports of
continental Portugal, Azores ard Madeira. That Order also established a series of rules to ensurc compliance with that

hreakdown,

No new licenses for swordfish were issued. No licenses for swordfish fishing were allacated in 1998 to the fleet
registered in Madeira, so such catches ars only by-catches on ather fishing grounds.

3. Inspection and controt

Cherks on both the ampunt and the minimum size of caiches of swordfish and bluefin tuna are carried out.
Infringements detected with regard to fishing for swordfish result in the immediate initiation of procedures to deal with
an administrative offense. '

Thirty-five (35) such procedures were initiated relative to swordfish fishing, mostly against vessels which, having no
licensc to fish for swordfish, exceeded the by-catch limit of 5% for this specics when fishing in other grounds.

No new licensas werg issued for swordfish fishing in the Atlantic.
The installation of equipment under the MONICAP program for satellite monitoring {VMS) an the snrface longline

flest registered in the ports of continental Portugal is well advanced and it is expected that this program will cover all the
vessels by the end of the year.
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Installation is also proceeding in the case of the fleet registered in the Azores where 30 vessels with an overall length
of more than 24 meters now have “bluc boxes™ insialled and the remainder are heing fitted,

Fresh huna and similar fish must be sold in ots, and quantities unloaded are recorded. There arz also checks on
minimurn sizes and sales arc banned afier the closure of fishing,
4. Surveys and statistics

Sampling programs are carried out by IPMAR (Instituto de Investigagao das Pescas ¢ do Mar - Rescarch Institute for
Fish and the Sea}, the Department of Oceanography and Fisheries of the University of the Azores, and the Fish Research
Laboratary of the Regional Directorate for Fisheries of Madeira.

Catches using pound nets off the southeasiern coast of continental Portugal have been manilered since 1995 to check
an minimnm sizes, with particular attention given to bluefin funa.

Scientists working for the rescarch departments of the Autonomous Regions also compile statistics on catches, broken
down by species (minimum sizes and weight).

It should be noted that Parteguese scientists regularly participate in meetings and working groups organized by ICCAT
and the statistics from sampling surveys are routinely sent to the ICCAT Secretariat.
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NATIONAL REPORT OF EC-SPAIN, 1998-1999"

1. General information

Spanish catches of tuna and tuna-like species in 1998 amounted to 106,813 MT, broken down as follows: 31,756 MT
yellowfin; 7,231 MT bigeye; 35,174 MT skipjack; 13,604 MT albacore; 11,353 MT swordfish; 5,800 MT bluefin tuna; and
1,895 MT of other species.

As in past years, in 1998 considerable effort was made to collect scientific data on these fisheries, aimed at improving
compliance with the ICCAT tasks, which represents an essential element to assure good management of the different
resources. Proof of this is that in 1998 size sampling was conducted on more than 310,000 fish of the various species
(47,916 yellowfin; 50,742 skipjack; 8,825 bigeye: 38,501 albacore; 17,620 bluefin tuna; 136,770 swordfish; and 8,600 other
species).

2. The fisheries
2.1 Tropical tunas and Canary Islands tunas

-- The tropical purse seine fishery

Among the tuna fisheries in the eastern inter-tropical Atlantic, the most important is that carried out by large purse
seiners of various nationalities, of which the Spanish fleet is one of the major fleets. This fishery is directed at yellowfin
and skipjack, with by-catches of other species, such as bigeye and small tunas.

In 1998, both the number of vessels and the vessel carrying capacity declined as compared to 1997.

The catches taken by this fleet amounted to 60,549 MT (61,603 MT in 1997). The breakdown, by species, was as
follows: Yellowfin 27,682 MT (23,517 MT in 1997); skipjack 27,577 MT (31,438 MT in 1997); bigeye 4,475 MT (5,985
MT in 1997); and other species 815 MT (344 MT in 1997).

Of particular note is the 34% decrease in catches from the objects fishery, as well as the decline in bigeye and skipjack
catches, which is probably due to the time-area closure, which has resulted in a reduction in effort of this fishing method

and beneficial effects on the resource, by limiting the catch of juveniles in a very sensitive area and by reducing the overall
volume of the catches.

-- The tropical baitboat fishery
This fishery was carried out by seven baitboats that operated from the port of Dakar (Republic of Senegal). The target
species are yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack. In recent years, these vessels fish the major part of their catches under tuna

“spots” (or “manchas”).

Catches amounted to 4,224 MT for all species combined. The catch breakdown is as follows: yellowfin 251 MT,
skipjack 3,084 MT, and bigeye 890 MT.

* Original report in Spanish.
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— The Canary Islands fishery

This fishery takes place in Canary Islands waters and off the African coast close to the Islands, and is carried out by
vessels using live bait.

Catches by this fishery amounted 10,141 MT, which represents a 24% reduction from 1997 catches. The breakdown
by species is as follows: bluefin 39 MT (360 MT in 1997); yellowfin 3,259 MT (5,884 MT in 1997); and other species 55
MT (39 MT in 1997).

2.2 Temperate tunas
— Bluefin tuna

The total catch of bluefin tuna in 1998 was 5,800 MT. Bluefin catches in the Bay of Biscay in 1998 were 2,149 MT (a
22% decline from the 1997 catch of 2,742 MT). Nominal fishing effort in 1998 was similar to that of the previous year.

In the Fall, part of the baitboat fleet from northern Spain shifted to the Gulf of Cadiz area (ICCAT area 58) where 55
MT of bluefin tuna were caught.

Bluefin are also caught in the eastern Atlantic (South Atlantic area of Spain) by trap (4 operative units), whose catches
amounted to 1,525 MT, a 40% decrease with respect to the previous year. In the Straight of Gibraltar area, bluefin catches
were made by hand line (26 MT), and by baitboat (54 MT) during the August to November period.

The Spanish bluefin fishery in the Mediterranean caught 2,000 MT in 1998, which represents a slight decline of 0.3%
as compared to the previous year, and a 30% decrease compared to the average annual catch of the last five years. In the
Mediterranean, bluefin are caught by purse seine, surface longline, hand line, trap, baitboat and other surface gears. This
is a seasonal fishery that takes place from April to November.

The purse seine fishery remained stable in terms of the number of vessels and fishing effort. Bluefin purse seine catches
amounted to 1,573 MT, a 13% decline with respect to the average annual catch of the last five years.

Hand line catches of bluefin tuna amounted to 76 MT, as compared to 69 MT in the previous year. There were 253 MT
caught by surface longline, part of which were taken as by-catches of other fisheries. Surface gear catches were 55 MT.

There were two traps in operation in the Mediterranean, which only caught 4.5 MT of bluefin tuna.
— Albacore

The total 1998 catch taken by the Spanish surface fleets in the fisheries of the Cantabrian Sea and adjacent waters of
the eastern Atlantic, North of 35°N were 13,404 MT. In the Cantabrian Sea area, the baitboat fishery caught 7,346 MT, a
22% decrease as compared to 1997 catches. In the same area and also in Atlantic waters, the troll fishery caught 5,834 MT,
which also represented a decline (26%) with respect to 1997. Nominal effort in both fisheries was reduced from the 1997
level.

The baitboat and troll fleets carried out their fishing activities during the summer months and in early autumn (June
to October). The major component of the catch is comprised of juvenile fish and sub-adults (55-90 cm) from the North stock
of the Atlantic. The number of vessels that participated in this fishery remained stable since 1994 with slight annual
variations. In 1998, there were 140 baitboats and 507 troll vessels that fished seasonally.

In the autumn months, part of the Cantabrian baitboat fleet shifts to the area southwest of the Iberian Peninsula, in the
Atlantic.

This species is also caught in the area around the Canary Islands. Catches corresponding to 1998 amounted to 313 MT,
a 70% decrease as compared to 1997.

In addition, during this same period, some trollers and baitboats from Cantabrian ports moved to the western
Mediterranean. The 1998 catches by these fleets were 78 MT, which represents a 61% decline from 1997.
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— Swordfish

In 1998, swordfish were caught by the Spanish surface longline fleet in the North and South Atlantic and in the
Mediterranean Sea. The total catch within the area regulated by ICCAT was 11,353 MT, broken down by area as follows:
4,079 MT from the North Atlantic; 5,831 MT from the South Atlantic; and 1,442 MT from the Mediterranean.

The fishing areas where the Spanish fleet operated in 1998 have not changed significantly in relation to 1997.
— North Atlantic

The traditional fleet of surface longliners that fishes the North stock continued their fishing strategy based on the
economic maximization of the activity, without clearly defining the target species. Thus, it has become a bi-specific fishery,
which even varies its target species several times during the same trip. This change in strategy has important implications
in the calculation and interpretation of standardized CPUE indices.

— South Atlantic

A change in fishing strategy similar to that in the North Atlantic was also detected in the fleet that fishes in the South
Atlantic, although this change is more recent and less intense. Although the number of vessels authorized to fish has
remained constant relative to 1997, these vessels have been affected by drastic domestic management measures that limit
their fishing activities throughout the year.

— Mediterranean

Inthe Mediterranean, the number of longliners in operation in 1998 remained constant, with the majority of these fishing
under seasonal permits. The catches amounted to 1,383 MT, which represents a 15% increase over the previous year (1,179
MT), but also signifies a stabilization of catches at the average annual level of the last five years. This increase in catches
has been due to the by-catch of other fisheries. The months from August to November are those with the most activity in
the Spanish swordfish fishery in the Mediterranean. In addition, in the Mediterranean there were 59 MT taken as by-catch
of other species.

— Small tunas

In the Mediterranean, catches of Atlantic bonito (Sarda sarda) by trap and surface gears amounted to 300 M, which
shows a 50% decrease with respect to the previous year and a 30% decrease relative to the average annual catch of the last
five years. Catches of frigate tuna (Auxis spp.) decreased again, from 604 MT to 487 MT.
3. Research and statistics
3.1 Tropical tunas and Canary Islands tunas

Fifteen (15) documents of various types were presented to the 1999 SCRS meeting concerning the various tropical tunas
and Canary Islands fisheries.

— The tropical purse seine fishery

The main sources of data on this fishery are the fishing logbooks that are completed by the vessel captains on a daily
basis and/or when a set is made. The coverage rate attained in 1998 was 94% of the catches. Sampling of the catches was
carried out at the major landing and/or transshipment ports: Abidjan (Cote d’lvoire), Dakar (Republic of Senegal) and La
Puebla del Caramifal (Galicia, Spain).

To monitor the tuna and tuna-like fisheries, Spain has established a Fishery Office in Abidjan (Céte d’Ivoire), led by
a biological expert in tuna fisheries and population dynamics. He, along with the samplers contracted, and in collaboration
with the Canary Islands Laboratory of the Spanish Institute of Oceanography, carries out work that serves as the basis for
completion of the ICCAT tasks and the monitoring of the Spanish fleet and, at the same time, information is collected from
other fleets.

As regards the size composition of the catches, 2,258 samples were taken during 1998 in which 106,206 tuna were
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measured as follows: 43,831 yellowfin, 45,822 skipjack, 8,035 bigeye, and 8,518 fish of other species.

Since 1990, this fishery has undergone a change in the exploitation pattern, which has consisted of the introduction of
artificial floating devices. As a result of this change, research in recent years has centered on the monitoring and analysis
of the development of this new fishing technique.

In 1997, a joint Spanish-French project was initiated, partially financed by the EU, to study the causes for the increase
in bigeye catches by this fleet. Among the different activities to be carried out is the introduction of observers on board the
tuna purse seiners. The program of cruises that started in June, 1997, finalized in June, 1999, in which 62 observer trips
were carried out, with a total of 2,706 days at sea. During these trips there were 1,884 sets made. The catches reported by
the on-board observers, during this period, represented 17% of the total catches of the fleet. During each trip, data were
collected on the daily activity of the vessel (searching time, placing of the objects, surrounding activity, etc.), on the duration
and characteristics of the sets, and sampling was conducted on the commercial catches, as well as on the discards and
accompanying fauna.

In 1999, two new projects financed by the European Union were initiated and these will be carried out by the IRD and
the IEO. One project, entitled “ESTHER”, will study the development of the fishing power of the Spanish-French tropical
purse seine fleet. The other project, “TESS”, will review the current tropical tuna data bases and their integration in the
future European laboratory on tunas (ORDET).

— The tropical baitboat fishery

The fishing logbooks that are completed by the vessel captains are the source of information on this fishery. The
coverage rate is estimated to be close to 100%. A sampler-reporter at the port of Dakar (Senegal) collects information on
size distribution of the different species in the catches. For the last two years the most important catches of this fishery have
been made under objects (“spots”). Sampling is usually carried out on all the species at the port of Dakar, which is the major
landing port.

-- The Canary Islands fishery

There is an information and sampling network in place at the ten major tuna landing points in the Canary Islands. This
network is comprised of 10 reporter-samplers at the following ports: La Restinga (Hierro Island); Playa Santiago and Valle
Gran Rey (La Gomera Island); Santa Cruz de La Palma and Tazacorte (La Palma Island); Playa de San Juan and Santa Cruse
de Tenerife (Tenerife Island); Arguineguin and Mogan (Gran Canary Island); and Arrecife de Lanzarote (Lanzarote Island)
For vessels that unload at the port of Algeciras (Peninsula), there is also a reporter-sampler. There is a 100% coverage rate
for catch data. The number of samples rose to 136, with 11,396 fish measured (14,541 in 1997), by species, as follows:
4,095 yellowfin, 222 albacore, 790 bigeye, 4,920 skipjack, and 9 bluefin tuna.

In 1998, monitoring of the objects fishery (“spots”), by means of periodic sampling at the port of Arrecife de Lanzarote
and implementation of a fishing logbook system, aimed at obtaining precise data on this fishing activity, such as species
composition, catches by time intervals, etc. The data collected are now being processed.

In 1999, and within the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP), three bigeye tagging cruises have been carried out in Canarian-
African waters. During these cruises a total of 1,139 bigeye, 55 yellowfin, 4 skipjack and 1 bluefin tuna were tagged. The
sizes of the bigeye tuna tagged were between 40 and 102 cm. Up to now, there have been 96 tag recoveries.

3.2 Temperate tunas

— Bluefin tuna — Cantabrian Sea

In 1998, sampling of the catches and effort by time-area strata of the purse seine fleet of northern Spain was carried out
by sampler-reporters located at five Atlantic and Cantabrian ports where bluefin are unloaded. In addition, monitoring of
fishing effort is done using fishing logbooks that are completed by some Cantabrian purse seine vessels during the summer
and some Atlantic vessels in the fall.

Stratified biological sampling by commercial category of the landings was carried out on the purse seine fleet in the Bay

of Biscay. A total of 3,908 fish were measured (ages 1 to 5), which represents a 3% coverage rate. The coverage rate of
fishing effort is 90%.

242



NATIONAL REPORT: EC-SPAIN

Sampling of 407 fin ray spines was made to determine the age of the fish caught in the Bay of Biscay fishery, by direct
reading of the rings in sections of the fin rays.

In recent years, tagging cruises have resulted in numerous recoveries that show mixing between the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean fisheries. Document SCRS/99/114 presents updated information on the baitboat fishery in the Bay of Biscay
in 1998.

-- Bluefin tuna — Spanish South Atlantic area and Mediterranean

Data corresponding to ICCAT Tasks | and Il have been collected on bluefin tuna from the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean from the following fisheries: surface longline, trap, purse seine, Japanese longline, hand line, baitboat, troll
and other surface gears, by time-area strata. In 1998, the IEO continued the information and sampling network with
coverage of the ports of Tarragona, San Carlos, Castellon, Alicante, Cartagena, Aguilas, Motril, and Algeciras in the
Mediterranean, and Tarifa, Barbate, Puerto de Santa Maria, and Huelva in the South Atlantic area.

Sampling continued of bluefin tuna caught by the Atlantic traps, hand line, and baitboat in the South Atlantic region.
In 1998, there were 9,263 fish of this species sampled, of which 3,697 fish were sexed. In the Mediterranean, data were
collected on 4,449 bluefin tuna caught by purse seine, longline and surface gears, of which 1,251 fish were sexed. The
observer program on-board longliners continued, and is providing data on bluefin spawning areas, among other information.

The Research Program DG-XIV 97/29, in its second year, is studying the sexual maturity of bluefin tuna by means of
hormonal and histological analyses, which also include monitoring of the bluefin tuna fisheries in Community Member
States relative to the landings at Spanish ports. The FAIR-97/3975 Project on bluefin tagging using pop-up satellite tags
continued its activities during which 32 adult bluefin tuna (150 kg) were tagged in the Barbate, Spain, trap. The DG-XIV-
95/10 Project has concluded. The aim of this Project, in which Spain, Italy and Greece participated, was to study the
recruitment areas of bluefin tuna in the Mediterranean, as well as basic biological parameters (growth, feeding, migrations,
genetics, biometric relationships, and environmental relationships, etc.) and their possible variability in the different areas.

The tuna research project developed by the IEO of Spain and the INRH of Morocco (SCRS/99/93), financed by FAO-
COPEMED (a Project financed by Spain in collaboration with FAO for the eastern and western Mediterranean), in the
Straight of Gibraltar and Alboran Sea area has made it possible to conduct a joint study on the trap fisheries of these
countries (daily data base on catch, effort, environmental factors, etc.). The data collected can then be used to develop an
abundance index on bluefin tuna caught by these gears, in accordance with the recommendations made by ICCAT through
its Bluefin Year Program (BYP) and with a view towards the assessment that the ICCAT SCRS will conduct in 2000.

— Albacore

The ICCAT recommendations concerning statistics, which refer to the processing of ICCAT Tasks Il data, are prepared
from information on the baitboat and troll fisheries that is traditionally collected from the sampling and information network
established at 13 major ports where fish are sold along the Cantabrian coast and the Spanish South Atlantic region.
Estimates of the catches and effort by gear, month and ICCAT statistical area are obtained from surveys conducted at these
ports and which represent a coverage of 80 to 95% of the total landings.

The size distribution of the catches is obtained by means of sampling (stratified by commercial category, of the landings
of the trips made by baitboat and troll vessels at the ports that are monitored. In 1998, sampling was conducted on 8,134
fish from the baitboat fishery (sampling coverage of 0.6%) and 30,501 fish from the troll fishery (sampling coverage of
2.4%). These catches are mainly comprised of albacore ranging in size from 40 to 120 cm.

Relative abundance indices by age (1 to 4 years) were obtained for the Spanish baitboat and troll fleets in the
northeastern Atlantic (SCRS/99/115).

Research continued on the effects of environmental changes on the catches of the surface fisheries (baitboat and troll)
in the Cantabrian Sea, from data collected by the vessel captains from the Cantabrian fleets and from daily surface
temperature graphs obtained by infrared teledetection (Botin Foundation Project).

— Swordfish
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A total of 10 documents on swordfish and related species in the Atlantic and Mediterranean were presented at the stock
assessment sessions and the species groups which met in 1999. Documents on the description of the fisheries (SCRS/99/75),
on standardized CPUE indices in biomass, by age and by age and sex for the North and South Atlantic (SCRS/99/32 and
56); on methodological aspects for the calculation of catch by size and sex (SCRS/99/94), on the possible relationship of
recruitment levels with environmental factors (SCRS/99/157), on tag-recapture (SCRS/99/113) and on the feeding of
swordfish (SCRS/99/128) were presented. In addition, Spanish scientists participated in the preparation of documents jointly
with other countries (SCRS/99/88 and 129).

Documents were also submitted on preliminary scientific estimates of the levels of species considered as by-catches,
associated with surface longline fishing activities, during the 1988-1998 period, on tunas (SCRS/99/110) and on billfishes
(SCRS/99/112). Preliminary scientific estimates of by-catch species other than tunas and tuna-like species caught in 1997
and 1998 were also presented (SCRS/99/82).

In 1998, the collection of data to meet ICCAT requirements was intensified, by means of sampler-reporters at ports, IEO
voluntary fishing logbooks, and by observers on board long distance longliners.

The combination of these sources of information has resulted in the collection of ICCAT Task Il data by 5x5 degrees
by month and fleet type, as well as the updating of standardized CPUEs for the North Atlantic in biomass units, by age and
age-sex, and for the South Atlantic, and the relationship of some of these recruitment indices with environmental factors.

There were 136,427 swordfish sampled in 1998, which represents an overall size sampling coverage of 34% of the total
fish caught. This sampling coverage was about 50% for the Atlantic fisheries and 14% for the Mediterranean fisheries.
Biological sampling of swordfish continued to obtain size-sex variables by time-area strata. In 1998, some 7,000 swordfish
were sexed.

Sampling of swordfish and associated species continued in 1998, as did the encouraging of voluntary sampling of the
commercial fleet in the Atlantic. In addition, scientific observers continued random sampling of swordfish and other species
such as pelagic sharks and billfishes.

Contacts with the fleet continued and intensified, aimed at a qualitative and quantitative improvement in the recovery
of tagged fish. In 1997, about 200 recoveries were made in the Atlantic by longliners. All the tags and their corresponding
information were transmitted to the respective tagging laboratories, mainly in the United States, Ireland, and Spain. In recent
years, a progressive improvement has been detected in the amount and quality of the tagging information provided by the
fleet. Besides, widespread circulation of information has continued to keep the longline fleet well informed on tagging and
recovery techniques as well as the use and possible recovery of electronic tags.

The FAIR Project, financed by the European Union, was initiated in 1998, with the participation of scientists from
Greece, Italy and Spain, and aimed at supplementing information on the stock structure of swordfish in the Atlantic and
Mediterranean using nuclear DNA. This year, a tagging cruise directed at swordfish was carried out, in which other species
were also tagged.

As regards Mediterranean swordfish, ICCAT task data corresponding to the surface longline fishery were collected.
Observer activities on board longliners in the Mediterranean continued, within the framework of the DG-XI1V-97/74 Project,
one of whose objectives is to establish measures to avoid the catches of juveniles, as well as to estimate the catch levels of
associated species, by-catches, and discards.

— Small tunas

Research continued for the DG XIV 96/93 European Union Project, whose objectives are related to the study of
biological parameters (spawning, growth and stock structure) of these species. In addition, the project also studies the impact
of purse seine gear directed at clupeids on small tuna species. The project finalized in 1999.

4. Other research activities

4.1 Tropical tunas

The catches of the purse seine fleet that operates in the Atlantic Ocean are monitored by the reporter-samplers located
at the different ports and data are submitted to ICCAT under the NEI category. This fleet includes the vessels from various
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countries that normally do not provide official statistics to ICCAT. In 1998, eight such vessels were monitored. Likewise,
periodic size sampling is conducted to determine the species composition and size distribution of each one of the species
caught.

5. Application of the ICCAT conservation and management measures on tunas
4.1 Swordfish

The Spanish Administration has continued, through its legislative efforts, to manage and monitor the fishing activities
of its fleets that catch swordfish in the Atlantic. Currently, two closed vessel registries have been created that grant
authorization to fish swordfish, through the adoption of Annual Fishing Plans. The vessels on both registries that are
authorized to fish within the framework of the respective Fishing Plans are required to submit monthly catch reports,
including the entry and exit from the ports and the fishing grounds, and are also required to submit a landing declaration,
when catches are landed. These measures allow the Spanish Administration to monitor and control the fisheries and to
adopt, when necessary, supplemental management measures.

In 1998, a closed registry was developed for the fleet that operates South of 5°N, and which was finalized this year. In
December, 1998, the Fishing Plan for 1999 was approved through a Resolution from the Director General of Fishery
Resources, and which included a breakdown of the quotas by vessel.

Along these same lines, another closed registry is being developed on the fleets that fishes North of 5°N. On December
10, 1999, the Spanish Administration prohibited swordfish fishing North of the 5°N in the Atlantic, since the quota allocated
to the Spanish fleet was almost reached.

However, it should be pointed out again that Community markets are under pressure from swordfish imports from third
countries, and this is closely linked to the management of swordfish. In Spain in 1998, such imports increased by more than
60%, and reached 7,107 MT. Of particular concern is that the major exporting countries include Panama, Belize and
Honduras and others which, up to now, are not complying with the ICCAT conservation and management measures.
Information is available on the landings monitored at the port of Vigo.

In order to comply with the quota and the ICCAT recommendations on swordfish, the following measures have been
taken:

— South Atlantic

A closed registry was prepared on the fleet that operates South of 5°N. In December, 1998, through a Resolution from
the Director General of Fishery Resources, the 1999 Fishing Plan was adopted, which includes the breakdown of the catch
quotas by vessel.

— North Atlantic

A Circular from the Director General of Fishery Resources prohibited swordfish by-catches in other fisheries exceeding
10% of the total weight of the species landed, starting on August 1, 1998. On December 10, swordfish fishing North of 5°N
was prohibited in the North Atlantic, since the quota allocated to the Spanish fleet is almost reached.

Similar to the action taken for the South, the Spanish Administration and the sector have worked on the preparation of
a Resolution for 1999, including the vessel quotas, with the allocation of the vessel quotas for the area North of 5°N.
Quota allocated by ICCAT for swordfish in 1998

— North Atlantic

The quota allocated by ICCAT for 1998 amounted to 4,537.5 MT. However, after application on the domestic level of
a reduction of 472 MT due to over-fishing by this amount in 1997, the 1998 quota was reduced to 4,065.5 MT.

— South Atlantic

The quota corresponding to 1998 amounted to 5,848 MT, of which 5,831 MT were caught.
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The final result of the swordfish fishery shows that catches for the North exceeded the quota by 13.5 MT, whereas the
catches for the South were 17 MT below the quota (which consequently will be added to the 1999 quota).
4.2 Bluefin tuna

In the Mediterranean, a slight reduction in catches was noted, as compared to 1997, within the context of the continuous
decline in catches during the last five years, and which corresponds to an average annual reduction of 30%.

In the Atlantic Ocean, a decrease of 22% in catches in the Bay of Biscay has been reported, as compared to 1997.

Supplemental measures have been taken in a continuing effort to manage and monitor the fisheries:

A Ministerial Order of April 13, 1998, was enacted concerning the reporting of catches in the Mediterranean Sea during
the 1998 fishing season, which includes, among other provisions, a scheme to report landings or transshipments, which is
an essential element in monitoring the fisheries. It is expected that the provisions of this Ministerial decree will be extended
to the 1999 fishing season and pertinent legislation will be enacted to regulate recreational maritime fishing.

— 1998 Bluefin quotas

In relation to the 5,842 MT quota established for Spain within Council Regulation 65/98 of December 19, 1997, catches
amounted to 5,800 MT, for which the quota for 1999 will be increased by 42 MT.

4.3 Northern albacore

In compliance with the recommendation limiting fishing capacity directed at northern albacore, a list was developed

of the Spanish vessels that were present in the fishery for this species during the 1993-1995 period (i.e. an average of 751

vessels). None of these vessels used driftnets as their fishing gear. The gears utilized by all the vessels were hook gears.

In order to monitor the limit on fishing capacity in 1999, a list of vessels that could be targeting albacore was prepared.
The total number of vessels was 738, which is less than the average of the three-year period (1993-1995).

On the other hand, it should be noted that through a Ministerial Order of February 17, 1998, tuna fishing in the Atlantic
Ocean is regulated, and it is mandatory that the owners of the authorized vessels submit monthly reports on the fishing days,
by area of effort, as well as catch reports by species and by fishing areas.

4.4 Southern albacore

As regards the recommendation limiting the catch of southern albacore, Spain caught 19.9 MT, which is 110% less than
the average catches of this species during the 1992 to 1996 period.
4.5 Tropical tunas

Yellowfin catches in 1998 amounted to 27,682 MT, which represents a 46% decline as compared to 1992 catch levels.

The total bigeye catch was reduced by 25% with respect to 1997. A decrease of 35% was also noted in the catches under
objects. Most likely, this circumstance would explain, in part, the 12% decline in skipjack catches.

5. Application of the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program in 1998
5.1 Bluefin tuna imports

In 1998, a total of 40,299 MT of bluefin tuna were imported to and/or entered Spain, broken down as follows: Morocco
(9,364 MT), Croatia (30,935 MT).
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5.2 Bluefin tuna exports

The total number of Bluefin Tuna Statistical Documents validated by the Spanish Chambers of Commerce in 1998
amounted to 894, and these represent a total volume of bluefin tuna exports from Spain amounting to 3,378.4 MT (net
weight). Of this amount, 3,053.1 MT correspond to Spanish catches and the remaining 324.7 MT to French catches and 540
MT to Portuguese catches.

Of the total bluefin product of Spanish origin exported in 1998, a part corresponds to catches made in 1997 and 1,684.1
MT, from a tuna farm, which is supplied by tuna from various flag countries.

6. Inspection scheme and inspection activities
6.1 Introduction

Inspection activities relative to ICCAT, carried out by the Control Authorities of the Kingdom of Spain, are centered
in the Atlantic area and in the Mediterranean area, and are carried out throughout the entire year on vessels that catch and/or
transport species mandated by ICCAT.

During the spring and summer seasons, concurrent with the fishing seasons for Atlantic bonito (Thunnus alalunga) in
the northeastern Atlantic, and bluefin tuna (Thunnus thynnus thynnus) in the Mediterranean area, the General Secretariat
of Maritime Fishing, and through the Under-Secretary General of Fishery Inspection, in cooperation with the Navy (General
Fishery Surveillance Plan), human and material resources involved in inspection and surveillance during this period are
reinforced.

On the other hand, in 1998, Legal Decree 14/1998 was adopted which establishes the monitoring regime for the
protection of fisheries resources, in which the types of infractions are updated, and for the first time, emphasis has been
placed on all those activities associated with commercialization within a framework of responsible fishing.

This Decree is an essential instrument which reinforces the inspection activity throughout the chain, from the time the
fish are caught up to their commercialization, transport, and storage.

6.2 Resources available

— Man-power

To monitor the fisheries activities relative to the ICCAT scheme, the General Secretariat of Maritime Fishing, through
the Under-Secretariat General of Fishing Inspection, has designated 47 inspectors.
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— Material (land-based and aerial)

Maritime land-based and aerial resources were utilized. The maritime resources included patrol vessels of the Spanish
Navy designated to carry out monitoring activities within the General Fishing Monitoring Plan. The land-based resources
included 30 four-wheel drive vehicles that pertain to the General Secretariat of Maritime Fishing of Spain and which are
distributed all along the Spanish coast. Three helicopters which also pertain to the Spanish General Secretariat of Maritime
Fishing comprise the aerial support.

6.3 Results of inspections

The total number of inspections carried out in the Atlantic was 88 (18 vessels with infractions and 15 vessels sighted).
Of these, 84 vessels were inspected at ports (16 infractions), 4 vessels inspected at sea (1 infraction), and there were 15
aerial vessel sightings (1 infraction)

For the Mediterranean, a total 116 vessels were inspected, with 52 infractions and 96 sightings. Of these, 74 vessels were
inspected at ports (26 infractions), 42 at-sea inspections (13 infractions), and there were 96 aerial sightings (13 infractions).
6.4 Inspections of third country vessels

Inspections of third country vessels (Contracting Parties as well as non-contracting Parties) were carried out. The

activities of nine vessels were monitored (7 Belizean vessels and 2 Honduran vessels). A summary of such inspections is
available upon request.
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NATIONAL REPORT OF GABON, 1998°
Gabon has a 750 kan coastline and its continental platform is 60 km long, with a surface arca of approximately
40,600 kan® from the coast to the isobath of 200 meters, The Exclusive Economic Zone is 213,000 km?,
The coast of Gabon his a wealth of marine resources, among them tuna species. Tuna fishing in 1998 was comprised
mainly of small tunas, yellowtin, skipjack, bigeye, blue marlin, white marlin and sailfish. These species are canght from
the point of Cape Lopes to Mayumba, Between June and September, important concentrations of fish form,

1. Description of the fisheries

Tuna fishing is a sccondary activity and is carried out by gear that are directed at other species, in the industrial as well
as the artisanal fishery. These gears are: trawl, drifinets, traw] nets and hand lines,

a) Trawl: This type of fishing consists of towing a certain number of lines with the vessel in motion, at 4 speed which
permits catching a large amount of sailfish during the season. These lines are usually used by Osltermen on beard trawl
vessels and canoes.

B) Drifinets: This gear is used by the artisanal fishery only to fish coastal pelagic specics, and it also catches smail
tunas.

¢) Hemd lines: This gear is utilized by the industrial and artisanal fisheries to catch yeliowfin, wlule searching benthic
species (sparidea, serranidae, scigenidae).

d) Trawl nets; This gear catches considerable amounts of small tunas (mackerels) in certain seasons.

2. The entches
2.1 The industrial fishery
The statistical scheme is based on the caich reperts of the fishing companies that operate in Gabon, The total catch
amounts to 429 MT, whose breakdown is shown in Table 1.
2.2 The artisanal fishery

The surveys that are carried ont concerning statistics are based on sampling by time and arca. Three types of statistical
survays are carried out regularly, as follows:

a} Sampling surveys of fandings: In this type of survey, the data on landings are collected from selected areas during
a period covering a month by gear/canoe,

b) Sampling surveys of fishing effort: This survey is carried aut jointly with the landings surveys of the catches and
its objective is to obtain information on sampling with respect to the level of activity by each type of gear
combination/cance in the sampling centers, Fishing effort in this case is expressed in the number of trips,

* Criginal report in French.
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c) Vessel/gear survey: This is a census of the vessels and gears according to the gear combination/canoe to determine
a raising factor in order to estimate lotal fishing effort.

The total artisanal fishery catch amounted to 27.6 MT, for which the species breakdown is given in Table 2,

2.3 Total catches of the industrial and artisanal fisheries

The total catch amounted to 457.3 MT and the breakdown of the catch is provided in Tablé 3,

3. Analysis of results and recommendations to [ICCAT

Table 3 provides a summary of the development of the Gabonese national catches of tunas and billfishes in 1998.
There was a reported catch of more than 400 MT in 1986, but in 1998 the catch was practically null, The results of the
interviews conducted, together with the Eastern Atlantic Coordinator of the {CCAT Enhanced Research Prograe for
Billfish, of the fishermen on the beaches, do not seem to confirnt this trend, at least with respect to 1999, during which
there was a reparted canoe catch of about 30 individuals, Tt is, therefore, probable that these figures are not realistic and
that the lack of catches in 1998 may be due to statistical probklems.

On the other hand, it is difficult to breakdown the catches by species. In fact, in the billfish landings it 15 ohserved that
caiches considered as white marlin are in reality a mixture of billfishes and sailfish.

Ity vigw of these analyses, the following reconumendations are made:

— Assistance should be given to the Gabonese teghnicians in charge of the collection of data in order to attain good
species identification, particularly for billfishes and sailfich.

- Improvements are needed in the caich reporting system, by species, increasing the number of interviews in the
artisanal and irdustrial Gsheries.

Mo research has been carried out in Gabon on determining the biological parameters of bitlfishes. No size data have
been collected from billfishes landed. The interviewers not have the necessary material to do the work, although it is
possible to carry out some of these tasks during the landings. The information obtzined from the fishermen indicate that
the billfishes caught are always large sized and no juvenile fish are chserved in the fandings.

There are no reporis on catches, whereas the samplers affirm that off the coasts of Gabon mature fish with full gonads
are canght,

In order to complete the data on tunas in Gabon, size frequency data could be collected and antopsies on some
individunals that are cut up on the beaches could be camied out.

Technicians of Gabon could be trained in sex identification and in recognizing sexual maturity of the fish in
accordance with the scale adopted for each species, in which case learning materials would be needed.

The tuna catches obiained by the industrial fisherics within the framework of fishing agreements are not totally
available, and besides, ihey are not repularly menitored.
4, Tagging and tag recovery

At this {ime there are no billfish tapging activities planned in Gabon, These species are caught by hand ling throughout
the year and in an irmegutar fashion and there is no fishery that is specifically directed at billfishes, even thaugh some
cammunities fish these species.

The sport fishery is carried out on a private basis by persons that could conduct tagging experiments. The contacts with

these fishermen are irregular, and the national scientists are trying to establish better contacts and to facilitate tagging
materials (tags and posters),
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Table 1, The industrial fishery in Gahon, 1998 (in MT)

Species Catch
Yellowfin {una 2948
Skipjack tusa 593
West African Spanish mackerel | 753
Sailfish 0.3
Taotal 4287

Table 2. The artisanal fishery in Gabon, 1998 (in MT)

Species ' Catch
West African Spanish mackerel 17.9
Atlantic black skipjack 9.7
Total 276

Table 3. Total catches (industrial & artisanal fisheries) by Gabon, 1998 (in MT)

Spe;::'es Catch
Yellowdin tuna 294.8
Skipjack tuna 59.3
Waest African Spanish mackarei 03.2

" Atlantic black skipjack 9,7
Sailfish 0.3
Totsl 4573
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NATIONAL REPORT OF JAPAN'

by

Fisheries Agency of Japan
and
National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries

1. Fisheries Information
L1 Type of fisheries

Longline is the only tuna fishing gear deployed by Fapan at present in the Atlantic Ocean. The nsc of two other fishery
types (baitbeat and purse seine) in the Atlantic was halted in 1984 and 1992, respectively.

1.2 Trend of fishing effort

Thera were an estimated 269 Japanese longliners operatingin the Atlantic in 1998 (Tahle 1). This number, which
ishigh and similar to the previous year, has exceeded 250 boats since 1995. While the number of boats in operation is
similar, fishing days in 1998 (37,500 days) declined slightly (12 %} as compared to 1997. The average fishing days per
hoat has also daclined to 139 days/boat, even though it is still maintained at a relatively high level. This irend appears 1o
indicate that the Atlantic Ocean is stifl atiracting the interests of the fishermen and ship-twners, although some of {he
fleet reduced their activities in recent years in this ocean due to poor caiches and/or to reduce high operating costs, A
further reduction in fishing capacity (about 20% in terms of the number of boats), is expecled in the near future, stariing
in 1999, since the Government of Japan decided to reduce its fishing capacity according to the agreement adopted by FAQ
{October, 1998},

1.3 Statistical coverage

Loghoak coverage of the Japanese longline fleet in the Atlantic has been very good (90-23%). The curfent coverage
rate for 1998 preliminary dala is estimated to be akout 60%. All statistics on calch included in this report are raised so
that they represent total statistics,

1.4 Catch trends

The provisional 1998 catch of ninas and tuna-like fishes {excluding sharks) in the Atlantic Ocean and the
Mediterranean Sea by the Japanese fishery is estimated to be 38,360 MT (Table 2). This is a slight decline {1,700 MT)
from 1997 and is a continued decrease from a recent high of nearly 36,000 MT in 1994, It is warth noting that the total
amount of fishing effort was similar for 1994 and 1998 while the total catch was only two-thirds that of 1998, This
difference is attributable to the decline in bigeye tuna (16,000 MT) and swordfish catches (3,000 MT), as shown in Table
3.

Table 3 shows the catch by species for the total Atlantic sincc 1980. An arca breakdown of 1he caich by species is
provided in Table 4 for the most recent two years (1997 and 1998), In 1998, bigeye tuna, which is the most impartant
species in the catch, accounted for about 60% (22,300 MT)} of the total catch of tuna and tuna-like species, a 10%
reduction from previous years (70%). In terms of weight, yellowfin tuna, bluefin tuna and swordfish are the major specics,
in order of impeortance. In 1993, bigeye catches decreased (4,700 MT, 18%), swordfigh (330 MT, 12%) and blue marlin
(250 MT, 18%). On the other hand, there were increased catches of yellowfin (1,800 MT, 50%), bluefin tuna (840 MT,
24%%) and sonthern bluefin (680 MT, 220%).

* Originat report in English.
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The breakdown of the catches by area { North/Sonth or Bast/West), as shown in Table 4 indicates an increased catch
in the North Atlantic as well a4 in the Wast Atlantic (close to the border of the South Atlantic and the Fast Atlantic; see
Fignre 1, which shows the peographical distribution of fishing effort), This trend has continued since the previous year.

1.5 New developments or shifis in the fishery

Two major changes have baen observed in the loapline fleat in recent years. One is the introduction of new materials
for longline gear, and the other is the further extension of {he bluefin fishing area 1owards the North in the eastern Atlaniic
QOcean.

The colicetion of information oo the material for the main and branch lines started in 1993, Since there were marny
kinds of material, it was thought nol practical to cover 2l those materials in the statistics. Thus, ocly the nylot material
(which is the most popular) has been separated from the others. The annual deployment rates by materials {nylon or
others) are given in Table 5 for 1994-1998. It is clear that the use of nylon has increased in popularity yearly up to 1997,
and itz usc has remained the same since then. The current use of nylon gear for both lines was about 75%, while
conventional plus other materials declined to 11%.

Figure 1 illustrates the geographical distribution of fishing effort for the fapanese longline fleet. Some fishing ¢fforl
was exerted in waters off Norway (Worth of 63°N, 5*W-15°E). The catch distribution of bluefin tuna in 1998 (Figure 2)
indicates the catch in this area was poor and the major part was caught in waters South of Iceland to South of
Newfoundland aswell a5 around Gibraltar and in the Meditarranean Sea, The fishing season is from Aungust to September
and from August to early November in waters off Norway and the South of Iccland, respectively, The size of fish in the
catch was similar 1o that in the so-called central area (34°-30°N, 30°-35°W). The average weight was reported at aronnd
100-150 kg (gilled and gutted). !

The geographical distribution of longline fishing effort in {998 (Fipure 1) shows that considerable fishing effort was
exerted in the northeastern Atlantic, the tropicat eastem Atlantic, and in waters off South Africa. This tendency well
reflects the fishermen’s interest in their target species (higeye, northern bivefin and scuthern bluefin tunas). The
geographical distributions of bigeye tuna and swordfish are shown in Figures 3 and 4, respectively.

2. Research and statistics

The National Rescarch Institute of Far Scas Fisheries (NRIFSF) is in charge of the collection and compilation of
Atlantic tuna fishery data necessary for the scientific research cartied out on Aflantic tuna and billfish siocks. All the
statistical data are routinely reported to the EICCAT Secretariat and the results of scientific research are also presented at
the regular meetings and inter-sessional workshops of the Standing Committes on Ressarch and Statistics (SCR5).

2.1 Fishery data

The NRIFSF submitied almost final 1997 catch, catch/effort and pariial size frequency data (Task I, IT and biclogical
sampling) of the longling fishery to the ICCAT Secretariat. The compilation of the same data for 1998 is in progress as
usnal. The preliminary 1998 catch estimates are given in this report. The calch-at-m?c data for bigeye, bluefin and
swordfish were updated to the latest year.

In accordance with the Commission’s recommendation on the bigeye tuna observer program adopted at the 1997
annual meeting, two abserver trips on longline boats were conducted during January-July, 1999, The area of observation
was 2°N-15°M, 20°W-36°W. The total number of operations observed was 260, The summary report of the Tapanese

chserver program, such as data collection, size measurements and biological sampling on tunas and other fishes, including
sharks, was presented to the 1999 SCRS.

2.2 Tunn biology and stock assessment
Riological and stock assessment studies carried out by the NRIFSF on Atfantic tunas and billfishes continved.

As one of the activities of the Bigeye Year Program, which the Government of Japan is parily financing, Japan will
sand a high-tech research boat to the Atlantic Ccean possibly during Oclober-January, 2000, to conduct joint research on
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Atlantic bigeye tuna, The provisional rescarch plan, which inchudes a longline operation, an acoustic survey of bigeye tuna
and others, was circulaied among interested scientists, and finalized during the SCRS after thoraugh discussion and review
of the plan, Samples (such as gonads, otoliths, tissue, etc) collected by on-board chservers are being analyzed and will be
reporied in the near future, Genetic analysis of the stock stritcture on bigeye, swordfish as well as other species has
conlmued, and some tesults have alrcady been published or are scheduled to be published oo,

Regarding the Bluefin Year Program, bluefin tagging using archival taps was scheduled to take place in Croatia in
Octaber, 1299, About 40 tags will be deployed for fish caught by purse seine and fed for a while in a pen. The sizc of the
fish appears tobe 10-15 kg, A research gtaff person from the Japaness Marine Resources Research Center will spend some
time on this project in Croatia, in cooperation with Croatian fishermen.

Tn 1998, the NRIFSF participated in the following [CCAT related meetings: the Coordination Meeting for the Bipeye
Year Program (January 28-29, Madrid), the Mesting on Stock Abundance Indices of South Atlantic Swordfish (April 8-13,
Tamandare, Recife, Brazil), the Meeting of the Sub-Comniitee on By-catch-Review of Abundance Indices of Sharks (May
11-14, Messinag, Italy), the Meeting of the Waorking Group on the Precantionary Approach (May 17-21, Dublin, Ireland),
the Skipjack Stock Assessment Session (Tune 28- July 2, Funchal, Madeira), and the Swordfish Stock Assessment Session
{3eptember 23- October 4, Madrid).

3. Implementation of ICCAT conservation and management measures
3.1 Cateh quota and management system on a number of bigeye juna vessels
— Reporting by radio

The Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries of the Government of Tapan (FAT} rquires all
tuna vessels operating in the Atlantic Ocean to submit the following information eve:y ten-day pericd (early-, middle-and
late-period of a month) by radio or facsimile to the FAT:

i} The position (Longitude and Latitude) of each vessel in order for FAJ to monitor the movement of all vessels
operating in the Atlantic Ocean,

il ‘The catch weiplt of bluefin tung, swordfish, blue marlin and white marlin QvEnisterial Order of April 2, 1975, and
supplemented on December 13, 1991, for swordfish and February 20, 1998, for hlue marlin and white marlin}

— Introduction of vessel position and catch data reporting via satellite

The Figheries Agency of Japan is developing a GPS/Inmarsat-A system which enables it to monitor the aperation of
gach fishing vessel on a real time basis, In the system, vessel-specific data on position and catch are transmitted theough
a data-tcrminal, data processing equipment combined with a GPS receiver and personal computer on board (he fishing
vessel. The data are compiled and analyzed by the FAJ in Japan,

Development of the system was initiated in 1992, and the scheme has been carried out on a trial basis with increased
number of the vessels being instalied with a data terminal. About 130 Japanese longline vessels fishing for bluefin tuna
in the Conivention Aren have installad the data-terminal. The FAT is impraving the system to conduct real-time monitoring
on position and caich data, instead of reporting by facsimile, for all Japanese longline vessels fishing for bluelin tuna,
swordfish, bive mariin and white marlin,

-- Catch quota management

Catch quoota; The FAT sets a catch quota for western and sastern Atlantic bluefin as well as for northern and southern
Atlantic swordfish, bluz marlin and white marlin, respectively, by a Ministerial Order, in accordance with the relevant
ICCAT recommendations,

Fighing year; The FAJ cstablished the "Fishing Year (August ta July}" for the purpose of proper quola management

for bluefin tuna, swordfish, blue marlin and white marlin, This means, for example, that the 1997 quatas for these tunas
are applicd to the 1997 Fishing Year which started in August 1997, and ended in July, 1998. Becausc ICCAT
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recommendations enter into force about six months after the date of adoption. ICCAT meetings generall take place in
November, so recommendations adopted in November of one year enter into effect in May of the following year.), and the
FAJ requires a certain peried to legislate ICCAT recommendations domestically.

—~ Nmber of bigeye tuna fishing vessels

The FAJ submitted a lisi of all the tuna fishing vessels fishing for Atlantic bigeye tuna based on the 1998
Reconmendaiion by ICCAT Cancerning Registration and Exchange of Information of Bigeye Tuna Fishing Vessels, The
FAJ has started collecting data on the exact number of such vessels actually fishing for bigeye tuna in the Corvention
Area, by means of a mandatory reporting systeru via telegram. :

3.2 Minimum size limis

In accordance with ICCAT recommendations, the Fisheries Apency of Japan, by means of 2 Minislerial Order, has
prolibited the catch of undersized fish, with the exemption of a certain percentage of tolerance. The prohibition on
catching undersized bluefin and yellowfin tunas was established by a Ministerial Order cn April 2, 1975, and thie FAJ
amended this Order several times 1o cover undersized bigeye, swordfish, etc, The latest amendment of this Ministerial
order was in the spring of 1997 to implement the 1996 ICCAT recommendation congerning blnefin tuna weighing fess
than 1R kg,

It is noted that all Japanese pole and line vessels reluctantly ended their operations in the Canvention Area 1o cbserve
the 1972 recommendation which prohibits any taking and landing of yellowfin tuna weighing less than 3.2 kg, because
of their high by-catch rate,

3.3 T'ime and area clostive

Since 1975, the FAJ, as a domestic rﬁeasure, probibited Japanese longling vessels from operating in the Mediterranean
from May 21 to Tune 30 by Ministerial Qrder. In 1994, the FAT amended this Order to change the ¢losed season to the
period of June 1 o July 31, in accordance with the 1993 ICCAT recommendation,

In addition, the FAJ prohibited Japanese longling vessels from operating in the Gulf of Mexico.

3.4 Result of the implementation of the ICCAT Biuefin Tuna Statistical Docwment (BTSD) Program

From January 1 to June 30, 1998, Japan collected 6,136 BTSDg (6,077 for fresh/chilled products and 59 statistical
documents for frozen praducts), Of these 4,657 documents, or 77% of the tolal, were validated by non-Contracting Partics.
By product weight, 1,148 MT of the 4,897 MT (or 23% of the total) were imported from non-Contracting Partics. The
converted live weight of tuna products which were imported from aon-Contracting Partics is 1,360 MT, which represents
a decrease of about 1,217 MT as compared to impaoris (2,577 MT) during the corresponding period of the previons year.
Chinese Taipei is the main exporting non-Contracting Entity, with cxports to Japan of 947 MT (live weight). Japan has
1ot imported ary bluefin tuna products validated by Belize (since 1996), Honduras (since 1994) and Panama (since 1998),

4, Inspection schemes and activities
4.1 Assignment of patrol vessels

Sinpe 1976, Japan has dispatched patrol vessels to the North Atlantic and the Mediterrancan each year for a certain
period of time to monitor and inspect Japancse tuna vessels. The Fisheries Agency of Japan dispatched a patrol vesse! to
the northern Atfantic and the Meditermnean in 1998, This vesse! also cellected information on activities of non-

Contracting Parties, The data ¢collected were reported an the Sighting Information Sheats and submitted to the ICCAT
Secretaniat in October, 1998, in accordance with the 1994 ICCAT resolution.
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4.2 Random inspection of landings at Japanese poris
All Japanese tuna {ishing vessels which land their catches at any Japanese port must subinit their landing plan in

advance, The FAJ randomly inspects landings of those Japanese longline vessels to enforce minimum size limits and catch
quotas of binefin tuna and swordfish.

4.3 Monagement of transshipments at foreign ports

A permit issued ty the FAT is required for any Japancse tuna vessel to transship tung or tuna preducts to resfors at
foreign ports. The FAT monitors the weight by species, time and place of each transshipment and, if necessary, conducts
an inspection of landings at Japanese ports when reefers retura to Japanese ports,

4.4 FAT official stationed at Shimizu port

Since 1996, a FAT officiul has heen stationed at Shimizu fishery port, one of the largest tuna landing ports in Japan,
to collect information on the tuna fishery, inspect landings of Tapanese longline vessels at Shimizu, elc.

5, Other activities
5.1 Annual catch statisfics

Each longline vessel flying the Japanese flag and licensed to engage in tuna fisheries by the Ministry for Agriculnure,
Forestry and Fisheries is legally required to submit a catch report to the Ministry within 30 days after the end of a cruise
or after the vessel has entered a port. Submission of this report is established by a Ministerial Order of January 22, 1963.
The above-mentioned catch report ingludes daily information on the vessel's noon position, the number and weight of the
catch by species, quartities of gear used, surface water temperature, eic. Information an the cateh report is compiled into
the database by the National Research Institute for Far Seas Fisheries,

5.2 Collection aof hiologieal data eollected on board Iongline vessals

Information necessary for stoek analyses, such as length, weight and sex of fish caught, is collected by fishermen as
a voluntary measure,

5.3 Callection of trade data

The Ministry of Finance collects trade data on imported products, such as quantity, value, export country, ete. Japan
improved its Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System code (ES codc) in 1993, in response to the 1992
ICCAT resolution to callect all the data of various types of bluefin tuna products, e,g. fillet, meat (round, dressed) elc, and
the state of products (frozen, fresh or chilled). Japan also improved the HS code in 1997 regarding swordfish to collect
more accurate import data on this fish species.

5.4 Limit on effort

The number of longline vessels that can operate in the western Atlantic North of 35°N and the Mediterratiean have
been limited. Furthermore, the FAT requires longline vessels operating in the northern part of the eastern Atlantic Ocean
ta submit an advance notice of their planned operations so that the FAJ can monitor fishing activities for bluefin tuna.

5.5 Restriction on the re-flagging of vessels

No Japanese tuna longline vessel is authorized to operate on the high seas unless a license is issued by the Government
of Japan. The license is not given 1o vessels flying flags of States other than Japan. No Japanese vessel can escape from
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the FAJ's centrol, even when vessels condnct fishing operations in waters far distant from Japan, since a Japanese port
is desipnated ag its base of operation and all the products are brought into Japan, (The export and lJease of Japancse
longling vessels and purse scingrs arc strictly and closely controlled by the FAT o avoid their use in aperations which may
diminish the effectiveness of international conservation measures. The Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-aperalive
Association resolved that the exporting of Japanase lengline vessels be prohibited. )

5.6 Legislation for the enhancement of the conservation and management of tuna stacks

A law was enacted in June, 1996, whose objective is to implement the necessary measures to enhance the conservation
and managemert of tuna stocks and to develop international cooperation for the conservation and managsment of these
stocks. This law establishes that the Government of Japan may restrict the imports of tuna and tuna products from a
foreign country that is recognized by the relevant international organization as not rectifying its fishermen's activities and
thereby diminishing the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures which have been adopted by the
international organization. The ebjective of this Jaw is to support and strengthen ICCAT activities, to ensure the sirength
of tuna rescurce conservation and the stability of tuna supply.

Starting this Fall, the FAJ intends to implement a mandatory reporting system based on this law to shed more Light
on the activities of Aag-of-convenicnce vessels whose products enter the Japanese market. All importers and persons in
charge of transport vessels will be reguired to report detailed information on the fishing vessels which caught and
iransported their tuna. :

3.7 Prohibition of the import af Atlantic biuefin tuna from Honduras, Belize and Panoma

In accordance with the 1936 ITCCAT recommendation, Japan prohibited the import of Atlantic bluefin tuna and its
products in any form from Honduras and Belize on Seplember 3, 1997, and from Panama on January 1, 1998. Japan also
started DNA examination against other specics of imported tuna from Honduras, Belize and Panama to prevent false
imporis of Atlantic bluefin tuna.

5.8 Scientific observers
According to the 1996 ICCAT recommendation concerning bigeye and yellowfin funas, the FAJ dispaiched scieatific

observers on hoard eight Japanese longling vessels, The tesults of these observations were analyzed by the NRIFSF and
reported to the 1999 ICCAT meeting.
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Table 1. Annual number of Japanese tuna boats that operated in the Atlantic and Mediterranean, 1980-1998

Longline Purse seine Pole-and-line

Year Number of bouts Fishing Fishing days Number of boats  Number af boats
1980 300 247 82 - 12
1981 320 297 93 - 10
1982 269 307 114 1 7
1383 182 175 96 1 4
1984 212 252 119 1 2
1985 203 279 136 2 -
1986 190 208 119 2 -
1587 146 172 118 2 -
1988 183 360 142 2 -
1988 239 345 144 1 -
1950 235 359 153 1 -
1991 242 339 140 2 -
1992 248 292 118 3 -
1993 307 399 130 - -
1994 240 380 158 - .
1945 252 399 138 - ’ -
1956 288 471 164 - -
1987+ 263 425 161 - -

1908 ** 269 375 i39 - -

*1 Almost final.
*2 Proliminary.

Table 2. Japanese catrhes (MT) of tunn and tuna-like fishes by type of fisheries, Atlantic & Mediterranean, 1992-98

Year Laongline Purse seine Pole-and-line Total
hame-based

1980 35,437 - 14,068 49,505
1981 37,636 - 16,178 53,814
1982 50,704 2,250 10,620 63,664
1983 25,556 2,733 5,577 33,906
1984 39,096 2,906 565 42,567
1985 48,487 3,226 - 53,723
1986 33,241 5,805 - 39,046
1987 29,300 5171 - 34,47
1688 47,326 5,387 - 53,213
1989 58,514 4,453 - 62,967
1990 54,930 4,361 - 58,291
1991 46,883 7.516 - 54,399
1992 48 515 2,704 - 51,309
1993 52,917 - - 52,917
19594 55,930 - - 55,930
1985 35,161 - - 53,161
19496 51,439 - - 51,439
1997+ 40,23 5% - - 40,235%*
1098*** 38258 - - 38,258
* Almot finnl.

** This figure includes & MT of bluefin funn caught and discarded in the west Atlantic by thrae lonpline vessels which
conlintied bigeye tina nperalions with scigntific observers on board after the domesticolly-imposed bluzfin fisbang sensen ended,
+++ Preliminary.
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Table 3. Catches (MT) of tuna and tuna-like fishes taken by the Japanese longline fishery, 1980-1998

Year Bluefin  Southern Albacore Bigeye Yellow- Sword-  Blue  Black White Sailfish Spear- Others Bluefin  Sub-  Sharks  Grand
bluefin Jin JSish marlin  marlin  marlin * fish " discards  lotal Total
* (including
sharks)
1980 4,935 2,788 1,369 20,477 2,839 2,108 308 106 55 452 35437 -
1981 4,386 2,506 2,298 21,044 4,145 2,233 468 143 94 319 37,636 -
1982 3,826 1,135 1,350 32,867 6,062 3,728 1,132 111 173 410 50,794 -
1983 3,997 505 1,318 15,141 2,069 1,899 440 44 69 114 25,596 -
1984 3,246 1,636 800 24,310 3,967 3,789 833 76 97 342 39,096 -
1985 2,523 1,468 1,467 31,602 5,308 4,323 1,090 126 122 468 48,497 -
1986 1,664 389 1,209 22,801 3,404 2,660 508 29 378 33,241 -
1987 2,140 1,120 851 18,575 3,364 2,294 438 43 341 29,300 -
1988 2,536 548 1,128 31,664 5,982 4,055 823 144 79 366 - 477326 - -
1989 2,523 625 1,214 39,419 6,971 5,593 1,555 146 78 390 - 58514 - -
1990 2,186 1,202 1,324 35,024 5,919 7,307 1,216 126 88 538 - 54,930 - -
1591 3,754 1,331 1,346 29,489 4718 4,688 905 121 88 443 - 46,883 - -
1992 3,985 525 1,048 34,128 3,715 3,541 1,017 248 43 265 - 48,515 - -
1993 3,858 1,688 951 35,053 3,09 6,386 928 82 60 815 - 52917 - -
1994 3,038 595 1,156 38,502 4,782 5631 1,524 6 92 53 38 513 - 55930 3221 59,151
1995 5,171 1,444 775 35477 5,228 4,666 1,409 1 57 54 29 850 - 55,161 2,200 57,361
1996 4,542 1,219 %02 33,171 5,251 3,697 1,680 2 112 51 29 783 - 51,439 1367 52,806
** 1997 3,412 308 8§88 27,032 3,555 2825 1,370 2 61 34 32 408 8§ 39938 1,339 41274
+*¥¥]1908 4,247 984 831 22290 5,352 2,493 1,124 3 56 52 23 803 38,258 1,032 39,290
* Species combined up to 1993,
** Almost final.

+*¥ Dralimingry.
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Table 4. Area breakdown of Task I catches (MT) takien by the Japanese longline fishery. ICCAT area definition
i3 used for tunas and billfishes. For ather species, North and South, and East and West are separated at
5°N and 30°W, respectively.

1997*
SPECIES WEST FAST  NORTH  SQUTH  MEDIT TOTAL
Bluefin tuna 322 2,903 3,227 0 185 3,412
Southern bluefin ] 308 ] 308 ] 308
Albacore 353 536 475 414 0 888
Bipaye tuna 4,312 22,720 13,003 14,029 1 27.032
Yellowfin tuna 514 2,741 2,488 1,067 0 3,555
Swordfish 704 2,117 1,178 1,643 4 2,825
Whitc marlin 12 49 3l 30 4] 6l
Blue marlin 206 1,164 617 753 it 1,370
Black marlin 1 1 1 1 ] 2
Sailfish 17 17 16 18 0 34
Epearfish 1 31 B 24 0 32
Skipjack tuna 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bhug shark 134 841 570 425 1 994
Other sharks 63 281 252 o2 ] 343
Other fishes 7 401 31 377 4] 408
Bluefin discards 8 - g - - 8
Tatal ' 6,974 34,112 21,203 19,181 191 41274
1998+
SPECIES WEST EAST NORTH  SOUTH  MEDIT TOTAL
Bluefin tana 691 3,195 3,886 0 361 4,247
Southern bluefin 0 084 ! 0’4 0 84
Albacors 323 500 442 389 0 831
Bigeye tuna 4,744 17,546 13,385 8,405 0 22,290
Yellowfin tuna 1,001 4331 2,576 2,775 ] 5,352
Swordfish 495 1,993 1,526 963 5 2.493
White marlin 12 44 3% 17 v 56
Blue marlin 268 856 667 457 ¢ 1,124
Black marlin 0 3 1 2 0 3
Sailfish 3 50 23 30 0 52
Spearfish 9 14 is 8 0 23
Skipjack tuna 0 0 0 0 0 0
Blug shatk 166 450 511 104 1} 513
Other sharks 129 288 302 115 0 417
(kher fishes 15 788 33 749 { RO3
Total 7,856 31,0Mm 23,927 14,998 366 39,290
* Almost final.

** Preliminary.
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Table 5. Annual deployment rate of Jungling materials for main and branch lines in the Atlantic, 1994-1998

Mein and branch iines:

Year Main tine: Nvion " Branch line: Nyion
Mylon Other
1584 34% 41% 29 % 54 %%
1995 61 % 63 % 31% 27 %
1996 75 % 76 %a 656 % 16 %
1997+ 82 % 82% 75 % 11%
1998%% 83 % 7% Tt % 11 %
¢ Almasl fingl.
¥¢ Preliminury.
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NATIONAL REPORT OF KOREA'
by

National Fisheries Research & Dovelopment Institute (NFRDI)

1, Fisheries information

The Korean Jongline fshery for Atlantic tunas and tuna-like species has shown a pradual decline from year to year
since 1985, not enly in lerms of the number of fishing vessels, but also in terms of catches. From 1991 to 19935, the mumnber
of Korean tuna longliners actively fishing in the Atlaniic was less than 10 cach year, with average annual catches of 1,600
MT, which corresponds to about one-tenth that of the early 1980s (Table 1). In 1998, the total catch of tunas and tuna-like
fishes by the Korean fishery amoumed to 290 MT, representing a decrease of 85% from the previous year’s figure, The
decrease in catch was due to the decreased number of vessels in operation in this area, from 12 in 1997 1o 5 Jongliners
in 1998, Some of the vessels were from the sonthern Indian Ocean whers they mainly targeted southern tluefin tuna,
Compared to previans years, bigeye and yellowiin tunas made up the major component of the totat catch, accounting for
56% and 22%, respectively.

a) Bigaye hma

Bigeye tunas has been the most important funa species of the Korean tuna longline fishery, not only in production tut
also from an ecanomic viewpoint, since the early 19808 whea the deep longline fishing technigue was deployed. The catch
of bigeve tuna decreascd from 796 MT in 1997 to 163 MT in 1998,
h) Yellowfin tuna

Yellowfin tana is also an impertant target species of the Korean tuna longline fisheey in the Atlantic, The 1998 caich
of this species in this fishery amounted to 65 MT, a decline of 75% from the previous year’s catch.

cj Other tunas and billfishes

The 1998 nominal catches of other tunas and billfishes from the Korean tuna longline fishery are not yet available,
but they are included in the “Others” column in Table 1, Task 11 data revealed that southern bluefin funa, albacore,
swordfish, and blue marlin were also caught in small guantities by the Korean longline fishery.
2, Rezearch and statistics

Routing scientific monitoring was carried oui by the National Fisheries Research and Development Institute (NFRDT)
as in past years. This monitoring covers the collection of catch and fishing cffort statistics from the Korean tuna longliners
in the Atlantic 1o meet the data requirements of FCCAT.
3. Implementation of ICCAT tana managemerit measares

To implement ke recommendations adopted by ICCAT, Korea has introduced domestic regulations. These include

a minimuen size limit for bigeye, yellowfin and bluefin tunas, as well as for swordfish. A new domestic regulation has been
in effect since 1995, aimed protecting the spawning stock of bluefin tuna in the Mediterranean,

* Originat veport in English.
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Table 1. Nominal catches (MT) of tunas and tuna-like fishes talken hy Korean fisheries in the Atlantic Ocean, 1980-1993

Year  No.of BFT YFT ALB BET SBF SKJ SWO  BUM  WHM  SAI  Others  Total
vessels ) '
1980 54 - 5,869 1,487 8,963 - 4 683 94 18 85 1,749 18,952
1981 56 - 6,650 1,620 11,682 - 47 447 126 85 65 1,584 22,306
1982 52 - 5,872 1889 10,615 - 21 684 50 69 52 1,781 21,033
1983 53 3 3,405 1,077 9,383 - 530 462 131 15 3 1215 16,224
1984 51 - 2,673 1,315 8,943 -~ 29 406 344 62 86 927 14,785
1985 45 7 3,239 901 10,691 - 20 344 416 372 101 1293 17,454
1986 28 (156) 1,818 694 6,084 - 11 82 96 7 16 1,003 9,965
1987 29 (D 1,457 401 4,438 - 6 75 152 27 21 1,048 7,625
1988 29 (12) 1,368 197 4,919 - 3 123 375 19 15 782 7,801
1989 33 (45) 2,535 107 7,896 ~ 6 162 689 135 33 942 12,507
1990 17 (20) 808 53 2,690 - - 101 324 81 41 240 4338
1991 9 (229) 260 32 801 - - 150 537 57 30 267 2,134
1992 8 (101) 219 - 866 — - 17 38 1 1 321 1463
1993 4 (573) 180 - 377 - - - 19 2 1 308 887
1994 4 684 436 - 386 - - - - 91 1 27 1,625
1995 4 663 453 - an - -~ - 61 1 - 14 1,715
1996 16 683 381 - 1,250 - - 26 199 37 6 156 2,738
1997 12 613 257 5 796 10 - 33 70 24 1 115 1924
1998 5 - 65 ~ 163 - - - - - 62 290

{ ) = Estimated by the ICCAT Sccretariat (ICCAT Report, 1994, Vol. 2).
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NATIONAL REPORT OF LIBYA, 1998°
hy

M. Y. O, Tawil
Marine Biology Research Center

1. Fisheries and eatches

The Libyan Gshery for tunas is carried out nsing several fishing methods, the oldest and moest famous being the fxed
txzps (Tonnara). Tuna Ashing is also carried out by longline and by purse seine; the artisanal tuna fishery catches Atlantic
bonito, Atlantic hlack skipjack {littfle tuna) and other small fiuna species.

In 1998, the total catch of blvefin tuna and related species by Libya amounted to 1,382 MT (Table 1), As regards other
species, 4000 Attantic black skipjack and Atlantic bonita (for a total waight of 20 MT) were caught hy fixed traps. Some
6500 individuals of the same species were canght by longline (total weight of about 31.5 MT), There were swordfish by-
catches amounting to 11 MT which were taken by longline.

2, Research

The results of research on the length-weight rclationship and the conditien factor (X) of bluefin tuna in Libya for the
years 1997, 1998 and 1999 will be published in 2000,

Table 1. Libyan caiches of bluefin tmna and related species (in MT) in 1998

Gear Area Na, afvessels Total catch

Longline Med + E. Atlantic 10 020

Purse seinz Mediterranzan 6 230

Traps Mediterranean 4 181
* Onginal report in Englisk,
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NATIONAL REPORT OF MOROCCO"

by
S. Srour™” and A, Fahfouhi™

I, Introduction

Although it is very old, the fishing of tunas and tuna-tike species in Moroccan waters is limited to the traps set in the
migration routé of these species, and to the sporadic catches taken by other fishing techniques, such as purse scine (uscd
by sardine vessels) since the 19505, longline, and other passive gears,

In the early 1990s, new fishing activities were initiated in the seetor, which resulted in an important incresse in the
catches of these species, The important development of swordfish fishing in the Meditercanean is attributed to the
introduction of pelagic drifinets. In addition, the davelopment of an artisanal fishery since 1994 in the Ksar Sghir region
(in the Mediterraneany, which utilizes hand line as the fishing gear, has resulted in considerable catches of large sized
bluefin tuna, for export to the Japanese market,

2. Fishery information

Statistics on the national and foreign fishery for tunas and tuna-like species are presented in Tables 1 to 5, In 1998,
the caiches of mnas and tnna-like species amounted to 13,441 MT, of which 63% were tgken in the Aflandc and 37% in
tre Mediterranean. In weight, small tunas comprisad 63% of the total catches, Swordfish and bluefin tuna represented
25% and 12% of the total weight, respectively (Table 1).

2.1 The national fishery
a) Blnefin funa

In 1998, the total production of blugfin {una amgunted to 2,430 MT, of which 23% was [romn (he Mediterranean, An
increase of about 25% was reported, as compared to the average catches for the 1995-1997 period (Table 2). Blucfin tuna
were canght mainly by the following three gears:

— Traps: In 1998, there were five traps off the Moroccan coast, one in the Mediterranean and four in the Atlantic.
These traps canght 1,520 MT in 1998, which represented 63% of the total bluefin tuna catches, The period of activity of
these traps is between the months of April and Juge for the Atlantic traps anc from May to October for the Mediterranean
traps. By-caiches of other tuna and tuna-like species are alsa taken by the {raps.

— Hand line: Fishing with hand line was injtiated in the Moroccan Mediterrunean in 1994 by an artisanal fleet
camprised of about 100 vessels Jess than 5 m in length). This fishing typs currently contributes 24% (three-year average)
of the total bluefin tuna catches, i.¢. about 500 MT ayear. This fishing type, which is directed at large-sized bluefin tuna,
is conducted throughout the year, with a twg to three menth halt in activity {April to June}.

— Purse scine: Blucfin tana fishing with purse scing is carried out mainly in the Atlantic by about 250 pursc scine
vessels that operate in an oggasional and seagsonal manner. The tunas caught by this fishing technique are smaller than

* Original report in French
** Institut National de Recherche Halieutique,

*“* Lfinistére das Peches Manitimes,
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those obtained by other fishing gears. The average weight of the bluefin is between 20 and 40 kg, depending on the port,
and does not usually exceed 70 kg. It should also be noted that the pelagic drifinet fishery directed at swordfish also
catches bluefin tung as by-calch.

b) Swordfish

Swordfish fishing int the Mediterranean was initialed in 1983. The reported catches since then have been minor, al
about 50 MT, up ta 1988, Since 1989, the catches increased notably, and surpassed 5,000 MT in 1997. In 1998, the
swordfish catches experienced a 35% decline as compared to the'pravious year. The hiph catches in the period under study
coincide with the iniroduction of pelagic driftneis. Aboet 250 coastal vessels conduct this type of fishing (average GRT:
50; average length: 13 m). Of these vessels, 60% are based in Tangier and fish in the Moroccan Mediterranean, The
catches taken in the Mediterranaan in 1998 comprised 94% of the total Moroccan catches of swordfish, Driftnet fishing
contributes 90% of the national catches, whereas fishing by longline and other gears only represenis 10% of the catches
{Table 3), The swordfish fishing season takes place mainly between the months of April and November,

c) Small tunas

In 1998, catches of small tunas (including skipjack tuna} amounted to 7,592 MT, of which 84% were taken in the
Atlantic, An important segment (68%) of these catches are obtained by pursc scine. Takle 4 shows the catches of small
tunas, by area and by gear, in 1998. These species are caught mainly by surface gears and secondly by traps,
2.2 Forelgn caiches

a) Agreement between Morocco and the European Community

The data available on foreign fishing vessels are presented in Table 5. Two types of vessels flying European flags
(Spain and Portugal) have beca authorized to fsh tunas under Morocean license in the EEZ of Morocco:

Tuna baithoats: Ahout 30 tana baitboats (with Spanish flag) fish tunas in the Aflaniic part of the Moroccan EEZ.
Blucfin tuna constitute the major species. Reported catches of this species in 1997 amounted 1o 462 MT, There were ne
reported catches of swordfish,

Longliners; Blyefin tuna is a secondary species caught by Spanish and Portugnese flagged longliners, On the other
hand, swordfish comprise a major part of the catches, The available data show about 28 MT of bluefin and 1,130 MT of
swordfish were canght,

b) Apreement between Morocco and Japan

There are 29 Japanesc industrial longliners fishing within the framework of a fishing agreement between Moroceo and
Japan. The 1997 reported catches were 341 MT ef blucfin funa and 11.5 MT of swordfish.

3. Research activities

In October, 1998, a regional fishery research center was ¢reated, under the auspices of the /nstitut Mational de
Recherche Halleutique, The objective of this center is to ireprove moniioring of the Mediterranean fisheries, with the
study of tunas ds one of its major activities. In this respect, the following are being done:

- Updating and improvementi of the collection of national statistics on hunas,

— Creation of a regional program, coordinated by the FAQ COPEMED Project, for the study of the biology and
exploitation af tunas in the Mediterranean.

- Active pariicipation of national scientists in ICCAT s work.
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Table 1. Statistics on tuna fishing in 1998 {in MT}

Mediterranaan

Speeivs AHante Atlontic+ Aded
Bipefin tuna 1,366 564 2,430
Swordfish 161 3,228 3,419
Small tunas 6,392 1,200 7,592
TOTAL 8,445 4,992 13,441
Table 2. Catches (in MT) of bluefin tuna, by area and by gear, 1990-1998

Araa Gaar 1980 199] 1992 1593 1994 1995 1995 1997 1998

Med, HAND 0 0 0 0 373 816 541 455 344

GILL 3 3 4 ] 16 92 30 17 18

P3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0

Trap 1,118 912 201 73 703 127 15 63 2

Ad, Trap 323 482 94 387 494 210 69% 1,240 1,518

Ps 54 © 46 462 3 213 458 323 828 37

GILL i1 k! 6 4 13 10 13 0 31

Tot. Atl. 408 530 562 416 20 678 1,035 2,068 1866

Tot, Med. 1,150 915 206 79 1,092 1,038 586 535 564

TOTAL 1558 1455 768 495 1812 1,713 621 2,603 2,430
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Table 3, Catches (in MT) of swvordfish, by area and by gear, 1990-1998

Area Gear 18940 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1994
Med. LL 371 508 807 517 527 169 273 245 323
GILL 866 1,186 1,883 2,068 2,109 1,518 2,461 4,653 2,503
P3 0 ] 0 0 i) 0 0 0 0
Trap 12 12 2 4 18 9 0 2 ]
Atl, Trap 34 5 21 2 11 12 7 ] 2
s 14 4 3 g 5 7 98 19 10
GILL 19 9 4 2 13 32 322 13 1719
LL 24 a2 31 27 7 28 35 239 0
Tot. Atl. 21 110 6% 39 36 79 462 267 191
Tot, Med. 1,249 1,706 2,692 2,589 2,654 1,696 2,734 4900 3228
TOTAL 1,340 1,81« 2,760 2,628 2,690 1,778 3,196  §,167 3419

Tablg 4, Catches (in MT) of small tunas, by area and by gear, in 1998

Area Gear A, Atlantic
black benite Skipjack  Frigore tuna Plain boniio
skipfack (BON]) ([EK (FRI) (BOP} TOTAL
(LTA)
Med. TRAP ] 2 4 78 0 484
HAND 0 0 0 0 0 0
GILL 14 37 1 629 ! 683
LL 0 | | 0 b 0 ¢ | 0
P8 0 o 0 33 0 33
Atl, TRAP 0 0 0 87 0 87
HAND 0 0 0 0 0 0
GILL 0o 78 620 512 0 1,210
LL 0 0 0 0 0 0
PS 189 1,479 1861 1,538 28 5,095
Tot Med 14 39 5 1,140 2 1,200
Tat Atl 59 1,557 2,481 2,137 28 6,392
TOTAL 203 1,586 2,486 3,277 30 7,592
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Table 5, Bluefin tunn and swordfish catches (in MT) by foreign flag vessels in 1996-1998

Species Fear Gear Flag Atfentic Aded
Bluefin tuna 1996 R&R Spain 608
1L Japan Gl
LL Spain 22 3
HAND Spain 2
Bluefin funa 19497 R&R Spain 463
LL Japan 342
LL Spain 2 3
Swirdfish 1396 LL Japan 3
LL Portegal 10
LL Spain 1,073 28
HAND Spain o
DWT Spain 1
Swordfish 1997 L Japan 12
1L Portugal 123
LL Spain 1,008
HAND Spain 0
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NATIONAL REPORT OQF RUSSIA 1998-1999

i. Introduction

In Russia, wozk relevant to research on tunas and tuna-like species s carried out by the Atlantic Scientific Research
Instituie of Marine Fisheries and Oceanography (AtlantNIR(O), and by the All-Russian Scientific Research Institute of
Marine Fisheries and Oceanography (VNIRO). These organizations collect catch and biological statistics and analyze the
data, provide operative fishery monitoring, and prepare propesals and recommmendations required for funa fishing vessel
operations, The statistical data included in his report are presented on a year basis,

2. The fishery in 1998

In 1998, purse seiners operated with the Exclusive Economic Zone of Sierra Leone in February-May. During this same
peried and in Jannary, 1998, they also aperated in the apen central eastern Atlantic Ocean,

In the period from September 1o December, 1998, purse seiners fished tunas in the Equatorial central eastern Atlantic
Ocean. Small tunas and safated species (Atlantic bonito, mackerels) are found in trawl catchies, However, since it was
impassible to accurateiy assess the totaf numher of these species and the number by species, these were net included in
the priginal statistics and no research was carried ont,

2| Fleet and fishing gears

A specialized tuna fishery was carried out by seven medium-sized purse seiners. The net registered capacity of sach
vessel was 181 MT (101-200 GRT class). A tuna net measuring 1,450 m in length and 196 m in depth was used as the
fishing gear.
2.2 Cateohes in the Sierra Leone EEZ

The tolal catch of tunas from the Sierra Leone economic zone ampunted to 5,202 MT. The buik of the catch was
comprised as follows: 3,982 MT vellowdin tuna (76.5%); 415 MT skipjack tuna {8.0%), 88 MT Atlantic black skipjack
{1.7%); and 717 MT of frigate tuna (13.8%) (Table 1}.

~ Effort and catch-per-unit effort

The total effort of all the vesszls amounted to 531 vessel fishing days. The catch per vessel fishing day, by months,
was as follows: 13.5 MT in February; 12.9 MT in March; 8.6 MT in April;, and 7.0 MT in May.
2.3 Open central eastern Atlantic

Seven medium-sized purse seiners took part in the iuna fishery, During the first half of the year (February-May),
excluding January, ihese vesseis periodically shifted from the Sierra Leone zone to the adjacent ocean areas when

unfaverable fishing condidons occnrred, In September, the fighery in the open area resumed and continued unti! Decermber
in tha araps adjacent to the Equator.

* Onginal report in English,
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The total catch from this ocean area amounted to 2,668 MT. The catches wore comprised of four tuna species,
specifically: 949 MT of yellowfin tuna (35.6%); 1,671 MT of skipjack (62.6%); 44 MT of frigate tuna (1.6%); and 4 MT
of bigeye tuna (0.2%) (Tahle 1).

— Effort and catch-per-unit effort

In the open eastern Atlantic Ocean, purse seiners operated during 618 days in the tuna fishery. The catch per vessel
fishing day varied widsly and amounted to an average of 4.3 MT,

3. The fishery in the first half of 1999

In the pericd from January to June, the tuna purse seiners traditionalty fished in the Siermra Leone Exclusive Econormic
Zone and adjacent open sea areas, Six purse seiners participated in the fishery, According to the preliminary statistical
data, the total tuna catch amounted to 5,793 MT, broken down as follows: 4,359 MT of yellowfin tuna; 1,426 MT of
skipjack tuna; and 8 MT of bigeve tuna (Table 2},

4, Research

Biological dala on the different tuna species were collected by a single observer in the January to May, 1998, period.
During this period, the observer visitcd threc fishing vessels, A total of 6,030 tuna individuals wore measured. During the
second half of 1998 and 1999, no observers were on board vessels.

Data on the length compesition of yelfowfin tuna and sldpjack for 1958 were processed. In January-May, yellowhin
measuring 36-174 cm in length were found in the catches from the Sierra Leone zone and adjacent seas. The length range
included three modal groups of 45-55 cm, 60-70 cm, and 100-110 cra. The length of skipjack varied from 36 to 67 cm.
The following modal groups were found: 41~43 cm, 46-48 cm, 51-52 cm and 54-58 cm. The data on the yellowfin tuna
measurements showed that the number of individuals below 55 cm in length and 3.2 kg in weight constituted B.9% afthe
catches in 1998 and 14% of the catches in 1997,

The tuna catches were analyzed by types of schools fished in the first halfof 1998, Forty-seven percent (47%) of fice
swimming schools of yellowfin tuna were caught by purse seine, as were 21% of the free schools of small tunas. Porse
seine catches under fish aggregating devices accounted for 28% of the small tuna catches and 4% of marine mammal
catches. The caiches, by school types, amounted to 35.1%, 27.3%, 33.8%, and 3.8%, respectively.

A retrospective analysis of the follawing biclogical characteristics was carried aut an bullet funa: tength composition,
stages of gopad maturity, and stomach contents. The analysis was performed by different.areas of the eastern Atlantie
Ogean for the 1973-1992 period. The amount of data anglyzed included 20,576 individuals measured, 4,762 gonads, and
3,990 stomachs, o

Wark wat also carried out to transfer the retrospective data an tunas and related species onto magnetic carriers. The

computer data base of the catch and biological data includes data from purse seine and longling logs, data on biological
analysis by species, and the results of size sampling.
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Table 1. Species composition of the tuna catches and fishing effort in the Atlantic Ocean
in 1998, by fishing grounds and fishing seasons

Opan central tropical

Sierra Leone area Atlantic area Toial
No. of vessels 7 7
Tannary-May &
Fishinp season Febmary-May  September-December
Efffori {days al sea) 531 618
Catches (MT):
Yellowfin tima (YFT) 3,982 940 4,931
Skipjack tuna (SKJ) 415 1,671 2,086
Bipeye tuna (BET) 4 4
Atlantic black skipjack (LTA) EB 88
Fripate tuna {FRI} 717 44 761
Total 5,202 - 2,668 7,870
Table 2. Tung catches (in MT) taken by Enssian purse seiners
during the first half of 1992
Species Catch (MT) |
Yellowfin tuna (YFT) 4,339
‘Skipjack tuna (SKJ) . 1,426
Aflantic black skipjack (LTA) -
Bullet tuna (BLT) |
Fripate tuna (FRI) -—
Bigeye tuna (BET) 8
TOTAL 5,793
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NATIONAL REPORT OF SOUTH AFRICA*
by

R. W. Leslie
Marine and Coastal Management, South Africa

1, National fisheries information

Early recotds of tuna fishing in South Africa date back to the 1950s, when the first catches made by recreational shore
znglers. Commercial longlining for unas started in the early 19605, with catches of up 1o 1800 MT of albacare (Thannuts
alalunga), southern blugfin /T, maccoyit) and bigeys (7. obasus) tuna being made, However, this early longline fiskery
ceased beyond the mid-1960s, because tuna at thai time fetched a poor market price and funa fishing was abandoncd in
favor of the developing, and more lucrative, Vema rock lobster and west coast trawl (sole} and purse-seine (pilchard)
fisheries.

L. I The pole and line fishery

The use of pole and line was introduced and found to be an effective tuna fishing method, and paling has been
employed commercially since the 1970, In 1979 commercial tuna fishing effort increased after a record run of yellowfin
mmna (T, albacares) in the region. Subsequent to that, the Sonth African funa fishery has remained essentially a surface
pole and line fishiery that 1argeis albacore in near-shore waters off the west coasts of South Africa and Namibia, There have
been approximately 100-200 commerclal vessels active in this fishery since 1978, and numercus swall sports craft {(3-8m)
also fish for albacore and other tunas with rod and reel in the vicinity of Cape Poiat in the southwestern Cape (Figure 1).

1.2 The longline fishery

During 1998, South Africa issued permits to longline vessels from Japan (86) and Chinese-Taipei (24) to fish for tunas
(and assaciated species) within the South African EEZ, in terms of bi-lateral Fsheries agreements. South Africa receives
six-monthly sumumarized catch returns and catch per vessel per month, However, neither validation of these retums, ner
independent evaluation of catches was conducted.

In the early 1990’s tuna longline permits applications were received from the local tuna pole and line fleet, interested
in developing a South African fishery for sashimi prade tunas and swordfish. However, policy developmend regarding the
aHocation of fishing rights, delayed the issue of permits. In 19535, the first experimental longline permit was issued, and
operated as a joint venture between South African and Japanese companies. In response fo renewed Apphcauuns from the
fishing industry, propasals were developed for the re-issue of tuna longline permits, subject (o restrictions to prevent their
use to target non-tuna species. In 1997, thirty cxperimental longline permits were allocated, 20 to existing tuna fishers
and 10 to new entrants from previously disadvantaged groups. The number of longline permits was reduced to 23 in 1998,

During the 1993 joint-venture experiment, 1 MT of swordhsh (Xiphias gladius) was landed. Subsequently there was
a rapid increase in the reported catches of swordfish by foreign longline vessels. Combined with the results of the sport
fishery for swordfish, these catches have prompted substantial interest by Scuth African tuna fishermen in targeted
longlining for swordfish as reported in the 1995 South African National Report),

* Oripinal seport in Eoglish,
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2. Research and stafisties
2.1 Alhacore

South Africa implemented a logbeook system to moniter the fishing efforts of her tuna flect in 1985 as part of the
development of the National Marine Linebsh Systern (NMLS), a database to menitor all linefishing vessels, Comparisons
with dealer returns showed that logbooks substantially under repori tuna catches, by as much as 50% in some years.
Censequently, dealer retums were used to monitor total catch levels, and to validate catch statistics reported to ICCAT.
However, the collection of dealer returms has varied substantially over the years, as buying patterns have changad and
are not always reliable,

The amount of fish exporled is precisely known, because all exporis must be inspected by, and bear a Customs and
Excise stamp. Almost all of the albacore catchis exported, therefore, Customs and Excise records provide the most reliable
estimate of total albacore catch. Customs and Excise records are available from 1993 anwards, and show that, even with
the dealer returns, the annual albacore catch in 1993-1996 was under-estimated. The apparent declining trend in albacare
catches since 1993 reported to ICCAT in the South African National Report for 1997 now appears to be an artefact of
under-reported caiches (Table 1, Figure 2). In the futare, the estimated total tuna catch for the South African flgel
reported to ICCAT will be based on Cuostoms and Excise data.

Apnual albacore catches by the South African tuna fleet are strongly influenced by the availability of albacore in the
inshore waters cxploited by the fleet. Albacore availability in the near-shore zone is thought {o be influenced by
environmental factors, Prior to 1991, almost one half of the Sonth African calch was tuken in the region of Tripp
Seamount in Namibiin waters. Following the declaration of Namibian independence in 1990, Sounth African vessels were
exciuded from the rich Tripp Seamsount albacore fishing grounds, resudting in a sharp drop in the South African catch in
1991 (Figure 2), Some South African vessels are again fishing in Namibian waters, but the majority of the South African
catch since 1991 has been taken off the southwestern Cape (Figure 3).

Length-frequency sampling of the South Afiican catc_iies of scuthern albacore continued, A total of 7956 albacore was
measurad in 1997, and 5089 in 1998, The albacorg catches consist of fish with a mean fork length of between 77 and 87
em, corresponding to fish of approximatcly 3-4 years cld (Figure 4).

2.2 Swordfish

The experimental pelapic longline fishery initiated in 1997 was intended as a tuna directed fishery, with swordfish
by-catch limited to 15% per landing. However, the vessels are cquipped with American mono-filament poar and light
sticks, and sword/fish have comprised the balk of their catch.

A total 467.8 MT dressed weight of swordfish was landed during 1998, which is abaut 70% of the total landed catch
by the Sonth African laongline fleet. Abont 150 MT {dressed weight) of swornifish wers caught in the South African EEZ
west of 20°E (i.e. in the ICCAT Convention Area). A further 140 MT (dressed weight} of swordfish was caoght to the
cast of 20°E. The calch position of 1he resi of the catch is unknown, but it was pmbably caughit off the Agulbas bank in
tha IOTC Cnnveuunn Area,

Length frequency samples wers collected as either pectoral fin to taudal notch (PCN) or pectoral fin to fork length
(PFL). The length measure used by ICCAT is lower jaw to fork length (LIFL). PCN and PFL measurements were
converted to LIFL using regression formulae PEL = (,8045%LIFL — 8,5647; BCN = 0,6853%LJFL — §.879, presenied in
the 1998 SCRS document “A first description of the developing South African pelagic Jongline fishery” by Penney and
Griffiths (1998). The size struciure of the South African swordfish catch in 1998 is illusirated in (Figure 5).

The tatal efforl for the fishery is estimated at approximately 359 thousand hooks deployed, The averape catch per unit
effort (CPUE) has declined from an average of 3.4 kg dressed weight per hook during the first three months, to an average
of 1.0 kg dressed weight per hoek daring the last three months (Figure 6). It is possible that this rapid decline in CPUE
reflects changes in the fishery more than in stock abundance. Towards the end of 1998 many additional vessels, with
inexperienced skippers, started fishing. They all fished in the area off the south-gastern edge of the Agulhas bank preferred
by the experienced skippers. This could have lead fo saturation of this araa, resulting in & marked decline in CPUE,

South Africa is working on as assessment for the southern Africa region. Although tentative, a first attempt at a simple
yield-per-recruit analysis suggested that an annual catch of 1000 MT of swordfish from the South African EEZ could be
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sustainable. A maximum precastionary catch limit of 1000 MT was accepied nntil sufficient data hecome available to
undertake a more defensible assessment.

3. Implementation of ICCAT conservation and manugenient measures

3.1 Alhacore

Atthe 1998 [CCAT Commission Mecting, the four Parties participating in the fishery for southern Atlantic albacore
{(Brazil, Chinese-Taipci, Namibia and South Africa), were requested to submit bimontily suimmaries of catches to South
Africa in order to momitor progress 1oward filting the ICCAT recommended TAC for southern albacore. Despite numerous
requests by South Africa and by the ICCAT Secretariat, some of the participating Parlies have not submitted albacore catch
data to South Africa, Catch information submitted to date is summarized in Table 2.

3.2 Swardfish

South Africa currently does not have a swordfish allocation for the ICCAT Convention Area. Howsever, only part of
the South African EEZ falls within the ICCAT Convention Area, and there is some doubi as to the origin of the swordfish
within the Sputh African EEZ, They could be part of the Indian or Ailantic stocks, or may even be a resident sub-
popwlation,

A preliminary assessment of the swordfish stocks within South Africa’s EEZ, indicated that an annua! yield of 1060
MT of swordfish could be sustained, A global limit of 1000 MT of swordfish by-catch in the South African pelagic
longline fishery within the South African EEZ was implemenied during 1997, with the further restriction that swordfish
may not exceed 15% of the total calch per landing. The intention of this resiriction was to prevent the development of a
swordfish fishery inthe ICCAT Convention Arca. Strict enforcement of this by-caich limit in the South African EEZ has
forced many of the South African fishers to land their catches in ports of neighboring countries.

Anobserver scheme has been launched and the first observer was placed on a local longline vessel in November, 1998,
‘The scheme will be expanded in 1999, and will target both [ocal and forgign longline vasscls.

Table 1. Annual total albacore catch (MT) previously reported to ICCAT, hased on logbeoks and dealer returns,
and the nominal mass of South African caught alhacore that was exporied

Year Previcusly Exported
1985 6657
1986 5830
1987 7275
1888 ’ 6570
1989 6800
1990 5280
1991 3410
1992 6360
1993 6743 6881
1994 3268 6931
1595 4246 5213
1986 2856 5635
1997 - 617
1598 - 8406




IGCAT REPORT, 1298-93 (II)

Tabie Z. Albacore catciies (in MT) reporied to South Africa
for each rcporting period, by participating Party

Participating Party Jan-Fab Mar-Apr May-Jin
Brazil No data No data No data
‘Chiness-Taipei 2,358 2,478 . 3,189
Namibia Nao data No data No data
Scuth Africa 1,371 Lov1

NAMIBIA

aoees

33°5 Western Caps SOUTH AFRICA

South wastern Cape

Fig, 1. Areas off South Africa und Namibia that support
albacore catches. The arens are the same as in
Figure 3.
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South African albacore catches (nominal mass) in recent years, The sodid bars for 1994 and 1995
represent the reported total albacore caich, The pale bars represent the nominal mass of South
African canghe albacore that was exporied,
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Catches by area for the South African albacore fishery, Areas are illustraied in Figure 1.



ICCAY REPORT, 1888438 {il)

Meen siza: B7em Y 1907 14n |Mean sizar79om

:Eg JMean sze Bfem T - " 7988 :::g
120 : 120;:
160 100 -
£0 B0
&0 60
40 4 40 4
2t! -+ 20 ]
[} S =l SUR SRR NN Nt —— i
41 5t Bt .7t 8 .81 .01 . 1M
:Eg_hisansfz§:alcm - J‘ SO = b ":ig_Meanslzezﬁcm . 1@'
120 420 4
164 4 1004,
ag 80 -
5O 50
40 40
20 4 : 20 4
[ S s A TSRS ISRAEEER LA .0
3 - S - D S R S B 1 B 33 4
1ED _ 150 parper TR L]
140-MH" fza) 7o 1,9.%- ._jlﬂ_Mgall'l siza: E_IZ!:rr! 1654
120 4 1304 :
1604 100 4
80 50
0 £3
40 40 4
20 .20
v EASRES e LEs A aEa
3 . ey IRT: A i
:Eg—hlaan size; Técm 1821, :3 .
120 ; 126 4 ’
100 4 [LEHE.
BO a0 |
ED | 60 4
40 - 4
20 20
. — M ! -~ e
4 B & M M 0H w1 I B + 1
1% e —5% 18 o oies: B TEeg
1gg [Mean size: 83em 1992 144 L '
142 120 4
120 1004
:3 §0
&0 \,5”.'
40 . 44,
2 p* .
o]—"'r 0 ST . R R
TR YO TR M R SR T TR I1 TR T S & N | BB [ B U

Fipure 4. Length frenquency distributions of whacore in South African eatches, 1987-1988,

280



NATIONAL REPORT: SAQUTH AFRICA

140

120 1

100 +

ac .L

60 1 —

Fraguency ger lhousang

40 4

20 1

_H}_l_i"‘lf—if_i:
Qo o o o 2 9
= [(p] [ [~ & 4

[ UR = YRR SV I a1 I T A

300 |

a o
o o
N ™
th {cm)

Fig.5. Lenth frequency distribution of the 1998 catch of swordfish taken by South African lonpline vessels
fishing in the South African EEZ, i.e. includes swardfish taken from both the ICCAT and IOTC
Convention Areas. '

&0 §
%Bnﬁ
.g 70 | 44
- 604 2
D 430
&% 50 __.:&
o £
'U4U- "2*—;‘-}'
-
gSO- §
= 20 1 +1
b
g10~
] 3 0
55383 328% 28888838
=4 & c 5 L = = > & 4| o oz =
$ 3388532338248 3
=
Monthly catchas

Fig. 6. Manthly swordfish catch and CPUE for the South African experimentat pelagic longline fishery in
the South African EEZ.

281



{CCAT REPCRT, 1228-38 {II}

NATIONAL REPORT OF TUNISIA®
by
A. Haltour™

1. Infroduction

Scombrids species are, without a doubt, the most important species off the Tunisian coast, particularly bluefin tuna
{Thunnus thynrus), Atlantic black skipjack (Euthynnus alletteratus), Atlantic bonito (Sarda sarda), and bullet una (4 uxis
rochei). Since the majority of the catches of the first two species are destined for canning, a local canning indusiry hias
developed. Bluefin tuna, together with swordfish, are the preferred species for the export market, with a major part of these
catches exported to Japan and to some European countrics.

The gears utilized are quite variable and these have been improved as new teclmolagies are incorporated,

All along the Mediterranean coasts there is evidence that tuna fishing dates back to many years. Such fishing was
carried out nsing harpoons and later hand lines, drifinets and purse sciners were intraduced, Lookouts (“ribats™) in towers
informed the fishermen about the movements of tunas closs to the coast, and these were immediately surrounded.

Tuna fishing with traps was introduced by the Phocnicians, but development of this fishing technique did not occur
until after the 19 century. The first Tunisian traps date back to approximately 1820. In the carfy 20% century, there were
10 active traps, while at present only two remain active, the Sidi Daoud trap off northern Tunisia, and the Monastir trap
to East.

A purse seine fishery was initiated in 1976 and has resulted in a considerable increase in the catches of these specics
The introduction of purse scine fishery has contributed to the development of the tuna fisheries in general. Currently, close
to 70 vessels arg invotved in tina fishing along the Tunisian coasts. These vessels, which are almost all made of wood,
measure between 13 and 38 meters in length, with a GRT of 18 to 298 MT, and are equipped with diesel engines that vary
from 110 to 992 HP,

As regards the swordfish fishery, there arc about 40 longline vessels that target this species in waters off Tunisia. The
major part of the effort is concentrated off the north coast of the conntry and the two main landing ports for this specics

are Tabarca and Bizerte. In 1998, two other ports (Tehoulba and Mahdia), located in the central area of the country,
increased their activities. :

2, The fishery

In 1998, catches of {unas and tuna-liks species (swordfish) amounted to 4,220 MT. En terms of weight, small lunas
comprise 49% of the total catches and bluefin tuna make up 4 1%, The proportion of swordfish in the catches is about 10%.

2.1 Bluefin tuna

In 1998, the total catches of bluefin tuna were 1,745 MT, which represents a considerable decrease as compared (o
1997. This decraase, estimated at 455 MT, is about 27% less than the reported catch in 1997, Tunisian fishermen use three
gears to catch tunas:

* Originnl report in French.
*+ Inslitut Nativaal des Sciences at Technologies de 1n Mer (TNSTM).
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Purse seine: Since the early 1980s, purse seine Ashing activities have increased. Due to the continuous increase in
the demand (bluefin tuna), fishing vessels operale annually in arcas that have now become traditional fishing areas. From
Octaber to March, these vessels fish in the Gulf of Gabés and in waters close to the Tunisian-Libyan border, Fishing is
directed at medium-sized tunas, between 25 and 70 kg, destined exclusively for the export market. From April to the end
of July, these vessels follow the movements of the spawiiers, from North of Tunisia to the extreme South, Part of these
catches are exported, and the remainder are sold for Iocal consumption and for canning. ‘The weight of these fish varies
hetween 50 and more than 250 kg. Purse seine landings of bluefin wna currently comprise 90% of the national catches.

Traps: National catches of bluefin tuma in the two active lraps are becoming less and less important, In 1998, {rap
catches were less than 35 MT, i.e. harely 2% of the total blvefin tuna caiches. The trap season is from the end of Apnl
to the end of July. From the Jandings in recent years, it can be noted that bluefin (una cateltes cease towards the end of
May, whereas in the past, bluefin catches were made [rom May to June and occasionally up early July,

Hand lines: Hand line fishing has been carried out for many years by trawling vessels, but as a secondary gear.
Catches by this fishing method are on the order of 30 to 100 MT,

2.2 Small tunas

Catches of small tunas in 1998 were 2,061 MT. Atlantic black skipjack comprise 51% of the catches, followed by
Atlantic bontto (41%) and frigate tunas (4%).

These catch figuras should be considered with some reserve since there is a lot of confusion as regards the species.
Since about a year ago, the national statistical services have been asked to give special attention to the identification of
the species and pamphlets were prepared and distributed through the fishenmen’s union and the Administration,

A major part of the catches of small tunas corresponds to purse seiners, light fishing (Jamparos), and other coastal
gears, Currently, small funa catches comprise 70% of the trap catches.

2.3 Swordfish

Swordfish fishing in Tunisian waters is becoming more and more important, This fishing activity is generally being
practiced all along the coasts, whereas in 1992, such fishing only took place off the norlhern coast of Tunisia.

This increase in affort is resulting in an increase in the catches, which have gone from 200 MT in 1992 to more than
404 MT in 1998,
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Tnble |, Tunisian catches of large pelagle, by gear, 1990-1998; Bluefin tuna (in MT)

Gear 1280 1991 1992 1993 1004 1995 1895 1987 1928
BS 114 1,073 975 1,997 2,523 L617 2,147 1,992 1,662
TRAP 249 243 175 92 169 223 154 a5 33
HAND . 43 50 45 43 81 ¥ 92 113 48
TOTAL 461 1,366 1,195 2,132 2,503 1,807 2,393 2,200 1,745

Table 2, Tunisian catches of large pelagics, by species, 1920-1998: Small tunas (In MT)

Species 1590 1997 1092 1983 .J' 894 1995 1986 1957 1558
E.alletteratus 2,113 1,343 664 242 204 696 R24 333 1,113
Sarda 488 305 643 792 0s 413 560 611 853
Auxis 085 285 35 20 13 14 13 26 87
Others 0 309 105 115 255 657 6
TOTAL 3,586 2,633 1,363 1,363 627 1,238 1,612 1,630 2,061

Table 3, Tunisian of large pelagics, 1990-1998: Swordfish {in MT)

Species 1990 1981 1952 Jpa3 1994 1995 1996 1987 1998

Swordfish 176 181 178 354 298 3718 352 G 414
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NATIONAL REPORT OF UNITED KINGDOM - BERMUDA’

1. The flect

The Bermuda commercial fishing flect consisted of 189 vessels during 1998 with approximatcly one-third of these
vessels actively fishing for tuna and tuna-tike species. Most of this Gshing is carried out in the inner 40 km of the Bermnda
Exclusive Economic Zone although longline operations worked considerably fartlier offshore.

The composition of the Bertnuda domestic fleet has been modified to include some purpose-built longline vessels, one
of which is a larger vessel obtamed through a recognized Jeasing arrangement. Al Bermuda-based longliners are equipped
with an Andronics satellite-based monitoring system (VME),

2. The catchey

In 1998, the total catch of tuna and tuna-like species was 184.4 MT. Details on the Bermuda catches are presented in

Table 1, : ' '
3, Research
Bermuda is actively involved in the ICCAT Enhanced Program: for Billfish Research and this year co-sponsored a pilot

study invelving the use of satellite tags. The Bermuda Division of Fisheries continues to engage in several regional
research programs directed at pelagic species,

Table 1. Summary of cutches of tunu and tnna-like species taken by Bermuda in 1998 (revised)

Species Weight (MT)
Yellowtin tuna 2.8
Blnefin funa | 2
Blackfin tuna 6.1
Albacore <1.0
False albacore . 4.9
Skipjack tuna ' <1.0

~ Wahoo 107.8
Blug marlin 5
While marlin 1
Swordfish 3
Total | 184.4

* Original report in Enplish,
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by

U.S. Departnent of Commerce
National Oceanic & Atmospheric Adminisiration
National Marine Fisheries Service -

1. Introduction

Total (preliminary) reported U.S. catch of tuna and tuna-like fishes (including swordfish, but excluding other
hillfishes) in 1998 was 26,631 MT (Table 1). This rcpresents a decrease of 2,883 MT (10% decrease) from 1997,
Estimated swordfish catch (including estimated dead discards) decreased 185 MT to 3,655 MT, and provisional landings
from the U.S. fishery for yellowfin in the Gulf of Mexico dzcraased in 1998 10 2,006 MT from 2,634 MT in 1997, The
estimated 1998 GulF of Mexico Jandings of yellowfin accounted for 36% of the estimated total T.S. yellowfin landings
in 1998, U.S. vessels fishing in tbe northwest Atlantic landed an estimated 1,234MT of bluefin, a decrease of 99 MT
compared to 1897. Provisional skipjack landings increased by 21 MT ta 105 MT from 1597 to 1998, cstimated bigeye
landings decreased by 208 MT compared io 1997 fo an estimated 928 MT in 1998, and estimated albacore landings
increased from 1997 to 1998 by 249 MT 10 830 MT.

In addition to monitoring landings and size of swordfish, bluefin tuna, yellowfin tuna, biilfish, and other large pelagic
species throngh continwed port and toumament sampling, logbook and dealer reporting procedures, and scientific cbserver
sampling of the .5, fleet, major research activities in 1997 and 1998 focused on several items. Research on development
of methodologies to determine the genetic discreetness of large pelagic fishes in the Atlantic was continued. Larval surveys
for bluefin tuna and other large pelagics in the Guif of Mexico were continued. Research continued on development of
robust estimation techniques for population analyses. Research was also continued oo appreaches for characterization of
uncertainty in assessments and methods for translating that wncertainty into risk levels associated with alternative
management approaches, U,S. scientists also continued to coordinate efforts for the ICCAT Enhanced Reszarch Program
far Billfish and for the Btucfin Year Program. Caoperators in the Southeast Fisherics Center's Cooperative Tagging
Program Lagged and rcleasced 2,499 billfishes (swordfish, marlins and sailfish) and 2,383 tunas in 1998, This represents
a decrease 0f23% from 1997 levels for billfish, and a increase of 21% far tunas. Cooperative research was conducted with
scientists front other nations on both spawning and indices of abundance for yellowfin tuna,

2. Fisheries monitoring
2.1 Tropical tvnas

A tharough review of available commercial and recreational fandings databases for the tropical tunas yellowfin, bigeye
and skipjack (as well as for the temperate albacore tuna) was conducted for the years 1980-1998, This review, the
methodologies and results for which are reported in SCR8/99/58, has resulted in revisions to the historical landings
cstimates for these species, These revisions have been reported separately to ICCAT and are reflected in the tables which
follow. Revisions to purse seine landings estimates, however, will be reported to ICCAT at a later date; lhese estimates
are still undergoing review, with particular attention to the assignment of fishing areas.

Yellowfin Tuna. Yellowfin is the principal species of trapical tuna Janded by U.S. fisherics in the western North
Atlantic. Tolal cstimated landings decreased to 5,619 in 1998, from the 1997 landings of 7,674 MT, The estimated 1998
value is considered provisional and may change owing o incorporation of Iate reports of commercial catches as they
become available and to possible revisions in estimates of rod & reel catches made by recrcational anglers. A high

* Original report in Englizh,
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proportion of the landings were dug to cstimated rod & reet catches of recreational anglers in the northwestern Atlantic
(2,846 MT). Estimates of U.S. recreational harvests for tuna and tuna-like species continue to be reviewed and this may
tesult in the need ta report additional revisions to the available estimates in the future. In 1996, 28%; in 1997, 34%; and
in 1998, 36%,; of the estimated U, S. yelowfin landings resulted from fish caught in the Gulf of Mexico; whereas between
1991 and 1993 longline caiches from the Gulf of Mexico represenied 47-64% of the estimated T.8. total.

Skipjack Tuna. Skipjack tuna also are caughi by U.S. vessels in the western North Atlantic, Total reported skipjack
landings (preliminary) increased from 84 MT in 1997 to 105 MT in 1998. Most of the catch is taken off the 1J.5. Easl
Coast (northwestern Atlantic) between Cape Hatteras and Long Island, Estimates of recreational harvests of skipjack
continue to be reviewed and may be revised again in the future,

Bigeye Tuna. The other large tropical tuna reported in caiches by U.S. vessels in the western North Atlantic is bigeve
tuna. The majority of U.S. landings of this species comes from fongline vessels fishing off the east coast of the U.S. in
the arep from Cape Hatteras, Nerth Carclina to Massachusetts. These landings accounted for 30% of the U, S, bigeya catch
in 1998, Total reported caiches and Iandings (preliminary) for 1998 decreased by 18% from 1136 MT in 1997 to 928 MT.
Neic that like yeHowfin, the estimates of rod & reel catch are considered provisional and may be revised based on results
of an ongoing review of reercational harvest estimates.

2.2 Temperute tunas

Biuefin, The U.S. bluefin tuna fishery continnes te be regulated by quotas, sexsans, gear restrictions, fmits on calches
per trip, and size limits. To varying degrees, these regulations are designed to restrict total 1.8, landings, to preserve the
monitoring nature of the fishery, and to conform to ICCAT recommendations.

U.S. vessels fishing in the northwest Atlantic (including the Gulf of Mexico} it 1998 landed an estimated 1,234 MT
of bluefin tuna and discarded dead an estimated 67 MY (tolal 1,301 MT). Those estimated Iandings represented a decrease
of 99 MT from the 1997 landings, and the estimated dead discards were 15 MT higher, The 1998 landings by gear were:
249 MT by purse scine, 133 MT by harpoon, 29 MT by handline, 49 MT by longline (of which, 18 MT were from the Gulf
of Mexica), 774 MT by rod & recl (of which, 166 MT was the preliminary estimate for bluefin less than 145 ¢m SFL from
off the northeastern U.8.), and less than I MT was taken by other pears. In addition 1o the landed catch, 514 bluefin (ahout
64 MT) were reported discarded dead by U, 8. longline vesseis; of those discards, an estimated 36 fish (about 7 MT) were
caught in the Gulf of Mexico. Additionally, 49 bluefin (less than 3 MT) were estimated to have been discarded dead by
rod and rezl fishermen, During 1997, in comparison, 37 MT were reported discarded dead by ULS, longline vessels, of
which 6 MT werc canghit in the Guilf of Mexico; an cstimated 15 MT were discarded dead by rod & reel fishermen. Data
are not available to estimate dead discards in purse seine and harpoon fisheries,

In response to 1992 regulations limiting the allowable catch of small fish by U.S. fishermen in conformity with JCCAT
agreements, enhianced monitoring of the rod and reel fishery was implemented in 1993 for the purpose of providing near
real-timie advice on catch evels by this fishery. This monitoring activity has continued and has included estimation of
catches by finer size categories than reporied above. The preliminary estimates for the 1998 rod and reel fishery off the
northeastern U,S, (incloding the Norih Carplina winter fishery) for landings in several size categories were: 5,171 fish
<115 cm {of which 236 fish, abaut 1 MT, were <640 ¢m), 1813 fish 115-144 cm and 184 fish 145-177 ¢m (101, 64, and
16 MT respectively).

In 1994, a catch and releass fishery for large bluefin developed off the coast of North Carolina during the winter
months (January-March). Catch rates (primarily of medium and/or large bluefin) were exiremely high (often in the 10's
of fish per trip) when compared to catch rates off the Mew England coast {about one fish per nine trips). It is believed thai
during 1995, 1996, and again in 1997 the level of fishing effort in the North Carolina fishery increased relative to 1994,
Landings of fish >>178 cm SFL are restricted to one fish per each perinitied vessel per year, and the total amaount of those
landings is restricted to 4 MT. Landings of fish <178 cm SFL are allowed, subject 1o variable bag limits, Many bluefin
tuna have been tagged by cooperative anplers from this fishery. In 1996, a monitoring program was instituted to monitor
the catch, catch rates and landings from this fishery, This component of the 1998 rod & reel fishery (inchuded in the totals
reporied in the previous paragraph) was estimated to be less than 3 MT landings of fish <145 cm, abowt 4 MT of fish 145-
177 cm and about 2 MT of fish =178 cm. It is assumed that unusual environmenial conditions ceniributed ta the low catch
rates, During Janvary and February of 1999, catch rates were hipher than the previous year, but the catches mainly
ocouried off southern North Carolina.

Albacore. Albacore are landed by TS, vessels; however, historically, albacore has not heen a main focus of the ULS.
commercial tuna fisheries oparating in the North Atlantic. Commercial reported catches were relatively low priorto 1985;
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however, these catches increased substantially and have remained at higher levels throughout the 1990s, with ncarly all
of the production annually coming from the northeastern U.S, coast. Caribbean landings increased in 1995 to make up
over 14% of the total, but U8, Jandings from the Caribbean have remained below 4% of the total each year during 1996-
1998. Histarically, commercial landings have primarily been made using longline gear. During 1956-1998, the second
highest commercial landings tatals were made using gill net, with catches increasing ta 31-43 MT each vear compared
to 109-1580 MT each year for longline gearIn the early 1990's pair trawls werg nsed to catch albacore, but this gear type
is no longer used in 118, Atlantic waters for albacore. Albacore are frequently sought by recreational fishermen;
racrenational landings af athacore exceeded commercial landings sach year during the 19805, and since 1990 have exceeded
commercial landings in four of nine years, Reported catches of athacore were 830 MT in 1998, an increase of 249 MT

from 1997 which was primarily due 1o an increase in estimated rod and reel catches from 270 MT in 1997 to 601 MT in
19498,

2.3 Swardfish

For 1998, the provisional estimate of U.8, vessel landings and dead discards of swordfish was 3,655 MT. This estimate
is 5% lower than the estimate of 3,840 MT for 1997, The decline in U.8. Iandings of swordfish compared to the 1989-90
average of about 5,000 MT per year was duc, at least in part, to the U.S. implementing regulations which set allowable
catch [evels of Atlantic swordfish by U.S, fishers on a fishing year basis (Fune-May)The provisional landings, exclading
discard estimates, by ICCAT areq for 1998 (comparad to 1997) were: 576 MT (651 MT) from the Gulf of Mexico {Area
91); 1343 MT {1020 MT) from the northwest Atlantic {Area 92); 501 MT (671 MT) from the Caribbean Sea (Arza 93},
and 632 MT (635 MT)} from the North Ceniral Atlantic (Area 94A), and 160 MT (397 MT) fram the sonthwestern
Atlantic (Area 98),

U.8, swordfish landings are monitored in-season from reports submitted by dealers, vessel owners and captains,
NMFS port agents, and mandatory daily loghook reports submitted by U.S. vessels permitted ta fish for swordfish. This
fishery is also being monitored via a scientific observer sampling program, instifuted in 1992. Approximately 5% of the
longline ficet-wide fishing cffort is randomlty sefected for observation during the fishing year. In 1098, fishing effort for
drift gillnets was not sampled due to the closurs of this fishery. The observer sampling data, in combination with logbook
reported effort levels, support estimates of approximately 29,470 fish discarded dead in 1998, representing an &mmated
442 MT of swordfish, This reflects a decrease in estimated discarded swordfish from the 1597 level.

The total weight of swordfish sampled for sizing U.S. landings in 1997 by longline, gillnet, harpoon, otter trawl, rod
and reel and handline was 2,853 MT, 0.4 MT, 0.7 MT, 7 MT, 0.3 MT and 0.6 MT, respectively, as compared to 2,819
MT, 36,3 MT, 1,5 MT, 3.2 MT, 0.5 MT and 0.0 MT in 1998. Pair traw] gear was not used in 1996, 1997 or 1998. In
1997, the weight of the sampled swordfsh landings represented 36%, 100%, 100%, 84%, 92% and 44% of the U.5, total
reported anmnat landings for longline, gillnet, hatpoon, otter trawl rod & reel and handline gears, respectively, whereas
1998 sampled swordfish Jandings were 94%, 100%, 100% , B8%, 46%, and 0% of the U.8. total reporied annual landings
of swordfish for longline, gilinet, harpoon, otier {rawl, trolling, and handline, Again, incorporation of late reports into
the estimated 15998 landings fignre will likely tesult in changes in the sampled fraction of the catch.

2.4 Biilfishes

Bluc marlin, white marlin, and sailfish are landed by recreational rod and reel fishermen and are a by-catch of the U.S.
commercial tuna and swordfish longline fisheries. The ariginal 118, Fisheries Management Plan (FMP) for Atlantic
Billfishes was implemented in October, 1988. The Plan allows billish caught by recreational gear (rod & reel) to be
landed only if the fish s larger than the size minimum specified for each species covored by the Plan, Amendment One
of the Atlantic Bilifish FIMP was implemented in 1993 Recreational landings of each billfish specics are estimated using:
(a) the SEFSC Recreational BilMfish Survey which provides the number of billfish caught during tournaments beld along
the sontheastern U,S, coast (South of 35 N Iatitude), in the Gulf of Mexico, and U.S. Caribbean Sea regions (i.2., U.B.
Virgin Islands and Puerta Rico); and (b) the Large Pelagics Recreational Survey conducted by the Northeast Fisheries
Science Center (NEFSC) and the SEFSC that provide estimates of total billfigh catch from waters along the northeastern
1.8, {north of 35 N latitnde). The estimates are conservative since not all segments of the fishery are in fact sampled.

In addition to restrictions on U.S. recreational haryvest, the Management Plan also imposed reguiations on commercial

fisheries by prohibiting retention and sale of the three species at U. S, ports, For this reagon, no U.5. commercial landings
were reporied for any of the three Atlantic specics. Howcver, estimates of by-catch mortality in the 1.5, longline flect are
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made using data from mandatory pelagic logbooks and scientific observer data collected on this fieet. The procedure for
astimating this by-catch for blue marlin, whitc matlin, and sailfish (1987-1997) was detailed in SCR5/96/97-Revised, and
was applicd fo derive the 1998 estimate (SCRS/99/90), Revisions to historical landings of biflfish previously reporied to
ICCAT were based on review of the estimates conducied at the 1996 ICCAT Billfish Workshop letd in Miai.

Thepreliminary estimates of 1998 U.S. recieational catches for these billfish species, combining the geographical argas
of the Gulf of Mexico (Area 51}, the northwestern Atlantic Ocean West of the 60°W longitude (Arsa 92), and the
Caribbean Sea (Area 93) are: 49.3 MT for blue marlin, 2,6 MT for white mariin, and 1.2 MT for sailfish. The cstimates
for 1997 were 45.1 MT, 1.8 MT, and 0.6 MT, respectively, for the three species. The estimates of Lthe U.S. recreational
catch (landings) do not include any estimates of mortality of released {or tagged and sleased) fish. Additionally, these
landings include survey estimates of non-tournament billfish mortality and survey estimates from tournaments, but do not
constitnte a census of alf tournaments, Because some components of the charter boat and non-towrnament recreational
fishery arc not surveyed, the recreational catches are considerad mirinmm estimates, Therefore, the rad and reel landings
presented in Table 2.4-BIL include a *7' to represent the unknawn guantities of bitlfish in the recreational fishery not
recorded.

Estimates of the bilifish by-catch discarded dead in the U.S. commercial longline and other commercial figheries for
1998 were 52.4 MT for blue marlin, 32.8 MT for white marlin, and 27.0 MT for suilfish. The estimated 1997 U.S,
discarded dead by-catch was 138.1 MT, 70.8 MT, and 37.7 MT, respectively for the three species.

Information from a siatistical survey (Marine Recreational Fishery Statistics Suryey, MRFSS) of the U.S. recreational
harvesting sector conducted ovar part of the 1.8, northeast coast continues ta he under evaluation for its application ta
estimating billfish catches by recreational fishers, Preliminary results are being presented at the 1999 SCRS Meeting.
Although billfish are considered “rare event” species in this survey and accordingly the estimates may suffer from bias
and imprecision, they do provide a basis for evaluating the potential degree of conservatism in the valucs reported for
recreational (rod & resl) harvest. From this survey, for the pericd 1995-1998, the availabic eslimates of recreational
billfish landings (in numbers of fish), with asso@ated coefficients of variation (CV, expressed as a percentage), for ICCAT
Areas 92 (NW Atlantic) and 91 (Gulf of Mexico) were derived, Investigations into the possible reasons for differences have
beer undertaken and the results of these investigations provide a basis for revising historical and recent estimates of
biflfish catches by the 1.5, recreational sectar,

2.5 Mackerels

Significant catches of king and Spanish mackerels by U,5, fishermen have octurred since the 1850s for Spanish
mackerel and since the 1880s for king mackerel, The major gears currently exploiting these species are handlines and
gillnets, Purse seines were also used to harvest king mackerel during the 1980s, Gillnets have historically been the main
commercial gear for Spanish mackerel. However, in recent years, recreational removals have become an tmportant
component in total catches for both species. The majority of king mackerel catches are taken off North Carolina and
Florida and it is believed that a major praduction area off Louisiana, is recovering. The primary Spanish mackerel catch
arcas inclnde the Chesapeake Bay and Florida. Current figherics are co-managed under the Coastal Migratary Pelagic
Resources FMP enacted in 1983 and regulatians adopted by the South Atlantic and Guif of Mexico Fishery Management
couneil a.ud implemented ty NMF3. Annnal catches are monitored closely by NMFS and within-season management
measures include commercial trip limits, seasonal and area quotas, and recreational per person daily bag limits. Becanse
these species oconr in hoth federal and state territorial zones of U.S. successful management has required participation
by both federal and state management agencies. Curreatly, only the Gulf of Mcxico king mackere! stock is cansidered
aver-fished.

Annual vields of king mackerel have ranged from 4,365 MT to 7,746 MT between 1983 and 1996 with an average
production of 6,860 MT since 1994. Annual catches of Spanish mackerel have ranged from 2,784 MT to 5,957 MT from
1983 to 1996 with the average catch being 3,726 sincs 1994,

The harvest of bath species has siabilized in recent years although large fluctuations in estimates of recreational catches
in some years have accurred and overages in commercial landings and recreational quotas can occur, The stabilization
in yields is thonght to be the direct impact of regulations which have heen implcmented in an effort to sustain futurs
production. The primary management factors contributing to flucuations in annual recreational harvests ingiude
difficulties of enforcement of differential bag limits imposed in individual states, large intcr-annual variances in
recreational harvest astimales, and regulations that permit the sale of king mackerel from recreational charter boats after

289



ICCAT REPORT, 1828-89 {l)}

1he closure of commercial fisheries. Critical research concerns regurding mackerzls are sampling concerns related 1o

adequate coverage of the age stracture of the stocks and increasing the precision associated with the mackerzl assessment
abundance indices.

2.6 Shavky

The U.S. Atlantic shark fishery is primarily a scutheastern fishery exiending from Virginia ta Taxas. The fishery is
now regilated under the Atlantic Highly Migratory Species Fishery Management Plan published in 1999. The plan divides
sharks species into "large coastal species” (LCS}, "small coastal species” (SCS), and "pelagic species”, and set TACs for
large ceastal and pelagic species, New shark regulations published in 1999 include the foilowing management measures:
(1) reduce the annual commercial quota for large coastal sharks from 1,285 MT dw to 816 MT dw, apportioned between
ridgeback (620 MT dw) and non-ridgeback (196 MT dw) sharks; (2) reduce the annual commercial quoia for small coastal
sharks from 1,760 MT dw to 359 MT dw, this is 10% higher than 1997 landings; (3) reduce the annual commercial quoia
for pelagic sharks from 580 MT dw to 488 MT dw and establish a separate anmial commercial quota of 92 MT dw for
the porbeagle and an annual quota of 273 MT dw for blue sharks, reduce the pelagic shark quota by the aver-harvest in
the biue shark quota; (4) establish a minimum size of 137 cm fork length for ridgeback sharks; (5) reduce the recreational
bag limit to one shark per vessel per trip from two sharks allowed, with a minimum size of 137 cm fork length for all
sharks, and an additional one Atlantic sharpnase shark per person per trip which used to be a limit of two;, (6) prohibit
possession of 19 species of sharks {Atlantic angel, basking, bigeye sand tiger, bigeya sixgill, bigeye thresher, bigaose,
Caribbean reef, Caribbean sharpnose, dusky, Galapagos, longfin mako, narrowicath, night, sand tiger, sevengill, sixgill,
stnalltail, whale and white); and (7) count all sources of martality, including dead discards and all landings in state waters.
The new plan manages 72 species of sharks, The catch-and-release-only, recreational fishing allowance for white sharks
is still enforced,

In 1998, large coastal shark landings were estimated to be 2,058 MT, slightly higher than the 1997 total of 1,809 MT,
but still a redoction frem the peak recorded (4,600 MT) in 1989. 1998 LCS landings are 67% of those caught in 1995,
Total estimated landings for large coastal, small coasial and pelagic sharks were 2,573 MT, 200 MT more than 1997,
Catehes in pumbers for 1998 are estimated to be about 14% higher thar 1997 catches. Catch levels highier than the
established quota in 1997 and 1998 are attributable to state landings after season closure. Commercial landings are
monitored by a system of lopbooks and dealer reports. Recreation harvest estimates (provisioral) in numbers for 1958 were
151,791 for LCS, 77,924 for 8CS, 11,620 for pelagic and 7,666 for unidentified sharks, Recreational landings are
estimated by statistical surveys of the recreational catch. Data on landings by species are currently being cellected hy
specics for some 27 species of sharks. However, a portion of the reported landings remains unidentified.

3. Resenrch activities

Rescarch activities in 1998 and 1999 focused on several items. Rescarch on the development of methodologies to
determine the genetic discreetness of large pelagic fishes in the Atlantic was continued. Larval sueveys for blucfin funa
and other large pelagics in tie Guif of Mexico werg continued, Research continued on the development of new methods
for estimating and indexing abundance of various large pelagic species, as well as robust estimation technigues for
sequential population analyses. Research was also conducted on approaches for characterization of uncertainty in
assessments and methods for translating that uncertainty into risk levels associated with alternative approaches. U.S.
scientists also contirmed to coordinate efforts for the ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish and for the Bluefin
Year Program. ' '

3.1 Bluefin huna research

As part of its commitment to the Bluefin Year Program, reszarch supported by the Tnited States has concentrated on
ichthyoplankton sampling, reproductive biology, methods to evaluate hypotheses aboul movernent patterns, spawning arca
fidelity and stock structure investigations,

Ichthyoplankton surveys in the Gulf of Mexico during the bluefin spawning season were confinued in 1998 and 1999,
Data resulting from these surveys which began in 1577 are used to develop a fishery-independent abundance index of
spawning west AHantic bluafin tuna, This index has continued to provide one measure of bluefin abundance that is used
in SCRS assessments af the status of the resomce.
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In Tuly and Angust, 1998, surface ichthyoplankton samples were takon off the southeast United Statos ontside of the
western wall of the Gulf Stream from about 30° to about 35°N. During those months average water temperalures in that
area are sinmilar to tersperatures in bluefin spawning areasaround the world during spawning seasons, These samples have
not yet been sorted or processad to determine what may have been caught, which renerally takes about a year to complete.
A similar effort was planned for mid-June through Aupusi, 1999, but the sampling was canceled due 1o logistical and
mechanical problems which delayed the start of the cruise until carly August.

Studies related fo genetic evalnations of the number of fishery management units of Atlantic bluefin are being
conducted at several laboratories in the United States, The National Qceanographic and Atmospheric Administration
laboratory in Charieston, South Caroline, is acting as a sample archive center and has tissues from all bluefin collected
for stock structure research by the National Marine Fisheries Service since 1996 and somc or 2ll samples collecled by
tesearchers from various institutions including the University of South Carolina, the Virginia Institute of Marine Science,
the Univarsity of Maryland and the Massachusetis Department of Marine Fisheries. A summary of tissues collected
though mid 1999 are presented (SCRS/99/108). Preliminary results from researchers at thie University of South Carolina
were presented in 1998 (SCRS/98/78). Researchers at the Virginia Iastitute of Maring Science and at Texas A&M
University initiated a praject in 1999 to try to substantially increase the mumber of known variable loci for Atlantic bluefin;
sehstantial progress is anticipated before the SCRS meeting in 2000,

Scientists from the Texas A&M University, the Universily of Maryland and the National Maring Fisheries Service
coatinued research on the feasibility of using otolith microconstituents to distinguish bluefin stocks. A paper published
in Fisheries Research (Secor and Zdanowicz, 1998, Vol, 36) showed significant differences between Mediterranean and
Pacific bluefin tuna. Additional unpublished rescarch on paired otoliths showed no differences within a fish while
examination of elemental composition with size showed no size effects for some elements and sizc related effects for
others, Studies of handling procedures revealed that in peneral deliberately contaminated otoliths conld be adequately
decontaminated with standard techniques. Additional analyses of handling procedures and sampling o axan-une trans-
oceanic differences are continuing,

_Scientists from the North Carolina State University and Oregon State University developed an assay (o identify
maturatianal status of bluefin and yellowfin tuna (SCRS/99/106). A proposal 1o initiate collection of samples to be used
ta develop a maturity ogive for west Atlantic bluefin will be submitted to the SCRS (SCRS/39/107).

Research an binefin tuna moverment patterns using electronic tags and on the associated methodolpgy was continued
in 1998 and 1999. Tagging activities continued off North Carolina {scientists from Stanford University, Monterey Bay
Aguarium and NMFS) and off northeastern North America (by scientisis from the New England Aquarium, the
Massachusetis Division of Marine Fisheries and the Depariment of Fisheries and Oceans of Canada, as well as from
Stanford University and the Monterey Bay Aquarium). Additionally researchers from Stanford University and the
Monterey Bay Aquarinm initiated a study of the feasibility of taggicp bluefin tuna in the Gulf of Mexico in 1998 and
contioned thai work in 1999 successhddly releasing four blielin tuna with electronic tags.

Results from the work by scientists from Stanford University, Montersy Bay Aguarium and the National Marine
Fisheries Bervice are presented in SCR8/99/103. Results from a cooperative prograrm between U.S. (New England
Agquarium, NMIF5, the Massachnsetts Division of Marine Fisheries, and Telemetry, Inc) and Canadian (D.F.0.)scientists
are presented in SCRE/99/104.

3.2 Swordfish research

In response to ICCAT resommendations, randomized observer sampling of the U, S, latge pelagic fliest was continued
into 1998. Using fishing vessel performance information provided through submission of mandatory pelagic logbaoks by
vessel owners and operators, 4 list of randomly selected vessels was used to derive a sampling fraction of 5% {about 700
obscrver fishing dﬁ}'S per yeur) of the pelagic longling flzet in the Gulf of Mexico, Caribbzan, and Aflanfic Ocean since
1992. Observer coverage by the Southeast and Northeast Fishertes Svience Centers (SEFSC and NEFSC) successfully
recorded effort from 329 observed sets during 1992, 815 during 1993, 649 during 1994, 696 during 1893, 361 during
1996, 448 during 1997, and 287 during 1998, corresponding to nominal sampling fractions of about 2.5%, 6%, 5.2%,
5.2%, 2.5%, 3.1%, and about 2,9%, respectively.

Data from obsarver samplcs were compared against self-reported information in from the 1.8, iar'ge'pe'l,_'a'gidmapdatow
logbook reporting system and estimates of discard moriality of swordfish, billfish, and sharks from the 1.8, flest were
developed from thet analysis for the 1993 SCRS,
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Research was also conducted on the performance of analytical options for conducting the 1999 swerdfish sex-specific
assessments, as outlined in the 1999 SCRS swordfish species gronp work plan. A document was prepared summarizing
this wotk in. which 2 number of options under two approaches for carrying out sex-specific assessments for North Atlantic
swordfish were examined. Ope approach is based on the ADAPT sequential population analysis formmulation and consists
of carrying out virtual population analyses of the two sexes separately, and adding penalties to the objective function being
ninimized so that certain parameters are similar, For example, one such penalty would make the recrujtment time series
similar between sexes. The other approach evaluated is based on forward, separable models, and also keeps track of data
for the two sexes separately. With the latier approach, the analyst hasthe ability fo make some parameters being estimated
(e.g. recruitment) identical bepween saxes, Several variants of each of the two approaches using a test data sct and
recommendations far conducting the 1999 assessment were made.

Research into methods to estimate swordfish catch at size by sex was continued in support of the SCRS swordfish
species group work plan developed at the 1998 meeting. Two manuscripts an the topic were prepared for the 1999 SCRS
swordfish assessment meeting. Swordfish cxhibit sexvally dimorphic growth patterns with females growing faster and
achieving larger sizes than males, This growth difference and patterns of biological activities sach as spawning and
feeding behaviors of swordfish are thonght to be primarily responsible for the temporal and geographic differences in Sex
Ratios at Size (SRS) observed in swordfish catch data, The North Atlantic was divided inta {hres biological regions
(spawning, feeding and transition) with similar observed SRS paiterns. The spawning region SRS paticrn was
charactarized by a low proportion of females (f.e. a large proportion of males) at 120 to 180 cm LIFL and thereatier an
increase to a high proportion female. In contrast the SRS pattern in feeding region was about 50% females batween 100
to 150 cm LJFL and thereafler an increasc to 4 higher proportion female, The SRS pattern in the transition region was
betwesn the spawning and feeding regions. A tatal of 128,857 sexed swordfish from the North Atlantic were included in
the analysis. A Bayesian analysis approach was uscd to generate priors for mean estimated SRS in a broad biolegical
region/quarter (Le, trimester) strata, These priors were then nsed ta estimate posterior SRS for specific area/ quarter
substrata, depending on the available infarmation within the area/quarier classification, Prior SRS were fitted using
General Additive Modsls {(GAM), for each biological region, quarter and size interval (10 cm LIFL). Posteriors were then
estimated using a weighting factor to set the relative influence of the observations within the area/quarter/size bin stratum
1o observations within the posterior for the binlogical region/quarter/size bin, Predicted SRS proportions for each
area/guarter were then extrapolated from size 70-80 to 356 cm (LIFL) for 5 cm size bin using a smoothing of size in a
GAM model, In cases where there were not observations for a particular area-quarier combination, the estimated prigis
became the predicted swordfish SRS propnrﬁons

Application of these sex-ratio at size keys ta the U.5. catcli-at-size data was documented in another manvscript
submitted to the 1999 SCRS, The catch at size by sex for the United States was derived from the unsexed catch at size and
the SRS keys developed in the manuscript discussed above. Unsexed catch at size had area recorded inup to 12 U8,
fishing areas or fve ICCAT areas, The SRS was based on different areas from those previously used for the unsexed catch
at size. Logbook information on the geographic distribution of the catch was used in determining the appropriate sex ratio
at size for calcotating numbers of fish by sex, Because the same approach was to be used for converting unsexed catch per
trip to catch by sex per trip, when fish were tecorded in catch areas which were associated with multiple SRS arcas, the
SRS was determined randomly for each fish (thus the resulting catch by sex per trip was in whole fish}, Where there were
insafficient numbers of observations of catch and effort (both fish and sets) a hierarchical substitation scheme was used
for selecting the geographic information for selecting the appropriate SRS arca.

Alsg in support of conducting the swordfish assessment in & way that explicitly accounts for the sexually dimorphic
growth of swordfish, analyses of sex-specific catch rate patterns needed for tuning the sequential population algarithms
were conducted and reported upon. Fisher reported and observed swordfish catch, size and effort data collected from the
U.S. longline flect operating in the western North Atlantic Ocean were nsed to develop indices of abundance for the North
Atlantic swordfish stock. Standardized catch rates were cstimated using the Generalized Linear Modeling approach by

. applying delta-lognornal error distribution assuruptions, CPUE-abundance analyses were carried ol on vessel-trip levels.
A nwmber of explanatory variables were considered in analysis, including area, quartars, targel species, size of the gear
sel (longline), and a combined factar called operation-procedure which summarized fishing-fleet characteristies such as
boat size, traditional-area of operation, and age of the boat.

Research was also conducted on the application of non-equilibrium, generalized production models to swordfish catch
and effort data. Two manuscripts were submitted on this topic. In the first, a non-equilibrium generalized production
model, conditioned on catch, was fit to data on fishing effort rate and landings of North Atlantic swordfish. A logistic
medel, similar in all other respecls, was fit for comparative purposes. The more complex (genstalized) model fit the data
slightly better, but this difference was not siatistically significant (P>0.15). Both models estimate that the swordfish stock
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is over exploited in recent years, with B<Byg, and F>F,,q; the gencratized model's estimates of stock status were the more
optimistic of the two. However, those generalized results were rejected on biological and statistical grounds. This research
indicated that using only landings and CPUE data, it is not always possible to estimate the shape of the praduction curve.
Three criteria, combining slatistical and biological reasoning, were proposed as potentially helpful in deciding whether
to accept estimates in specific cases, Under those criteria, the generalized model fit obtained in the North Atlantic
swordfish application would be rejected in favor of the logistic model. Although direct estimation of the shape of the
production curve was not feasible in the application exarnined, this does not imply that the generalized model is of no use
in assessing swordfish, Given 4 priori estimates of model shape, it would be possible to usc the same wnderlying model
to estimate (by either frequentist or Bayesian procedures) measures of stock status conditional on model shape.

In a separate manuscript, rescarch into application of Bayesian methods to fit a generalized production model to catch
rate data on North and South Atlantic swordfish was reported upon, The model developed incorporates parameters for
carTying capacity (K), intrinsic rate of increase {r), and a "shape" parameter (n) which determincs the inflection point
in the surpius production function. Fletcher's version of the Pella-Tomlinson model was modified {called here the
"extended PT/F model”) to climinate the possibility of an infinite value for r and aver-gstimates of surplus preduction for
values of By5o/K <= i/e (about 0,37) and (o be more consistent with empirica! estimates of r. Damographic theory and
estimation methods were applied to construct a jaint prier probability density functon (pdf) for the parameters r and n
far swordfish. This prior and catch rate data for swordfish were applied to compute a joint posterior pdf for the parameters
in the extended PT/F modcl. As expected, the unceriainties in Bayesian estimates of, e.g., cnrrent stock size and MSY for
the extended PT/F model, were noticeably larger those resulting from fitting the Schaefer praduction model to the same
data, Becanse the extended PT/F model incorporates prior information on the inflection point and suggests a value for
swardfish different than that in the Schaefer mode), the application of the extended PT/F might bz regarded as providing
more credible model predictions than those given by a Schaefer maodel,

Tuning information for lumped biomass production models was also updated and reparted upon in a U.S.-Spanish-
Canadian-Japangse jointly authored manuscript. Non age-structured {and age-siructured) production model anafyses of
gorth Atlantic swordfish have been used in addition to age structured viriual population analyses by ICCAT's SCRS to
evalaate the status of the resource and (o provide a basis for management advice. Production models require a stanctardized
index of abundance in terms of biomass. The standardized hiomass index of abundance developed for the 1992, 1994, and
1256 ICCAT-SCRS mectings for north Atlantic swordfish was revised and updated with data through 1998, General
Linear Modeling (GI.M) procedures were used to standardized catch (biomass) and effort {number of hooks) dala from
langline fleets frotn the United States, Spain, Canada, and Tapan. As in past analyses, main effects included: year, area,
quarter, a nation-operation variable accounting for gear and operational differences thought to influence swordfish
catchability, a target variable to account for (rips where tunas where predominant in the catch, and an interaction term
for area-quarter. Sensitivity trials cvaluated the effect of ICCAT minimum size regulations on annual abundance estimates,
especially with respect to the United States data,

Research on the genctics of swordfish in the Atlantic was also continued and a roanuscript on the topic was presented
to the 1999 SCRS. The analysis conducted by investigators from the FISHTEC consortium, provided additional genetic
evidence in snpport of the hypothesis that swordfish from the northwest Atlantic are genetically distinct from those found
in the South Atlantic, Genetic variation in introns of the nuclear genes aldolase B {aldB) and the lactate dehydrogenase
A (IdhA) was examined and the distribution of aileles was found to be significantly different in samples from the two
regions, These results are consistent with those obtained from earlier studies of mitechondrial DNA, Taken together these
resuits provide support for the current practice of dividing the North and South Atlantic inte separate management units
for swordfish,

3.3 Yellowfin tuna research

Cooperative research by the 1U.8. NMFS and the INF in Mexico was initiated, involving joint analyses of longline
observer program data from the Gulf of Mexico fisherics of both countries, This research resulted in the calculation of
yellowfin tuna abundance indices during the Spring of 1999; these analyses will be refined and updated wsing current data
later this year, resulting in a forthcoming joint SCRS documsent, Future cooperative research plans include the
development of abundance indices for sharks and other tunas,

Scientists from U.S, NMFS and Veneruela alse conducted cooperative research on the spawning of yellowfin tuna in

the western cenfral Atlantic, including the Caribbean Sea and the Gulf of Mexico, The condition of ovarics and the
presence of hydrated oocytes were used to determine maturity and spawning status, respectively, The preliminary results
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of this pngoing study are presented in SCRS/99/79, As reported tn section 3.1, SCRS/9%/106 describes the development
by U.5. scientists of a bioassay (o identify spawning in yellowfin funa,

U.S. scientists also conducted a nucleatide sequence analysis of the mitachandrial DNA D-loop region in vellowfin
tuna from the eastern Pacific and the northwestern Atlantic Ocsans, The results, which are presented in SCRS/99/10%,
provide no evidence for genstic differentiation of mtDNA lineages between yellowfin tuna populations in the two aceans.

3.4 Albacore resegrch

The cooperative research initiated by the U8, NMFS and the IEO of Spain in 1993 was continued at the NMFS in
Miami during Aupgust of 1999, A T1.8. scientist ailso provided training to Spanish IEO scientists an the conduct of
generalized linear modeling approaches during June, 1999. This vear, the effort was extended to analyze the catch per
unit of effort data for the Spanish troll and baithoat fisheries using the general linsar madeling appraach.

3.5 Muckerels and small tunas research

U.S. smali tura research is directed mainly on king and Spanish mackerel stocks as the amount landed of other small
tunas such as cere by U.S. fisherien is vary low. The focus of research is coflection of primary fishery catch statistics,
and bjostatistical sample data, fishery age samples, and abondance indices. Becanse asgessment and management are by
necessity by geographical units, continued researck on migzation of king mackerel in particular is important,

3.6 Shark research

Shark research was conducted in support of the Fishery Management Plan for Sharks. A study exploring the biclogy
of the nurse shark has just been completed. Studies delineating shark nursery areas are being conducted to identify regions
wilh cancentrations of pravid females and young sharks. Tagping stwdics are being carrisd cut in Yueatan, Mexico, in
ceoperation with “Instituto Nacional de Pesca” and the Mote Marine Laberatory. These studics are designed to map the
nursery areas and migratory patierns of cross-boundary species of sharks, A total of 700 juvenile blacktips shatks have
been lagged and released in Mexican nurseries, with a recapture rats of 18.2%, This study is continuing in 1992-2000 with
tagging efforts near the U.S/Mexico border. A workshop of coltaborators will be held o assess the last five years of dala.
The by-catch of sharks in the U.S. Atlantic tuns fisheries area also being monitored and reported to ICCAT through a
scientific observer sampling progrant.

In support of the SCRS Sub-Comumittee on By-caich, U.S, scientists submitted six working documents reporting on
shark research activitics to the Shark Working Group meeting held in Messina, Sicily, in April, 1999. One decument
provided estimates of shark by-catch from the 11,5, longline fleet over the period 1982-1992 (U.5. data from 1993-1997
had been previously reperted to ICCAT), In this work, landings records, mardatory logbogk ard observer records from
the U.8. longline fleet werc used to cstimate yearly by-cateh of larpe coastal and pelagic shark species for the period. Size
frequencies of landed sharks for 13 species were also reported, when available, for this period. By-catch from the U.S.
tongline fleet represents cnly a portion of the total 1.8, landings of large coastal and pelagic sharks. However, these data
are representative of fishing effort from a wide geographical range in the western north Aflantic Ocean,

Three manuscripts reporting on different catch rate pattern analyses were presented, In one manuscript, updated
evaluations of catch rate patterns from the U.S, longline fleet were conducted and reported upon. Indices of shark
abundance from 1986 throngh 1997 for large coastal and pelagic sharks in the combined areas (Atlantic, Caribbean and
Gulf of Mexicg) were developed using mandatory reports from longlive and bottom longline vessels. In a second
manuscript, information on the relative abundancs of biue sharks (Prionace gleuca) as represented in 2 data set collected
from the U 5. recreational fishing sector was also provided. Intercept survey data from the National Marine Fisherics
Seryice Marine Recreationai Fishery Statistics Survey (MRFSS) were used to exanine blue shark catch rates in the
recreational fishery offthe U.S. Atlantic and Guif of Mexico coasts for the years 1981 fo 1996, A gencralized linear model
{GLM) was uscd to assess the effects of region, fishing made (private versus charter boats), target speics, scason and year
on Lhe proportion of Sshing trips that caught any blue sharks, and on the catch rate in trips that caught blue sharks.
Abundance indices for several shark species off the coast of the U, 8, from Virginia throngh Massachusetts were developed
ina third manuscript using data obtained during interviews ofanglers in the Large Pelagic Burvey (LPS), a separate survey
of anglers who target large pelagic species, conducted between 1986-1%98. Subsets of {he data were analyzed to asscss
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effects of month, area fished, hoat type (private or charter). and interview type (dockside ur phonc) on catch per unit effort,
Standardized catch rates were developed using general linear models for unclassified mako (fswrus spp.), sandbar
(Carcharhinus plumbeusy, dusky (Carcharhinus obscurus), and bloe sharks The nominal caich rale trend was glso
presented for unciassified hammerhead (Sphyrna spe.) sharks.

Angther U8, manuscripi presenied a summarization of ihe available catch rate information for pelagic sharks from
the 17.S. east and Gulf of Mexico coasts from a wide array of data sources. Available CPUE time series reporied upon,
incinded commercial data from mandsiory logboaks, weight out records from longline vessels, and observer reports from
Japanese vessels that operated within the U.S. EEZ, Recreational data from the LPS were also available for the eastern
1.S. coast from Virginia to Massachusetts, GLM-standardized fime series were available for pelagic sharks combined,
and mako, blue, thresher, and aceanic whitetip sharks, In general, there appears to have been a rapid decline in catch zates
from the mid- to the late 1980's, followed by stabilization and even some increase in the 1590's.

Rescarch on pelagic shark life history characteristics and their implications relative te potential rates of increase and
rates of increase per generation was also reported upon. In this manuscript, age at maturity and longevity estimates,
combined with vital rate information, were used to construct life tables for three representative species of pelagic sharks
oceurting in the North Atlantic Ocean (the blue shark, the shortfin make Jsurus oxyrinchus, and the porbeagle Lanez
nasus), Uncertainty and variability associated with vilal rates was incorporated throngh Monte Carlo simulation and
sstimates of potential tates of increass and generaton length were produced and combined into rates of increase per
generation, The propartion of the narrymg capacity al which MBY is predicted to be reached for these nelagic species also
‘was investigated. This approach, in combination with mfonnat.mn abaut ielative abundance patterns, provides a method
for evaluation of stock status.

3.7 Billfish research

Sampling of recreationa] billfish tonmaments continued in 1997 along the .S, East Coast, Gulf of Mexico, Bahamias,
and U.S, Caribhean. A total of 92 billfish tournaments were sampled in: 19938 (compared to 113 tournaments in 1997). This
represented 86,827 hours of fishing effort, an decrease of about 6,236 hours from the 1997 level. In 1998, sampling
accounted for 261 billfish boated (173 blue marlin, 42 white marlin, 46 sailfish, and 0 spearfish); 2,009 released; and
1,291 tagped-and-released, In comparisen, in 1997, there were 360 billfish boated (260 blue marlin, 57 white marlin, 32
sailfish, and 1 spearfish); 3,415 released, and 999 tagged-and-teleased). Morphometric measurements of bill{ish landings
were also taken in conjunction with the ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish (ERPB).

The NMFS SEFSC again played a substantial role in the ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish in 1998,
with SEFSC scientists acting as general coordinator and coordimator for the western Atantic Ocean. Major
accomplishments in 1998 include the following: (1) completion of 24 at-sea observer trips on Venezuelan longline vessels
by October, 1998; (2) thee of the at-sca obscever trips completed were on the Jarger Korean type vessels that stay out for
about one month; (3) continuation of the biological sampling program in Venczuela resulted in 12 samples for
reproductive studies and about 200 sampies for age and growth work; (4) continuation of work on shore-based sampling,
inclnding bilHish tournament sampling in Barbados, St. Maarten, Grenada, Jamaica, Senegal, Clte d'tvoire, Trinidad and
Tobago, and Venezuela, (5) continued efforts to retrieve tag-recaptured billfish (particularly successful in southeast
Caribhean where more than 104 recaptures were reported in 1998; ¢6) billfish tagging by the Federation of Japan Tuna
Fisheries on their longline vessels fishing the Atlantic continued in 1998; (7) age and growth sampling of billfish
continued in 1997, (8) the western Atlantic coordirator continued to act as chairman af the newly formed ICCAT tag
recovery network in 1998; and (9) SEFSC staff (Dr. Mark Farber) made an extended trip to several Caribbean locations
in 1998 to assist in coordination of the program and collect data. The Third ICCAT Billfish Workshop was completed
and published in 1998, This special publication were distributed by the ICCAT Secretariate to all participants as well as
ICCAT scientists and interested parties,

3.8 Tagging

Participants inthe Southeast Fisheries Science Center’s Cooperative Tagging Center (CTC) tagged and released 2,499
billfishes (including swordfish) and 2,383 tunas in 1998. This represents a decrease of 23% from 1997 levels for billtish
and a decrease of 21% for tunas for the CTC, The Billfish Foundation (TBF) reported tagging 8,104 biltfish and 93 tunas
for 1998, although an unknown guantity of these billfish were tagged outside the confines of rhe Atlantic ocean, Among
the CTC 1998 billfish releases, there were 605 blue marlin, 617 white marlin, 1,035 sailfish and 234 swardfish, For CTC
tuna releases, there were 1,791 bluefin tuna, 485 yellowfin tuna, 10 bigeye tuna and 87 releases of ather tuna species.
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There were 79 billfish recaptures from the CTC reported in 1998, representing a decrease of 8% over 1997, Among
the 1998 CT'C billfish recaptures: 13 blue marlins, 5 white marlins, 35 sailfish and 26 swordfish. The ICCAT Enbanced
Research Program for Billfish in the western Atlantic Ocean has continued to assistance in reporting tag recaptures to
improve the grantty znd quality of tag recaphure reports, particulary from Venezucla, Barhadgs and Grennda, For the
CTC, a tolal of 72 tunas were recaptured in 1998, 61 blugfin tuna, and 11 yellowfin tuna, These recaptures represent an
decrease of 54% with respect to 1997. The Billfish Foundation recapturcd a total of 68 billfishes in 1998, of which were
24 blue marlin, 12 white marlin, 29 sailfish, and 3 were swordfish, The TBF also reported 10 tunas recaptured in 1998,
8 bluefin funa and 2 yellowfin tuna.

There were several noteworthy CTC billfich recaptures during 1998, The longest reported sailfish movement (i.e,
minimuam straipht distance traveled) was 1,120 nantical miles (NM) from a fish released off South Florida (24°N, 80°W)
and recaptured off La Guaira, Venczuela [11°N, 65°W) after 581 days at large. In 1997, a sailfish was recaptured after
being at large for at least 7 years (2,645 days). This fish was released and recaptured off La Guaira, Venezuelz, The
longest distance traveled for a blue mdrlin recaptured in 1998 was 2,643 NM from a fish released off La Guaira,
Venezuela, (11°N, 65°W) and recaptured off Sierra Leone (7°N, 22°W). Another blue marlin recaptured in 1997 was al
large 7 vears (2,503 days); this fish was released and recaptured off La Guaira, Venezuela. The longest distance {raveled
by a white marlinin 1998 was 1,558 NM from a fish released off Hatteras, North Carolin2 (36°N, 75°W) and recaptured
off La Guoaira, Venczuela, after 1,649 days.

For blucfin funa, the longest movament during 1998 (4,376 NM) was from a fish released off Hatteras, MNorth Caroling
(36°N, 75*W) and recovered off the Ghanaian coast (4.3°N, 3.5°W) 178 days later. There weres also several transatlantic
movements of yellowfin tuna, the longest released off Cape Hatteras (35N, 75.5°W) and recaptured off the Cdic d'Ivaire
off west Africa (1,7°N, 11.5°W), a distance of about 4,924 NM, in 739 days. All CTC and TBF release and recapture data
for 1998 were made available to ICCAT to supplement its dalabase,

Varions electronic tagging afforts directed at bluefin tuna were continued in 1998, Satellite linked pop-off tags and
internally implanted archival tags have been placed on numerous bluefin over these past fow years, Documents describing
results of these studies to date have been prepared and prescaied to SCRS mectings.

3.9 Fishery ohserver deployments

Domestic Longline Observer Coverage: The NMES, Scutheast Fisheries Science Center (SEFSC), Miami Laboratory
initiated, in early 1992, the Pelapic Observer Program for coverage of the U.8. pelagic longlins fleet. In conjenction with
the Mortheast Fisheries Science Center (NEFSC), Woods Hole Laboratory, both regional Centers, using contracted and
NMFS observers, have collected catch data while abeard Jongline vessels fishing in the waters of the northwest Atlantic
Ocean, Gulf of Mexico, and the Caribbean Sca. Sclection of the vessels is based an a random, 5% sampling of the number
of sets reported by the longline fleet, A total of 3,570 sets were recorded observed by personnel from the SEFSC and
NEFSC programs from May, 1992, to December, 1998, Observers from the SEFSC region recorded over 77,000 fish
species (primarily swordfish, tanas, and sharks}, marine mammals, turtles, and seabirds during this time period.

Drift Gillnet Fishery Obssrver Coverage: There was 100% observer coverage of the drift gillnet fishery for swordfish
in 199R; this fishery was closcd in Janupary, 1959,

Pelagic Pair Trawl Fishery Observer Coverage: Pelagic pair trawls were excluded from allowable gears for the pursuit
of tunas and swordfish, No fishery cccurred in 1998,

Foreign Fishery Observers: There was no foreign fishing acimty in the U.S, Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) off the
east coast during 1998,
4. Implementation of FCCAT conservation and msanagement measurcs

— Recommendation Regarding Ailantic Billfishes

Through restrictions on the recreational fishery, the United States intends to achicve at least a 25% reduction in

landings by the end of the 1999 fishing year. The United States took steps to decrease landings by increasing the minimum
size for white marlin to 168 om (66 inches) and increasing the minimum size for blue marlin to 244 ¢m (96 inches), These
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measures were implemenied on March 23, 1998 (63 FR 14030). Following the 1998 fishing season, the minimum size
for blue martin was increased forther, to 251 cm (52 inches), or September 29, 1998 (63 FR 51859). Beginning in 1999,
the fishing year for the recreational billfish fishery will be June 1 - May 31, as in the U.5. swordfish fishery (see FR notice,
5/28/99). .

The only bilifish landings permitted in the United States are recreationally harvested fish, and even io this fishery,
catch and release rates are very high (90-95%). Recreational landings are estimated through 2 combination of tournament
surveys (RBS), the Large Pelagic Survey (LPS), and state landings data, Final regulations implemented in 1999 Tequire
selected HMS charter/headboat vessels who do not already do so to complete a logbook; implementation of this
requirement is underway. Two papers submitied to the SCRS in October of 1999 reporl on trends in billfish landings in
the United States. These papers evaluatc the possible effects of the increased minimum size in the recreational fishery.
Additional research will be conducted and reported to the ICCAT Biilfish Workshop in Summer 2000,

— Rebuilding Program for West Atlantic Biuefin Tuna

The twenty-year rebuilding program for west Atlantic bluefin fura has been implemented threugh the HMS Fishery
Management Plan (FMP). The regulations also require balancing the 8% tolerance for fish <115cm over a four-year
period, Beginning in 1999, the fishing year for tunas wili be June 1 - May 31, as in the U.8. swordfish fishery, The FMP
prohibits the use of pelagic longlines in the NW Atlantic from 39° to 40°N and 68° to 74°W during the month of June,
analyscs indicate that this time/area closure will reduce dead discards of bluefin tuna by approximately 55% from the level
of discards thai would be experienced without a closure. This estimate is hased on an analysis of bluefin tuna dead discards
during 1996 and 1997;(see 64 FR 29090, May 28, 1999}.

-- Registration and Exchange of Information on Bigeye Vessels

The United Siates has submiticd a report listing alil U.S. commercial vessels of more than 24 meters LOA thal reported
bigeye tuna landings during 1998, Some of these vessels may fish for bigeye tuna only cceasionally, as the list includes
all permitted vessels thal landed at least one bigeye tuna during the 1998 fishing season,

Regarding the 1998 Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bigepe Tuna Conservation Measures jfor Fishing Vessels
Larger than 24 m LGA.,, it should be noted that the United States is exempt from this requirement under the conditions
specified under paragraph 3. Average 11.5. catches over the period from 1993 ta 1997 were 1,099 MT, which is below the
2,000 MT threshold for applicability of this Recommendation. As such, paragraphs 3 and 4 of the Recommendation by
TCCAT Concerning Regisiration and Exchange of Information of Bigeye Tuna Fishing Vessels do not apply ta the Uniled
States,

Although paragraph 3 of the 1998 Recommendation by JCCAT on the Bigeye Tuna Conservaiion Measures, for Fishing
Vessels Larger than 24 m LOA exempts the Uniled States from the effort limitations described in paragraphs 1 and 2 of
that Recommendation, it should be noted that the United States has already implemenied a limited access program in the
iongline fishery for Atlantic tunas, which is the primary gear type for the bigeye tuna fishery. While the number of pernils
in the lonipline fichery will not increase in future years, the owner may transfer a limited access permit to another vessel
that he owns, of to another person, subject 1o upgrading restrictions. Thus, the vessel list that was submitted to ICCAT
may not be accurate afier the 1999 fishing year, if the current owners decide to ransfer their permit to another vessel. The
United States will provide an updated list of vessels fishing for bigeye on an annual basis.

Finally, it should be noted that the United States has implernented a higher minimum size than that required by
ICCAT, which provides additional protection for juvenile bigaye. This mitimum size of 27 inches applics 10 all U.5.
fisheries landing bigeye tuna, both commercial and recreational. '

~ Limitation of Fishing Capacity on Northern Albacore
Tn the United States, other than recreational vessels, the primary vessels directing fishing effort on northern albacore
are those that use pelagic longline gear, During 1993-1995, vesscls fishing for narthern albacore did not nesd an Atlantic

tunas permit since they were allowed to fish for Atlantic tunas other than bluefin if they had an Atlantic shark or an
Aflantic swordfish permit. Since most landings of northern albacore are taken with pelagic longline gear, and the
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predominant gear used by permitted swordfish vessels is pelagic longline pear, the number of vesscls with Atlantic
swordfish permits from 1993-1995 is used as a proxy for the number of vessels directing fishing effort or northern
albacore for these years. Thus, the average number of commercial vessels that were permitted to Jand northern albacore
in the United States in the period 1993-95 is estimaled as approximately 943 vessels, Note that this proxy should be
considered an inclusive estirnate, since some of these vessels may have fished primarily for swordfish, with very few
Jandings of albacore.

Effective July 1, 1999, the United States implemented limited access for longline vessels permitted to participate in
directed Atlantic swordfish and shark fishedes, as well as the Atlantic tunas longline fishery (see 64 FR 29090, May 28,
159%), This limited access program reduced the number of permitted vessels in the longline fishery by approximately 48
percent relative to the average number of permitted longline vessels during 1993-1995, Currently, the total number of
longline vessels permilted to fish for Atlantic swordfish and Atlantic tunas, including northern albacere, is 453,
Applications and appeals are expected to increase this number slightly, but net to a level exceeding 5350 permits. While
the number of permits in the longline fshery will not increase in future yvears, the owner may transfer a limited access
permit to another vessel that he owns, or to another persen, subject io upgrading restrictions. Tha upgrade or fransfer may
not resull in an increase in horsepower of more than 20% or an increase of more than 10% in length overall, gross
registered tonnage, or net tonnage from the vessel’s baseline specifications.

In addition to this effort limitation in the longline fishery, it shonld be noted that although vesssls using pair trawls
landed a substantial portion of the U.S. total northern albacore landings during the years 1993-1995, patr trawl gear is
no longer an allawable gear type for Atlantic hmas.

- Recommendation Concerning a Vessel Monitoring System Pilot Program

NMEFS has published regulations requiring that all fishermen with pelagic longline pear on board fishing in the
Atlantic Ocean or Gulf of Mexico must report evary hour from a WMFS-approved vessel monitoring system {VMS). This
Highly Migratory Species VMBS program is a part of a larger nationwide multi-fishery VMS program. NMFS will be able
to monitor these vessels in regional offices in order to defermine if vessels are fishing irconsistent with U3, regulations,
Time/area closurss are in place to reduce by-catch of bluefin tuna and VMS is utilized for enforcement of those closures.
Approximately 150-400 vessels are expected to purchase a VMS by June 1, 2000,

- Recommendaiion On Limitation of Southern Albacore

(.8, landings decreased from 5 MT in 1997 10 1 MT in 1998, Southern albacore is an incidental catch for U8, vessels
targeting swordfish, Due to the fact that reporting requirements were not mandatory for U.8. vessels fishing in the South
Atlantic until October, 1997, U8, catches for 199298 were under-reported in the South Aflantic. The United States is
still reviewing thase historical data.

5. Data collection and monitoring systems

-~ Resolution by ICCAT Concerning the Unraported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large Scale Longline
Fassels in the Convention Avea

The United States is comumitted to collecting and cxamining as much impoert or landing data and associated
information as possible on frozen na and tuna-like speciss, A summary of information to date is included in Appendix
8. The United States intends to cxplore optiens for expanding data collection systems, including over the long term,
possible consolidation of all current import monitoring systems for tuaz and tuna-like species (Blucfin Statistical
Document, Swordfish Certificate of Eligibility, NOAA Forin 370, ete,} and expansion of coverage so that all HMS impoits
are tracked through a universal monitoring system.

- Blugfin Tung Statistical Document Program
All biuefin tuna (Atlantic and Pacific) imported to, or exported from, the United States must be accampanied by a

Bluefin Statistical Document (BSD}, In the United States, the completed B3 must be sent to NMFS® Mortheast Regional
Office within 24 hours of a bluefin tuna shipmeni entering or leaving the country.
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— Reconmendation Concerning Implementation of an Alternative Option for the Conservation of Undersized Atiantic
Swordfish and the Reduction of Fishing Movialify

To facilitate enforcement of the 11,8, minimum size, the import of Atlantic swordfish less than 33 1b {15 kg) dressed
weight is now prohihited. In 1999, NMFS launched a new program that requires a Certificate of Eligibility for ali
swordfish imports {see 64 FR 12903, March 16, 199%). This program il facilitate the tracking of swordfish shipments
into the United States and the enforcement of ICCAT minimwm size reguirements, and will provide information on
international swordfish harvesting and trade activities. The regulations require dealer permiiting and reporiing for
importation of swordfish from any source, Preliminary data on the origins of swordfish imported into the United States
have been collected through the Certificate of Eligibility program during June and July, 1999. It is expected that
reformatted data will be provided for the program prior to the November 1999 meeting,

— Recommendation for a Revised Port Inspestion Scheme

A summary of the U.S.-Canuda Enforcement Exchange Program that took place in 1999 is available upon request. The
report of enforeement actions from September, 1998, through August, 1999, takenin U5, fisheries for Atlaniic funas and
tuna-like species is also available upor request.

-= Recommendation Concerning a Ban on Landings and Transshipments

The United States has banned all transshipments at sea and does not allow landings from foreign vessels in U.S, ports.

NOTE: Requests for detailed information on the measures taken at the nationat level conceming ICCAT management
recommendations should be directed to the U.5. Authorities.
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Table 1. Catches and landings (rounded to the nearest MT) of Atlantic tunas and tuna-like fishes, excluding billfishes, by U.8. fishermen, 1967-1998 1

Year BFT? YFT ALB BET’ LTA4 SKJ? BON SWo* SSM & KGM® OTH’ TOTAL
1967 2320 1136 0 0 7 493 22 474 3577 2767 10 10806
1968 807 5941 ¢ 13 6 3314 43 274 5342 2813 2 18560
1969 1226 18791 0 148 7 4849 98 171 4952 2814 I 33057
1970 3327 9029 0 195 158 11752 83 287 3506 3050 0 33387
1971 3169 3764 0 544 5 16224 90 35 4713 2571 50 31165
1972 2138 12342 10 212 212 12290 24 246 4863 2213 0 34550
1973 1294 3590 0 113 20 21246 261 406 4437 2710 0 34077
1974 3638 5621 13 865 5 19973 92 1125 4990 4147 1 41116
1975 2823 14335 1 67 67 7567 117 1700 5288 3095 19 35079
1976 1931 2252 0 28 3 2285 23 1429 6385 4053 30 18421
1977 1956 7208 2 331 53 6179 268 912 5453 3837 71 26270
1978 1848 9747 9 248 113 8492 224 3684 3310 2507 31 30213
1979 2297 3182 i1 212 12 3102 502 4618 2926 6293 11 23166
1980 1505 2164 7 203 88 3589 195 5624 5429 10726 313 30043
1981 1530 3155 577 159 97 5553 333 4529 2748 12565 200 31446
1982 812 1729 694 423 87 112 209 5410 37147 9863 962 24048
1983 1394 2541 347 315 107 696 253 4820 2784 7069 453 20779
1934 1317 2143 2207 538 41 852 217 4749 3904 7445 333 24296
1985 1423 9720 98 639 T4 1815 109 4705 3984 6010 247 28824
1986 1655 0925 250 1085 103 1115 83 5210 5957 5682 336 31401
1587 1543 9626 291 1069 118 722 130 5247 5071 5628 385 29830
1988 1505 11036 237 1109 204 40 B8 6171 5097 5810 410 31707
1989 1732 8450 243 845 128 73 278 6411 4444 4365 335 27304
1990 1769 5647 358 627 173 304 298 3519 4272 5940 390 25297
1991 1781 6896 479 975 227 B58 463 4525 5884 6502 367 28962
1992 1128 6938 440 813 595 563 497 4236 5724 7091 545 28570
1993 1268 6283 509 1092 ‘1286 367 17 4191 5058 7746 1517 29488
1994 1238 8298 741 1403 1142 101 129 4074 4632 6186 886 28830
1995 1451 8552 562 1303 1312 76 116 4551 3524 7346 1371 30164
1996 1361 8286 512 796 2230 121 156 4320 3020 7052 1141 28995
1997 1385 7674 581 1136 2015 84 183 3840 3321 7930 1365 20514
1998 1301 5619 830 928 1546 105 " 76 3655 3321 7930 1320 26631

1Ml b R

1998 dnin are preliminary.

Estimates of recreational catches off the northeast U.S. ara included for all years for bluefin tunn and for 2l other tunas since 1986.
Includes estimnted bluefin dead discards since 1986. (The 1986 estimate covered only some times and aress.).

Priorto 1981, figures include some catches of purse seiners fiying other flags (Bermuda, Netherlands Antilles, Nicarogun, and Panama.
Includes small quantities of bigeye tana prior ta 1975.
Does not include racreational landings of Spanish (1967-83) or king (1967-78) mackerel, 1997 and 1998 landings preliminery,
This category includes blackfin and wahoo as well as the task] categery other tunas.



ICCAT REPORTING TABLES — UNITED STATES

Panel 1 - bigeye, yellowfin and skipjack tunas

Species/Region Catch Limit Caiches Estimated catch over/ under Estimated Catich over 15%
catch limit tolerance of fish below 3.2kg

Bigeye N/A 928.35 MT N/A 0MT

Yellowfin N/A 5619.3 MT N/A o0MT

Skipjack - . N/A 105.17 MT N/A N/A

In case of over-harvest, explain how ihe over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be taken, to prevent further over-harvest:

No over- harvests occurred in 1998,

In case of harvest in excess of specified minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented to aveid further overharvest, the monitoring of compliance with domestic
measures, and any other actions to be taken to prevent over-harvest:

No over-harvests occurred in 1998.
Other comments:

The United States has implemented a minimum size for bigeye and yellowfin that corresponds to 6.4 kg (a higher minimum size than the 3.2 kg adopted by ICCAT). There is zero
tolerance for fish less than 6.4 kg in both the commercial and recreational U.S. fisheries.



Panel 2 - North Atlantie Huefin tuna and albacore

. . - Estimated Catch Caich of Estimated catch over | Estimated catch over
Species/Region Catch limit Catch overfunder catch Age0 15% tolerance of fish | 8% tolerance of fish
limnit below 6.4kg below 30kg or 115cm
Western BFT 1344 MT (adjusted | 1226 MT landed, 129 MT under the 0MT 0 MT OMT
to 1355 MT dueto | including 104 MT of catch limit
1997 underharvest | BFT <115 cm
of 11 MT),
including 108 MT
of BFT <115 cm
Eastern BFT N/A OMT N/A 0 MT 0 MT N/A
N. Albacore N/A 233.89 MT N/A o MT 0 MT N/A

In case of over-harvest, cxplain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be taken, to prevent further over-harvest:

No over-harvesis occurred in 1998.

In casc of harvest in excess of specified minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented to avoid further over-harvest, the monitoring of compliance with domestic

measures, and any other actions to be taken to prevent over-harvest:

No over-harvests occurred in 1998,

QOther comments:

The United States has zero tolerance for Jandings of bluefin less than 6.4 kg. 67 MT of bluefin were discarded dead during 1998. There were 104 MT of bluefin tuna less than 115 cm

landed during 1998, accounting for 8.0% of the total catch of 1293 MT. Beginning in 1999, the United States will switch from managing bluefin tuna quota on a calendar year basis to
a fishing year basis (June 1 through May 31), as was done for swordfish in 1996. The United States used the under-harvest of 129 MT from the 1998 calendar year to cover the interim
period of January 1, 1999, through May 31, 1999. Therefore, 1999 quotas will apply for the 12 month period of Tune 1, 1999, through May 31, 2000,



Panel 3 - South Atlantic albacore

Species/Region Catch limit Catches Estimated catch over/ under catch limit

S. Albacore 22 MT 1.36 MT 1.14 MT

In case of ovcr-harveét, explain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be hiken, to prevent further over-harvest:

Albacore is an incidental catch for U.S. vessels targeting swordfish in the South Atlantic. Due to the fact that reporiing requirements were not mandatory for U.S. vessels ﬁshmg in the
South Atlantic until October, 1997, U.S. catches for 1992-96 were under-reported in the South Atlantic. The United Slatcs is still analyzing these numbers.

Tn case of harvest in excess of specificd minimum size, explain domestic measares lmplemented to avoid further over-harvest, the momtormg of compliance with domestic
measures, and any other actions to be taken to prevent over-harvest:

N/A

Other comments: None



Panel 4 - Swordfish and Billfish

Species/Region Catch limit (SWO); Catches (SWO); Estimated SWO catch over | Estimated SWO catch
Landings (BIL) Landings (BIL) / under catch limii less than 119 cm

N. Atlantic swordfish 3190 MT ww, (adjusted to 3635.9 3005 MT ww landed 631 MT ww under-harvest Data not yet available for
MT ww due to a 1997 under-harvest the 1998 fishing year
of 445.9 MT ww)

8. Atlantic swordfish 384 MT ww 295 MT ww 89 MT ww under-harvest

Afl. white marlin N/A until 1999 2.6 MT N/A N/A

Atl, blue marlin N/A until 1999 492 MT N/A N/A

In case of over-harvest, explain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be taken, to prevent further over-harvest:
There was no over-harvest in 1998.

In case of harvest in excess of specified minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented to avoid further over-harvest, the monitoring of compliance with domestic
measures, and any other actions to be taken to prevent over-harvest:

Informatior on 1998 fishing year landings of swordfish <112 cm is not yet available but will be provided in the 2000 National Report.

Other comments:

Note that the 1998 fishing year for swordfish in the United States began on June 1, 1998, and ended on May 31, 1999. There was an under-harvest of 446 MT ww from the 1997 fishing
year quota for the North Atlantic. This excess quota was carried over and added 1o the 1998 U.S. quota of 3190 MT ww, resulting in an adjusted 1998 U.S. fishing year quota for the
North Atlantic of 3636 MT ww. During the 1998 fishing year, U.S. landings totaled 3005 MT wiw; thus, the 1998 underharvest of 631 MT ww will be added to the 1999 U.5. quota for
North Atlantic swordfish. In the South Atlantic, U.S. landings of swordfish totaled only 295 MT ww, although the available quota was 384 MT ww, resulting in an under-harvest of 89
MT ww for the 1998 fishing year. ' ' o ‘

During the 1998 calendar year, weighout slips showed 10 MT dw of swordfish <33 1b dw. This corresponds to approximately 0.4% of the U.8. quota for the North Adantic. More than
80 percent of the fish <33 1b dw were documented by fishermen as >119 cm, thus they would be legal-sized fish, since U.S. regulations allow the harvest of swordfish that are either
>119 em or >33 Ib dw. There is zero tolerance for Atlantic swordfish that do not meet either the minimum length or the corresponding minimum weight, as specified in the ICCAT
recornmendation. '

A total prohibition on commercial retention of Atlantic billfish has been in effect since 1988. Th:ough restrictions on the recreational fishery, the Uniled States intends to achieve at
least a 25% reduction in landings by the end of 1999, : S
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NATIONAL REPORT OF VENEZUELA, 1998
by

Servicio Auténomo de los Recursos Pesqueros y Acuicolas
Fondo Nacional de Investigaciones Agropecuarias

L Introdwetion

In Venezuela, the “Fondo de Investigaciones Agropecuarias” (FONAIAP) is the official agency in charge of carrying
out agricultural research, including the fishing sector. The Antonorons Service for Fishery and Aquicultural Resources
{SARPA) is the agency that is responsible for the management and administration of fishery resourccs.

Research projects on tunas and billfishes are carrfed out at the Center for Agro-fishery Research of the Statas of Sucre
and Nueva Esparta (CIAE-Sucre/Nueva Esparta, which {s based in Cumand, and works in conjunction with different
national and international institutes, such as the University of the Orient, SARPA, ICCAT and ORSTOM.

2, The fisheries
— Purse seine fishery

The Venezuelan fishing flest is comprised of 36 vessels, of which 10 fish exclusively in the western Atlantic Ocean
and the remainder fish in the eastern Pacific Ocean (Table 1). The fishing area of the Venszuelan purse seiners is located
between 5° and 15°N and 51° and 73°W.

The 1998 purse seine catch amounted to 14,176 MT. Yellowfin tuna (Thannus albacares), comprised 64.62% of the
catches of the fest, while skipjack tuna (Katsiwomis pelamis) made up 25.41% of the total, Other species caught by the
fleat were blackfin tuna (Thunnus atlanticus), frigate tuna {Auxis thazard), albacore (Thunnus alalunga), bigeye una
{Thunnus obesus) and these species comprised 9,97% of the catch (Tahle 2).

Effort exerted by these vessels in 1998 was 827 days fishing, with the highest effort levels in the third and fourth
guarters, and for vessels greater than 63 GRT. Yellowfin catches oscillated between 0.29 and 4,75 MT/day fishing, and
the highest catches correspond to the second and fourth quarters. Catches of skipjack tuna reached 14,82 MT/day fishing
during the fourth quarter {Table 4),

— Baithoat fishery

The Venezuelan baitbeat fleet is comprised of 14 fishing vessels that operate in the same areas as the purse seiners,
The catches obtained by these vessels amounted o 4,884 MT, The mest important species in the catches of this fleet were
vellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) (87.37%) and skipjack tuna (Katsiwontis pelamis} (10.36%) (Table 3).

Effort exerted by the baiiboat fishery this year was 1,406 days fishing (mownitored). Catches of yellowfin tina wers
between 0.66 and 2.54 MT/day fishing, with the highest catches during the third and fourth quarters. Skipjack calches
were between 0.06 and 1.02 MT/day fishing, with the highest catches corresponding to the second quarter (Table 4),

— Longline fishery

The number of Venezuelan longliners that fished in the Aflantic Ocean in 1998 was 38. Catches by the tuna longlinc
fleet amounted to 787 MT. Yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) was the most important species in the cateh, represeating

* Original reperl in Spanisiy.
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69.39% of the total, whereas catches of other tunas (T, albacore, T, alalunga, and T. obesus) comprised 2.29%. Billfish
catches represented 9.66% of the catch and sharks comprised 15.57%. Effort applied by this fleet was 2,608,739 hooks
{Table 5).

— Artisanal fishcry

Billfish fishing activities in the Playa Verde area (central const of Venezuela) arc carried out thronghout the year. The
fleet is comprised of 33 vessels whose length is between 7 and 10 meters, and which wse trammel nets as the fishing gear.

Catches by this fishery are comprised mainly of bilffishes of the 1stiophoridae family, notably sailfish @stophorus
athicons) and blue marlin Mdakaira nigricans), represesting 37.91% and 30.46%, respectively of the total catch, Tunas
comprise 15.47% of the landings. Other specles present in the catches were various shark species and dolphinfish
{Coriphaena hippurus) (Table 6).

3. Research activities

Venezuela carries out research on the fishery for lasge pelagics, which includes tuna and billfishes, Biclogical
sampling continied on the different species landed at ports of Suere, Anzodiegi and Nueva Esparta States, In 1998,
sampling was conducted on 20,336 tuna and billfishes from landings of the industrial fishery, and 8,742 fish from the
artisanal fishery (Table 7). Catch and effort was monitered for the industrial figet that fishes in the western Atlantic using
baitboat, purse seine and longline. The landings from 441 fishing trips by industrial tuna vessels were also monitored
{Tahle 8).

Catch and effort of the line fishery for king mackerel (Scomberemorus cavalla) in eastern Veneznels was assessed.
This program is carried out at the Nusva Esparta Local Station of FONATAP. Reported catches of this species in 1998
were 689,287 kg, with an effort of 43,148 Lines/day and an average annual CPUE of 16,0 kg/line/day. This species shows
a marked seasonality and major catches were taken between the months of May and August (Table 9).

Within the Enhanced Research Propgram for BilMish, under the auspices and coordination of the International
Commissien for the Conservation of Aflantic Tunas ICCAT), sampling continued on billfishes at the ports of Playa Verde
and Jnangriego, off the central coast and eastern arca of Venezuela, respectively. In addition, cruises are carried out on
tuna longline vesssls and (hase vessels directed at swordfish, Tn 1993, 45 trips were carried out with on-bouard scientific
observers on these vessel types.
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Table 1. Composition of the Venezuelan industrial fleet that operated in the Atlantic Ocean,
by earryieg capacity, for the period 1989-1998

Year
Carrying 1989 1990 994 1992 1993 1994 1995 Jp9s 1997 1998
(i MT,
Purse seine
201-400 2 2 2 2 3 2 1 1 1 !
401-600 3 3 i1 8 8 g 9 9 &
601-800 1 1 1 1 1 1
801-1008 7 7 g 6 4 8 3 4 4 2
1001-1200 ' 1
>1200 2 2 [ i 1 1 B
TOTAL 15 14 17 17 16 20 14 15 5 10
Baithoat
10-30. 3 4 4 8 7 3 4 4 2 2
31-50 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 1 I
51-70 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 i
71-60 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
91-110 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
>110 7 7 7 1 8 8 ] 8 & 8
TOTAL 15 15 15 17 19 17 16 16 12 14
Longline
0-30 20 71 19 27 24 29 33 33 33 30
51-100 y) 2 2 y) 3 5 4 3 3 4
101-150 2 2 3 3 4 & 6 4 4
131-200 1
201-250
251-300 1 2
301-350 1
351-400 L 1 1
TQTAL 23 27 4 3 32 38 43 42 40 38
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Table 2. Venezuelan purse seine catches {(in MT) in the central western Atlantic in 1998

Quarter
Species I I Hi iV Tafal %%
Yellowfin tuna (YFT) 2,819 1,410 1,566 3,362 9,157 64.62
Skipjack tuna (SKT) 716 257 288 2,346 3,607 25.41
Frigale tuma (FRI) 71 12 15 103 201 1.42
Albacore (ALB) 11 17 24 39 o1 0.64
Bigeye tuna (BET) 22 2 9 182 114 1,51
Blackiin tuna (BLF) 20 19 g9 720 207 6.40
TOTAL 3,718 1,717 1,990 6,751 14,178 100,00

" Table 3. Venezuelan baithoat catches (in MT) in the central western Atlantic in 1998

Cuarter
Species I P I i Total 3
Yellowfin tuna (YFT) 744 589 1,538 1,396 4,267 87.37
Skipjack tuna (SKI) 240 33 167 65 505 10,36
Frigate tuna (FRI) 0 0 a 0 ] 0.00
Alhacore (ALB) H 0 g H a 0.00
Bigeye tuna (BET) 0 D 2 2 4 0.05
Blackfin tuna (BLF) 21 3 3B 46 108 222
TOTAL 1,005 627 1,742 1,509 4,884 100.00
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Table 4 Effort (days at sea) and catch per unit of cffort (MT/days at sea) in the Venezuelan
in the industrial baithoat and pursc scine tuna fisheries, in the central western Atlantic, 1998

NATIONAL REFORT: VENEZUELA

Quarter Gear Fishing Carrying Yellowfin Skipjack
days capacity tuna irna Others
I Porse seine (P8) 15 <301 (.29 3,03 - 0.00
129 >301<630 2.61 10,15 2.02

>650
I Pure seine (P5) 51 <301 1.62 2.80 0.27
1035 >301<650 4,12 298 0.65
>630
IIE Purse seine (PS) 41 <301 (.83 2.7 0.90
178 >301<630 204 2,51 0.36
] >630 0.36 0,360 0.00
v Purse seine (PS) 16 <301 0,43 8.22 1.96
253 >301<6350 3.96 6.39 1.51
33 >650) 4,75 14.82 3,56
I Baitboat (BB) i} <60 0.00 0.00 0.00
39 >60<1350 (.81 0.06 0,06
259 >150 .19 0.93 0.00
| | Baithoat (BB) 0 <60 0.00 0.00 (.40
53 =60<150 0.66 1.02 001
178 >150 0.66 1.02 0,00
I Baitboat (BB) 17 <60 1.41 0.10 0,00
a9 >60<150 1.30 ¢.11 0.00
279 >150 2.37 0.54 a.1¢
v Baitboat (BB} 62 <68) on 0.02 0.07
g1 >60<150 131 0.00 0.00
247 >150 253 0.25 0.00
Table 5 Venezuelan tuna lonpline catches (in MT) in the Atlantic Ocean in 1998
Quarter

Species I Ir ir v Total %%
Yellowfin tuna (YFT) 58 158 213 118 546 69.39
Albacore (ALB) 3 2 1 8 14 1.76
Bigeye tuna (BET) 1 0 0 3 4 0.53
Blue marlin (BUM) 1 3 8 14 27 3.47
White marlin (WHM) 2 6 9 7 24 3.04
Sailfish (SAT) 2 1 17 4 25 315
Swordfish (SWQ) 0 1 2 3 7 086
Walico (WAH) 0 6 2 ) 9 1.20
Dolphinfish (DOL} 0 ) 5 1 8 1.04
Sharks (SHE) 13 33 48 29 123 15,57
TOTAL g1 212 306 188 787 109.00
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Table 6. Catch (kg) and fishing effort (number of vessels and number of trips) of the
artisanal billfish fishery with trammel nets off the central coast of Venezuela (Playa Verde),1998

Quarier
Species I n b Filg Total
Blue marlin (BUM) 33,801 58,454 15,551 38,602 166,498
Sailfish {(SAD) 9.459 78,088 60,136 32,045 179,738
White marlin (WHM) 940 1,397 6,459 3,820 12,516
Swordfish (SWO) 6,408 14,263 5,192 3,028 28,891
Dolphinfich (DOL) 4,682 5,648 1,661 572 12,563
Various tunas 2,493 2,853 1,635 5,930 12,983
Sharks (SEK} 5,623 7,414 3,282 3,757 20,076
Other gpecies 33,640 3,644 3,710 12,249 53,243
TOTAL 117,058 171,761 971,676 100,113 486,608
No. of vessels 30 ' 87 97 84 348
No. of trips 681 1,490 769 939 3,879

Table 7. Biological sampling of tunas, hillfishes and necompanying species in the industrial
tuna fishery and the artisanal billfish fishery in the central western Atlantic, 1998

Species Purse s?:fne Baitboat Longline 1OTAL

Industrial Artisanol
Yellowfin tuna (YT} 3,435 2,021 1,569 7,443
Skipjack tuna (SK1) 4,872 712 11 5,355
Fripate tuna (FRI) 426 - 629
Albacore (ALB) 19 3,180 3,205
Bigeve tuna (BET) 178 5 842 1,025
Blackfin tuna (BLF) [ 1485 35 811
White marlin {WHM) 307 307 7104
Sailfigh (SAI) 169 169 5,384
Spearfish {EFF)
Elue martin (BUM) 172 172 L9
Swordfish (SWQ) 651 651 929
Sharks (SHX)
Dalphinfish (DOL) 11 211
Wahoo (WAH) 116 116
TOTAL 9,774 21,503 7,669 20,336 8,742
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Table 8. Trips by industrial tuna vessels in the central western Atlantic, 1998

Purse seine Baithoart Longline
Month Trips made  Trips monilored Trips made Trips manitored  Landings monitored
January il 3 p
February 8 6 19 16 15
March 1 1 20 15 22
April 3 3 14 11 18
May 4 4 12 9 23
June 1 1 12 9 23
July 3 3 22 14 21
August 4 3 18 12 22
September 4 4 22 19 21
Getober 5 1 28 23 26
Nevember 5 8 23 17 21
December 53 3 24 14 16
TOTAL 44 38 225 167 230
Y 86.36 74.22
Table 9. Monthly caich (in kg), effort (in lines per day), and CPUE (in kg/lines-day)
in the Scomberomorus fishery by the artisanal line fleet in eastern Venezuela, 1998
Catch freg) Effort CPUE (kg/lings-day}

Manth KGM DOL WAH BiL Lf::f;; Trips | RGM DOL WAH  BIL
Jan, 9,540 1,526 256 25 475 19 201 3.2 0.3 0.1
Feb, 20,130 2,569 7,369 1,269 27 15,9 0.0 2.0 5.8
Mar, 1234 125 . 126 3E4 15 32 0.0 03 0.3
Apr. 8,173 6,156 1,456 859 2,712 68 30 13 0.5 0.2
May 72,658 7,845 3,987 5,502 121 13.2 14 0.7 o.u
Jun. 96,146 2,563 2,036 2,367 3,692 142 | 260 0.7 0.6 0.6
Jul, 283,632 32,658 21,656 624 11,264 256 257 29 1.9 Rin|
Aug, B7.321 4,156 546 1,698 4,095 7| 213 1.0 0.1 0.4
Sep. 32,569 9,027 123 3,718 169 8.8 24 0.0 0.0
Oct, 26,358 1,456 2,280 96 9.2 0.5 0.0 0.0
Nov, 36,012 2,789 2,678 6,987 5,088 g5 7,1 0.5 0.5 1.4
Dec, 8,504 5,436 1,604 236 2,544 a8 a7 21 0.6 01
TOTAL | 689,287 73,633 36,913 20,234 [ 43148 1,182 16,0 1.7 0.9 035
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